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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Tuesday, 24 July 2018
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took
the chair at 12.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
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 peoples of Victoria. I
acknowledge and pay my respects 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 the
Parliament this week.

CONDOLENCES
Bernard Phillip Dunn, OAM
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:07) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death,
on 15 June 2018, of Mr Bernard Phillip Dunn, OAM,
and places on record its acknowledgement of the
valuable services rendered by him to the Parliament and
to the people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative
Council for the North Western Province from 1969 to
1988 and as Leader of the National Party in the
Legislative Council from 1979 to 1988.

In doing so I would like to reflect on a man who
everyone describes as a very lovely individual and
a wonderful community member. Mr Dunn sadly
lost his battle with cancer on 15 June this year at
the age of 73, which really is not that old at all, and
I am sure there would have been plenty more years
of wonderful living that might have been.
Mr Dunn has been remembered by many as a
wonderful father and grandfather, a great friend, a
loyal colleague and an exceptional community
member. He married his high school sweetheart,
Dot, and called her his soulmate. Together they
had five children, 11 grandchildren and eight
great-grandchildren.
Mr Dunn enjoyed a long and decorated political
career spanning decades. Starting his political
career in 1969, Mr Dunn was elected as a member
of the Legislative Council for North Western
Province for the then Country Party. Bernie went
on to be the deputy leader for the renamed
National Party in 1976, and he then became leader

COUNCIL

3137

in 1979 in this place, at the time that he was given
the responsibility of shadow education minister.
Members who know their Victorian political
history and the sequencing of governments and the
times when there were, particularly, changes of
government may be puzzled by this, as I was,
because that period from 1979 to 1982 was a
period of a Liberal government. I did puzzle over
this, but having had some assistance from
Mr O’Sullivan and having made some inquiries
with a number of people, I have learned that this
was a period in the coalition’s history where the
two parties were operating separately and so the
National Party was not in government. Whilst
Mr Dunn was the Leader of the National Party in
this place, it was at a point in its history when it
was not in a relationship with the Liberal Party,
even though the Liberal Party was in government
at the time. That particular question about
Mr Dunn’s career also gives us some insights into
the nature of the relationship between the parties
over time.
Mr Dunn was born into a farming family in
Warracknabeal, and he had a wonderful
appreciation for regional Victoria. He and his
family settled in Horsham. After having served in
Parliament, in 1997 he was elected to the Horsham
Rural City Council. There are a number of us in
this place and in the other place who cut their
political teeth or developed some experience in
local government prior to coming into state
government, but I could not help but reflect on
how this in some respects might almost be a better
order to do this in: some involvement — and a
long and distinguished involvement — in local
government having had the benefit of all the
experience here in the Victorian Parliament.
Mr Dunn served in the Horsham Rural City
Council until 2005. I feel like I just missed him,
because a number of us in this place were elected
to represent this area of western Victoria from
2006, which was very shortly after Mr Dunn
finished his period at council. During this time he
was the chairman of the Horsham Regional
Livestock Exchange for 15 years and was very
well respected within that industry.
In the 2007 Queen’s Birthday honours Mr Dunn
was awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia for
service to the Victorian Parliament, local
government, the agriculture sector and the
community of Horsham.

CONDOLENCES
3138

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Aside from his considerable professional and
career achievements, Mr Dunn’s passion was his
family and his community. Tributes have poured
in since his death, with old colleagues, community
members and politicians praising his goodwill and
sincere dedication to every community he was a
part of. If I could quote his son Luke, ‘Bernie was
an honourable man, kind and loving, and he was
never afraid to give his opinion or advice’, which
is of course a wonderful thing in someone in this
line of work or indeed in local government. In this
business sometimes we can forget how kind and
loving and what champions of community
politicians are and can be. Every account I have
heard of Mr Dunn has been that he was, and this
has certainly been evident in recent times from the
Horsham community’s sadness.

went on to be the Leader of the National Party in
this chamber in 1979. During that time he served
as the shadow minister for education.

On behalf of the government I would like to
express my deepest sympathy to the Dunn family
and to those in the community who felt that Bernie
Dunn touched their life. As deeply saddening as
this is, the family may perhaps be able to take
solace that Bernie is now at peace with his Dot.

On learning of Bernie’s death, the Wimmera
Mail-Times in its front-page headline described
Bernie as ‘a giant of a man and a mayor’, and
Bernie certainly was all of those things the
Wimmera Mail-Times said of him.

Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria)
(12:13) — On behalf of The Nationals and the
Liberals it gives me great pleasure to speak on the
condolence motion for the Honourable Bernie
Dunn.
Bernie was born in Warracknabeal to a farming
family, and he attended the local school. He was a
wheat and sheep farmer in the Warracknabeal
region. Later Bernie and his wife, Dot, settled in
Horsham, where they had five children. In my
research it was interesting to note that Bernie’s
wife, Dot, was from a little place called Yarto,
which is just outside Patchewollock, my own
home town.
Bernie was a member of the Country Party and
served as vice-president of the Young Country
Party from 1968 to 1969. He certainly played a
significant role in the Young Country Party over
that time. Just after that he went on to be the
vice-president of the Lowan district council — just
after 1969 or about 1970. In 1969 he was elected
to this very chamber as a member for North
Western Province. At the time Bernie was elected
he was just 25 years of age, and at that time he was
the youngest person ever to be elected to state
Parliament, and that could be an honour that he
may very well still hold to this day. Bernie became
the deputy leader in this place when the party was
renamed the National Party back in 1976. He later

Bernie retired from state politics in 1988 after
19 years in this place, and he was later replaced by
Ron Best, who most of us would know quite well
also. Bernie’s passions while he was in this
chamber were particularly around the areas of
agriculture, local government and education.
Bernie was from a farm at Warracknabeal, a grain
farm, and he went on to have a series of farms in
the Horsham area. He was particularly very proud
of the fine wool that he was able to produce from
that property along with some of the members of
his family.

After his time in state Parliament, Bernie’s interest
in the community actually blossomed even further.
Bernie joined the administration of The Nationals
and was state president from 1990 to 1995. It was
during this time that I got to know Bernie very
well, because I was a very junior staff member at
The Nationals back at that time.
I remember that on one particular occasion when I
was manning the phone I got a call from a
journalist from the Australian newspaper. The
state director happened to be away and
uncontactable at the time so the friendly journalist
from the Australian just happened to ask my
opinion on a couple of matters. Unfortunately one
of those matters was the negotiations at the federal
level around the coalition arrangements for the
Liberals and The Nationals. After I suggested what
my personal opinions were in relation to the
sensitive negotiations that were taking place the
journalist asked what my title was within the
organisation, and being a very junior staffer back
then at The Nationals I happily volunteered my
position.
To my interest, the next morning there was a
significant newspaper article in the Australian
quoting my personal opinion on the delicate
negotiations between the Liberals and The
Nationals at the federal level on their coalition
agreement. With the state director away I had to
make one of those calls that you do not really want
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to make to the state president to indicate what had
happened and what was actually in the Australian
newspaper. Bernie was very good about it and
thankfully I was ‘on message’, but as Bernie said
to me at the time, ‘This is a very, very valuable
lesson that you will never, ever forget’. He was
very much right: that may have been the most
significant political message in terms of dealing
with the media that I ever learned in my life — to
be very, very careful. I continue to be very, very
careful to this day. That is certainly one of the
fonder memories I have in terms of dealing with
Bernie Dunn, who was very much a gentleman in
terms of the way he went about doing all of the
sorts of business he was involved with.
In 2001, due to his service to The Nationals,
Bernie was awarded life membership of the party.
That was something he was very, very proud of, as
was his family. In 1997 Bernie was elected to
Horsham Rural City Council. He served on that
council for eight years, including five years as the
mayor. Bernie was awarded the Medal of the
Order of Australia back in 2007 in the Queen’s
Birthday honours for his service to the Victorian
Parliament, local government, the agriculture
sector and the community of Horsham. Within
each one of those segments of his public life,
Bernie served with distinction in terms of his fierce
representation in all of those areas.
Bernie’s contribution to public life did not stop
there. He was a member of the Livestock
Saleyards Association of Victoria for nine years
and was an Australian Barley Board member for
16 years. He also helped form the Leukaemia
Auxiliary at the Royal Children’s Hospital in 1973
after the death of one of his children at that time
due to leukaemia.
I, along with my Nationals colleagues, had the
pleasure of abseiling with two of Bernie’s children,
Troy and Luke, in the Grampians earlier this year.
I can proudly say that that was one of the most
terrifying things I have done in my life, but I am
also happy to say that Tim Bull in the Assembly
was even more scared than I was.
To the remaining members of Bernie Dunn’s
family I pass on the condolences of this chamber,
from The Nationals and the Liberals, but also very
much and very importantly on behalf of those
people from the North Western Province whom he
represented.
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Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:19) — On behalf of the Victorian Greens I too
would like to express our deepest condolences and
sympathies to the family, friends and loved ones of
Mr Bernard Dunn. We note and recognise his
extensive service to the state Parliament, serving in
the Council in various positions. Upon leaving the
state Parliament he probably deserved a
well-earned retirement, but instead decided to
contribute to his community further, serving at
local council both as a councillor and mayor for a
number of years.
I note the incredible work that has been outlined
previously and the appointments and
acknowledgements of his deep contribution to the
community. He also volunteered on a number of
community associations and board appointments
and voluntary positions and contributed greatly
through those positions as well.
I reflect that at moments like these we realise that
as representatives and politicians we likely have
more in common than difference in terms of our
recognition and contribution to community
service, to strengthening our democratic
institutions and to caring for others. Our thoughts
and deepest sympathies go to his family, his
friends, his loved ones and his colleagues in this
place who knew him and cared for him as well.
The PRESIDENT — I ask members to signify
their assent to the motion by rising in their places
for 1 minute.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable
members showing unanimous agreement by
standing in their places.
The PRESIDENT (12:22) — Pursuant to
standing orders, as a further mark of respect for the
memory of the late Bernard Phillip Dunn the
sitting of this house will now be suspended for
1 hour.
Sitting suspended 12.23 p.m. until 1.29 p.m.
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ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent to:
26 June
Appropriation (2018–2019) Act 2018
(Presented to the Governor by the Speaker of
the Legislative Assembly)
Labour Hire Licensing Act 2018
Marine and Coastal Act 2018
Serious Offenders Act 2018
3 July
Advancing the Treaty Process with Aboriginal
Victorians Act 2018.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Constituency questions
The PRESIDENT (13:31) — Members, I
would just like to convey a brief ruling to you on
this occasion in regard to constituency questions.
In recent sitting weeks I have ruled a number of
constituency questions out of order and have
allowed some others that I considered to be
borderline with respect to meeting the sessional
order requirements. As a result, I indicated I would
provide the house with a reminder of the rules in
relation to constituency questions.
Sessional order 4 provides the rules around
constituency questions. It states:
(1) At the conclusion of questions without notice up to
ten members may ask ministers an oral question
relating to a constituency matter.

When the sessional order was introduced in
February 2015 and again in March 2016 I provided
the house with some guidance with respect to what
elements are required for a valid constituency
question, especially as distinct from an
adjournment matter. I will provide some clarity
around this again on this occasion.
A constituency question must, one, be clearly
directed to a minister; two, fall within state
jurisdiction; three, ask a question seeking
information, not call for an action; and four, relate
to a specific matter in the member’s region. I think
the first two points are obviously very clear. In
particular, questions that relate to matters outside
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the scope of the minister’s jurisdiction, such as
opposition policies or federal matters or policies,
are out of order. In relation to the third point about
seeking information and not action, I remind
members that they have three minutes during the
adjournment debate to seek an action from a
minister.
It is the fourth point that is creating confusion. It is
not enough to briefly mention your region and then
use the remaining time to discuss a statewide issue
or policy. The matter raised must have a direct
connection to your region and your constituents.
This does not prevent the matter from also being
relevant to other regions, but the matter should not
be so general as to have only incidental relevance
to a member’s region. Members may make an
initial reference to a broader issue but then must
narrow the question down to a specific matter
within your region. If the question does relate to a
statewide issue or policy, you must clearly indicate
how the issue or policy is applicable to your
region.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Sentencing legislation reform
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
lenient sentencing in our legal system is causing
criminals to see no consequences for their actions. This
is allowing them to continue to reoffend committing
violent crimes and making the people of Victoria feel
unsafe going about their daily business and in their
homes.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council call on the government to address the current
leniency in the sentencing of criminals in our legal
system and ensure that the sentencing provides a
deterrent to repeat offenders committing violent crimes,
which in turn will allow Victorians to feel safe again.

By Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria)
(248 signatures).
Laid on table.

Container deposit scheme
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
serious issue of no container deposit schemes within
Victoria. Litter is a serious environmental and
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community issue that needs to be addressed. South
Australia is leading the way with its recycling
programs, which are putting millions of dollars back
into communities. This money which can be used for
families to buy groceries, community gardens to buy
sustainable equipment and local schools to invest in
children’s education. Surely we want to do the same in
Victoria.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council call on the Premier and the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change to find a
way to fund schemes like the container deposit scheme
throughout metropolitan and regional Victoria.

By Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (73 signatures).
Laid on table.

Safe Schools program
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Council that
programs such as the ‘Safe Schools Program (SSP)’,
‘Catching on Early’ and ‘Catching on Later’, which
were founded and supported by the Australian Safe
Schools Coalition, teach students inappropriate content
comprised of comprehensive lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender (LGBT) gender theory and as a result
undermine religious, cultural and family values. We
fear that children who are exposed to this type of highly
sexualised content may become very likely to develop
stress, peer pressure and high levels of confusion
regarding sensitive topics such as sexuality,
reproduction and gender. Within these programs and
against parents’ wishes, Australian children are:
(1) instructed to role-play LGBT sexual scenarios;
(2) given inappropriate LGBT material in the form of
books and referred to sexually explicit LGBT
material online;
(3) taught gender theory equates to fact and many
other troublesome practices creating confusion and
discontent.
Initially marketed as an anti-bullying program, the SSP
proves to have nothing to do with anti-bullying and
instead is about advancing a fringe LGBT sexual
ideology by targeting Australian children of all ages and
coercing them into contemplating or even engaging in
LGBT lifestyle.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council call on the government to thoroughly review
these programs and ultimately disband them.

By Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (325 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Woorayl Street reserve, Carnegie
To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
1.

the City of Glen Eira has the least open space per
head of population of all Victorian local
government areas;

2.

as such, any and all remaining heritage trees are
precious to Glen Eira residents and need to be
retained wherever possible;

3.

Rosie (pictured) and the remaining handful of
eucalypts at Woorayl reserve are under threat by
the state government’s proposed development of
the station precinct next to Carnegie station.

We therefore call upon the Andrews Labor government
to cancel plans for development of the Woorayl Street
reserve and re-establish this as open space.

For Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) by
Ms Fitzherbert (207 signatures).
Laid on table.

Bangerang Cultural Centre
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
closure of the Bangerang Cultural Centre in Shepparton
due to a lack of funding.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council of Victoria ensures that the Andrews
government provides permanent, ongoing funding to
reopen the Bangerang Cultural Centre and ensure its
future and longevity without delay.

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria)
(701 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria).

Mickleham and Somerton roads, Greenvale
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Council the
inadequate arterial road infrastructure, increased traffic
volumes and ongoing safety issues on Mickleham Road
and Somerton Road, Greenvale.
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The petitioners therefore request that Legislative
Council call on the government to prioritise the
duplication upgrades of Mickleham Road and Somerton
Road, Greenvale.

By Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(408 signatures).
Mr Ondarchie — I thank the Greenvale
Residents Association and local advocate Jim
Overend for their work.
The PRESIDENT — It is not customary or
really appropriate to have commentary on
petitions; it is a formal process of introducing a
petition to the house. Notwithstanding we
appreciate petitioners taking the effort to advise the
house of their opinions, we do not really entertain
commentary from members as part of this formal
process.
Laid on table.

Beechworth Secondary College
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of the residents of Beechworth,
Yackandandah and other concerned citizens of the state
of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative
Council the urgent need for funding to update the
education facilities at Beechworth Secondary College to
modern standards.
Victoria proudly brands itself as the Education State,
yet at Beechworth Secondary College students and
teachers have been left to make do with outdated and
substandard classrooms.
As a community, we believe that the students at our
school have a basic right to a 21st century learning
environment. Students at Beechworth Secondary
College should have the same opportunities as other
students across the state.
We understand that the government needs to balance
the needs of 1500 schools but the needs of this school
have been overlooked for too long.
The Victorian government has a $1.4 billion surplus in
the current budget cycle and yet this school has an
urgent and long overdue need for infrastructure funding.
Given this, we believe that the government should
immediately allocate the funds required to complete the
redevelopment of Beechworth Secondary College.
Beechworth Secondary College has waited over
10 years for this allocation of funding. Building plans
are finalised and the school community is eager to end
the uncertainty and get on with creating the best
possible learning environment for our young people.
We are just waiting on government support to make this
happen.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Council calls on the government, and in particular, the
Minister for Education, the Hon. James Merlino, MP,
and the Treasurer, the Hon. Tim Pallas, MP, to deliver,
before November 2018, the full allocation of funding
required by Beechworth Secondary College to
implement its entire redevelopment plans.

By Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria)
(352 signatures).
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND
REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 10
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) presented Alert
Digest No. 10 of 2018, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

Regulations and legislative instruments
review
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) presented 2017
report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:39) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I would like to make a couple of
comments in relation to this annual review — a
report that looks at the activity of this
subcommittee during the fourth year of the
58th Parliament. My motivation in doing so is to
recognise our wonderful staff that we have in this
place. Whether it be a joint, select or standing
committee, we have outstanding people. I would
like to pay homage to Mr Nathan Bunt and
particularly to Ms Helen Mason, who between
sitting weeks works tirelessly on creating a
seamless subcommittee meeting for us to review
the nuts and bolts of the regulations and legislative
instruments. Whether she is reviewing building
practices and building regulations or oyster farm
fishing, she does it with outstanding
professionalism. I would also like to acknowledge
Mr Simon Dinsbergs and Ms Sonya Caruana, as
well as Professor Jeremy Gans for being our legal
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Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme —
Amendment C109.

eagle and for putting things in terms that a
non-legal eagle can understand. I would also like
to thank Ms Lizzie Blandthorn as our chair and the
Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva for filling in while
Ms Blandthorn was away on maternity leave. I
also thank Mr Josh Bull, Mr Steve Dimopoulos,
Ms Sonya Kilkenny and Mr John Pesutto.

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendments C222
and C223.

Whilst it will not be the go-to reading for
everybody, it is certainly a report that is useful and
really looks at the nuts and bolts behind the scenes
and the way we deal with our regulations and
instruments that keep the world ticking.

Melbourne Planning Scheme —
Amendments C190 (Part 2), C325 and C332.

Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C163.
Maribyrnong, Melbourne, Port Phillip and
Stonnington Planning Schemes — Amendment
GC82.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C197.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C132.

Motion agreed to.

OMBUDSMAN
Child sex offender Robert Whitehead’s
involvement with Puffing Billy and other
railway bodies

Mitchell and Whittlesea Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC101.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme —
Amendment C187.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C221.

The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of
the Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report.

Queenscliffe Planning Scheme —
Amendment C29.

Laid on table.

Stonnington Planning Scheme —
Amendment C279.

Recommendations
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of
the Ombudsman Act 1973, presented second
report.

Victoria Planning Provisions —
Amendment VC150.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme —
Amendment C192.
Wodonga Planning Scheme —
Amendments C125 and C127.

Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice
pursuant to section 32(3) in relation to the
Conveyancers (Qualifications and Experience)
Regulations 2018.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of
Parliament —
Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 —
No. 81.
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act
2012 — No. 98.
Building Act 1993 — No. 100.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of
Approval of the following amendments to planning
schemes —

Commercial Passenger Vehicle Industry Act
2017 — Nos. 84 and 85.
Estate Agents Act 1980 — Nos. 82 and 97.

Boroondara Planning Scheme —
Amendments C263 (Part 1), C268 (Part 3) and
C299.

Health Services Act 1988 — No. 83.

Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C237.

Marine Safety Act 2010 — No. 101.

Frankston, Mount Alexander and Wyndham
Planning Schemes — Amendment GC90.

Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Act 1990 — No.78.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C373 and C381.

Motor Car Traders Act 1986 — Nos. 94 and 95.

Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendment C196.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Nos. 92
and 93.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
3144

COUNCIL
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act
1985 — No. 79.
Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 — No. 99.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 87 to 89.
Service Victoria Act 2018 — No. 90.
State Superannuation Act 1988 — No. 80.
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Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Justice Legislation Amendment (Access to Justice) Act
2018 — Parts 4, 7 and 9 — 1 July 2018 (Gazette
No. S284, 19 June 2018).
Labour Hire Licensing Act 2018 — Part 1, Part 4,
Divisions 2, 4, 5 and 7 of Part 7 and Part 9 — 27 June
2018 (Gazette No. S305, 26 June 2018).

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 91.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — No. 96.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 — No. 86.
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 77.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of —
Compliance code: Hazardous substances
made under the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004.
Rail Safety National Law National
Regulations (Fees) Variation Regulations
2018.
Statutory Rule Nos. 74, 75, 78, 79, 81 to 89,
91 to 101, 103 and 104.
Legislative instruments and related documents
under section 16B in respect of —
Amendment to the code of Practice for the
Operation of Breeding and Rearing
Businesses 2014 under the Domestic
Animals Act 1994, dated 12 June 2018.
Determination of annual fees for driver
accreditations and regulatory fees, made
under the Commercial Passenger Vehicle
Industry Act 2017, dated 7 June 2018.

Legal Identity of Defendants (Organisational Child
Abuse) Act 2018 — 1 July 2018 (Gazette No. S305,
26 June 2018).
Planning and Environment Amendment (Public Land
Contributions) Act 2018 — 2 July 2018 (Gazette
No. S305, 26 June 2018).
Service Victoria Act 2018 — 1 July 2018 (Gazette
No. S284, 19 June 2018).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk (13:43) — I have received the
following letter dated 3 July from the Acting
Attorney-General, Marlene Kairouz, MP:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 20 June
2018 requiring the Leader of the Government to
produce to the house by 2.00 p.m. on 4 July 2018 the
following:
a copy of all documents in full, concerning the
Andrews government’s agreement to give Cricket
Victoria ownership of buildings and fixtures at
Junction Oval for the duration of its lease (‘the
agreement’), including —
1.

a copy of the 30 June 2016 lease pertaining
to Junction Oval, and any subsequent
changes to the lease;

2.

ministerial briefings and all correspondence,
including emails, relating to the agreement,
between the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning, the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources, the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, the Minister for Sport, the Premier,
the Minister for Planning, the member for
Albert Park, Cricket Victoria and Cricket
Australia, and their lawyers and agents;

3.

all contracts, assessments and analyses of the
value of the buildings and fixtures;

4.

ministerial briefings and all correspondence,
including emails and contracts, about the use
of the name CitiPower Centre; and

5.

ministerial briefings and all correspondence,
including emails and contracts, about
community access to the CitiPower Centre.

Determination of specifications relating to
fare calculation devices, security cameras
installed in commercial passenger vehicles
and wheelchair accessible vehicles, made
under the Commercial Passenger Vehicle
Industry Act 2017, dated 7 June 2018.
Notice of declaration of the Melbourne
Magistrates’ Court, Melbourne Children’s
Court, Melbourne County Court and
Melbourne Supreme Court as each being a
venue of a court under the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009, dated 20 June 2018.
Victorian Lottery System Requirements
Version 2.0, made under the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003, dated 12 June 2018.

The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents does not allow sufficient time for the
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government to respond to the Council’s resolution. The
government is in the process of collating and
considering the relevant documents for the purpose of
responding to the order. The government will
endeavour to provide a final response to the order as
soon as possible.

I have a further letter dated 17 July from the
Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 20 June
2018, seeking the production of all documents from
1 February 2017 concerning the Andrews government’s
trial of a medically supervised injecting centre.
The Legislative Council’s date for production of the
documents by 17 July 2018 does not allow sufficient
time for the government to respond to the Council’s
resolution. The government is in the process of collating
and considering the relevant documents for the purpose
of responding to the order. The government will
endeavour to provide a final response to the order as
soon as possible.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
The PRESIDENT (13:52) — Members, I just
wish to make a comment, having noted the notice
of motion given by Ms Wooldridge. The comment
that I make is that I regard this as a particularly
serious matter. Often motions are moved that call
on a Premier to dismiss a minister or call on
someone to resign. In this case the motion seeks to
remove a member from an office within this house,
and it is a serious matter. I plan to be in the chair
tomorrow for the conduct of this debate, and I
certainly trust that it will be a debate that is
prosecuted properly and without interjections and
any nonsense that might surround what is a
significant matter.
I make the point though to members who might be
preparing contributions for the debate tomorrow
that I regard this as a very narrow motion. The
motion goes to a concern that the house may well
have about not having a Deputy President in place
to undertake the duties that are associated with that
position, but it is a narrow motion, and I expect the
contributions to have regard to that. In other
words, I note, for instance, other matters are
circulating at this time, including the so-called red
shirts investigation, which is in the first instance
before the Privileges Committee, and I believe that
we should have respect for that process. But
secondly and perhaps more importantly, Mr Eideh,
I note, was not mentioned in the Ombudsman’s
report and to my knowledge had no involvement
with that process and therefore references to that I
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think would be outside the scope of this motion. I
also believe that any matters concerning the former
Speaker and Deputy Speaker in the other place are
also not relevant to this motion, and I would not be
seeking to have those matters canvassed tomorrow,
because those matters concerned entitlement
claims, which are quite distinct from the
circumstances that Mr Eideh is involved with.
I would point out to the house that I have been
advised by the director of the Department of
Parliamentary Services — I had obviously some
knowledge of this in the process along the way —
that the referral that was made to IBAC was in
respect of irregularities in the processing and
approvals of certain accounts within Mr Eideh’s
office. Those processes did not appear to involve
Mr Eideh directly but were matters where the
reference was made in regard to staffing actions.
This house may well judge that Mr Eideh has an
accountability, and I certainly do not intrude on the
debate in terms of the canvassing of those
accountability matters, but certainly Mr Eideh
himself was not subject to the reference by this
Parliament, by Mr Lochert, under requirements of
legislation for reference to IBAC in his case.
Furthermore, Mr Eideh has on a number of
occasions asked me and others, including
Mr Lochert, if we could obtain some sense from
IBAC as to the progress of their investigation and
whether or not Mr Eideh is likely to face further
account or indeed is exonerated for any actions
associated with what we on an initial forensic
examination of circumstances in that office
suggested were irregularities in some accounting
practices. Obviously I have indicated to Mr Eideh
that it would be improper for me to intervene or
indeed to seek any acceleration of the investigation
by IBAC. This matter is within their hands and
totally within their jurisdiction, and it is improper
for anybody else to interfere in that process.
Clearly the integrity of that process is crucial to all
of us.
We have attempted this week to see if there is a
time frame that is likely to be followed in respect
of this matter, and we are told that at this stage
IBAC is unable to conclude the matter and to make
any determinations. I simply put that as context.
As I said, I do not wish to waylay the debate; I
simply wish to ensure that it is conducted in a way
that is relevant to the matters, that is respectful of
the circumstances that are in existence and
certainly understands Mr Eideh’s position. As I
said, the house may well proceed with this motion
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obviously on the basis that it is concerned about
the fact that there is not a Deputy President acting
or in place and discharging the duties of that office.
Indeed there might also be a view of the
accountability of Mr Eideh, notwithstanding that
he from the Parliament’s analysis was not subject
to the reference that we made to IBAC. To that
extent, I simply provide that as guidance for what I
regard as a very important debate tomorrow.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:59) — By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general
business on Wednesday, 25 July 2018:
(1)

order of the day 11, second reading of the
Environment Protection Amendment (Container
Deposit and Refund Scheme) Bill 2016;

(2)

notice of motion given this day by
Ms Wooldridge in relation to the continuing
absence from office of the Deputy President;

(3)

order of the day 2, resumption of debate on the
Firearms Amendment (Silencers) Bill 2018;

(4)

notice of motion given this day by
Ms Wooldridge, noting the government’s failure
to comply with the order to produce the
Department of Health and Human Services
weekly compendium documents; and

(5)

notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in
relation to the coalition’s east–west and
north-east link transport package.

Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional
orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Prisoner release
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:00) — My question is to the Minister for
Corrections. Minister, it has been revealed that
13 prisoners have been unlawfully released from
custody since early 2015. That is 13 prisoners who
need to be imprisoned for the protection of the
community that you have illegally released.
Minister, of the 13 offenders mistakenly released
from custody under your government’s watch,
how many have involved a decision of the adult
parole board?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:01) — I thank the member for his question.
The fact of the matter is that unlawful releases do
occur in the system, and they often occur through
administrative errors. They are unacceptable; even
one day out or half a day out of the system is
unacceptable. Can I say that in terms of unlawful
releases the rate of unlawful releases in this state
for this year is lower than what it was when
Mr O’Donohue was the minister.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — As I said, Mr Ondarchie,
unlawful releases are not acceptable, but the fact of
the matter is that they do occur and they have
occurred under the previous government and they
have occurred under this government. We have
updated the IT system to make sure that the
incidences of these sorts of things are stopped or
reduced, and indeed there has been training that
has been implemented. Both of those things did
not happen when the previous government were in
power and when they knew that there were a
significant number of unlawful releases into the
community.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:02) — Noting the minister failed to address the
substantive question, I ask by way of
supplementary: Minister, it has been reported that
one of the prisoners, one of the 13, was released in
2015 by the adult parole board when a full list of
his offending was not provided to the adult parole
board by Corrections Victoria. This offender was
serving sentences for multiple crimes, including
violence-related offending. Minister, how is it that
the adult parole board did not have at its fingers all
the facts about this offender’s criminal history
when making its decision to grant a parole order?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:03) — Again, I thank the member for his
question. As I said, I should point out that unlawful
releases happen each year, albeit in very small
numbers. For example, a violent criminal,
someone who had jumped bail and assaulted a
police officer, was released in 2013 and was not
recovered for 172 days. In 2014 there was a violent
criminal who assaulted his victim with a weapon.
His remand warrant was lost, and he was released
and not recovered for nearly two months.
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Now, these sorts of things happened under the
previous government and indeed under the watch
of Mr O’Donohue himself.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY — There were four others who
were released.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, you are
debating. You are reflecting on a previous
government. The question is quite clear: it goes to
decisions of the adult parole board. So it is not
even a matter of criticism of the government to that
extent; it is actually looking at adult parole board
decisions. It is a fairly clear question. We do not
need to go backwards to actually understand the
circumstances of this question posed to you.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, President. I
thank the member and indeed others for the
interjections that I have been receiving, but they
took me to a number of the points that I was
making.
With respect to matters that are dealt with by the
adult parole board, much of the information is
provided by corrections and the department.
The PRESIDENT — Time. Thank you,
Minister.

Prisoner release
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:05) —
My question is for the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, can you list for the house how many
times extended lockdowns occurred in Victorian
prisons in 2017 and in which prisons they
occurred?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:05) — I thank the member for her question. Of
course I would not have that level of detail before
me. Lockdowns happen for a variety of reasons:
they happen in terms of incidents that may occur in
the facility, it may be in terms of construction that
might be going on for periods of time, it may be in
terms of weather conditions. There are a whole
range of reasons why prisoners and prisons are in
lockdown, and clearly that is the case under this
government and it has been the case under
previous governments. There is nothing new about
lockdowns, and there is usually a good reason for
them.
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Supplementary question
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:06) —
Minister, as a result of the extended lockdowns in
2017, what is the sum total of days that were
reduced from prisoners’ time in custody as a result
of the emergency management day provisions for
extended lockdowns?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:06) — Oh, for goodness sake, President. I
mean, these are operational issues that are dealt
with and managed by the well-oiled machine
called Corrections Victoria, who well manage the
corrections system in this state.

Prisoner release
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:06) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, what is the process for calculating
emergency management days (EMDs) as a result
of extended lockdowns?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:07) — Again, President, and indeed to
Mr Finn, in terms of the calculations that are used,
these are calculations that are used by Corrections
Victoria and indeed these are arrangements that are
authorised by the commissioner for corrections,
and in the absence of the commissioner, the acting
commissioner.
Supplementary question
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:07) —
We will just keep asking questions until she knows
an answer. It is reported that in 2017 four prisoners
were mistakenly released from prison early as a
result of a miscalculation of time reduced as a
result of extended lockdowns. Minister, how did
this occur and who was responsible for this
bungle?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Enough! Mr Finn, it is to
my great misfortune that I did not hear your
supplementary question because of interjections.
Please put it again.
Mr FINN — Minister, it is reported that in
2017 four prisoners were mistakenly released from
prison early as a result of a miscalculation of time
reduced as a result of extended lockdowns.
Minister, how did this occur and who was
responsible for this bungle?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:08) — I thank the member for his question.
Look, the concept of emergency management days
is just not new; it is not a new concept. They have
been in place since 1992 and have been used by
successive governments. They are a critical tool in
maintaining order at times when prisons in regular
operation may be compromised due to an
emergency or another activity. The commissioner
or, as I said, the deputy commissioner considers
the granting of EMDs and only following an
assessment of the circumstances of the disruption
and the behaviour of prisons that have been
affected. This is the consistent approach that was
taken in the 2012 incident at Fulham when, as a
result of industrial action, a number of emergency
management days were issued to a significant
number of prisoners.

Prisoner release
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:10) — My question is to the Minister for
Corrections. Minister, in January this year it was
revealed that a serious criminal who had been
unlawfully released only returned to custody after
his mum talked him into handing himself into
police. Following that incident then acting minister
Ms Mikakos ordered an inquiry into this major
security corrections stuff-up. Minister, when was
that review completed and how many
recommendations were made?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:10) — I thank the member for his question. If
there are incidents like this that occur, corrections
undertakes an investigation. These are
investigations that involve all concerned and that
track down exactly what has happened, and then
there are recommendations formulated and then
implemented.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:11) — Minister, I again refer to the review
ordered by Minister Mikakos. Minister, have all
the recommendations of the review you just
referred to been implemented and will you release
it, with appropriate security redactions, in the
interests of transparency?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:11) — In terms of that report, that will not be
released because it does go to issues that impinge on
the security of the security and correctional system.
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Prisoner release
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:11) — My question is also to the Minister for
Corrections. Minister, I again refer to the bungling
from your government that has seen 13 prisoners
unlawfully released from custody into the
community. Minister, how many unlawful releases
from custody have there been in 2018?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:12) — The question was about the issue of the
number of unlawful releases. In 2013 it was
0.05 per cent; in 2014 —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I have
already told you that I do not want to hear
debating.
Ms TIERNEY — I am getting there.
The PRESIDENT — You may be getting
there, but you are not getting there quick enough
for me because on every occasion today you have
gone back into past history. In fact you have not
answered any of the questions. I am going to ask
for all of them to be given written responses
because you have not answered any of them. You
seem to have a significant amount of information
on what happened in a previous government but
nothing about what is happening now, and all the
questions are about now. I expect the answers to be
provided on that basis.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President,
I think it is appropriate that the member is able to
provide context around these issues, because we
have inherited a range of problems, issues that
were not addressed by the previous government,
whether it is in the correctional system or in the
youth justice system. I think it is appropriate for
the minister to be able to give the house context
about the IT and other limitations that she has
inherited that the previous minister and the
previous government failed to address.
Mr O’Donohue — On the point of order,
President, the minister is reflecting on former
Minister Herbert, and I do not think that is helpful
to the debate.
Ms Shing — Further to the point of order,
President, the preambles to this question and to a
number of other questions have in fact been
somewhat provocative and have invited context.
Where the word ‘bungling’ is used, that
presupposes that things are not now where they
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were previously. In the event that these questions
are asked in this way, I put in fact that the position
open to the minister is —
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provoking a minister you give greater licence to
the minister in their response, and I just ask you to
be mindful of that and that the level of interjection
has been extremely high and provocative.

Mr Finn interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (14:14) — Mr Finn,
15 minutes.
Ms Shing — to address the assertion that there
has been bungling by providing that context in the
response.
The PRESIDENT — There is some validity to
Ms Shing’s point that when questions are
provocative — when they do include the sorts of
adjectives or descriptions that have been
suggested — it does provide greater licence to a
minister in the view of the Chair. However, I think
in this particular case — you can go, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn withdrew from chamber.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Do you want to join
him?
On the point raised by Ms Mikakos in terms of
providing context, I am not sure what standing
order she is referring to. However, in terms of
answers that ministers do provide to the house I do
allow some context. But members know — and
ministers in particular know — that answers to
questions are not to go back into criticising other
governments or criticising the opposition. Where
there has been a specific question asked, which has
been the case with most of the questions asked
today, we have had a repeat of this ‘Well, this is
what happened in the past’. Everybody
understands that in fact many of these processes
have been in place in the past; that is accepted.
That is the context — maybe — and as to the fact
that there might have been some issues with those
in the past, yes, I accept that too. But these
questions do become specific when they have been
placed on the record today and I do expect that the
minister will provide answers to those specific
questions and not simply dwell on what may or
may not have happened in the past in a manner of
debating as distinct from providing necessary
context.
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President,
mindful of what you just said and further to
Ms Shing’s point of order, you have advised this
house previously that in relation to interjections

The PRESIDENT — Thank you for your
assistance; it is much appreciated! Actually the
level of interjections on most occasions when these
questions have been put has been reasonable. In a
couple of cases there was a reference to a problem
with an interjection when there was not any, but
certainly the major issue with interjections was
when Mr Finn proposed his question and I could
not hear him, and I am sure the minister could not
either, which may have actually led to part of our
problem now. Ms Tierney to continue.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, President, and I
do indicate that the questions that I have been
asked have been very, very specific and highly
operational, and they would be better asked of the
commissioner for corrections. Leaving that to one
side, what I can say in terms of unlawful releases is
that the rate has remained very low. I had only
been on my feet a few seconds, President, before
you went to your feet, so I will start from the other
end of the column, which is 2018: 0.03 per cent of
unlawful releases as per proportion of total prison
discharges. In 2017 it was 0.05, it was 0.04 in
2016, in 2015 it was 0.04, in 2014 it was 0.04 and
in 2013 it was 0.05.
Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:18) — Minister, one of the reasons cited for
these unlawful releases is human administrative
error because of the reliance on paper-based files
and manual checking by corrections officials.
Minister, as at today has this system been fully
automated and digitised or is it still reliant on the
paper-based systems that led to these stuff-ups in
the first place?
Ms Shing interjected.
The PRESIDENT — I do take Ms Shing’s
point that ‘stuff-ups’ is a fairly provocative way to
ask a question.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:19) — Despite the growth in the prison
population and the subsequent growth in prisoner
discharges, the rate remains very low. There is a
dedicated team of 25 staff within corrections that
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deals with the recording and verification of
sentence calculations and prisoner discharges.
Several projects, including a new IT system, are
underway to continue to improve the processes and
to reduce the risk of errors — something that did
not happen under the previous government. These
projects are expected to mitigate the risk of any
future unlawful releases by allowing the tracking
and audit of all warrants. The IT system is in its
final stages and will be fully operational this year,
and this government will deliver that.

Prisoner transport
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:20) — My question is to the Minister for
Corrections. Minister, the prisoner transport order
system was due to be completed in September
2016 at a cost of $3.76 million. Despite being
approaching two years behind schedule, the
delivery of this system is yet to be finished and the
budget has blown out to $7.54 million — a 100 per
cent budget blowout. Minister, how do you explain
the blowouts on this important system in both time
and taxpayer money?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:20) — I do have an issue in terms of people
coming in here and making certain allegations that
I have no way of verifying. It is often the case that
I get asked these sorts of questions by
Mr O’Donohue, and indeed by Ms Lovell on
several occasions. I do not wish to comment at this
point in time until he can provide me with
evidence of the basis on which he asks that
question.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(14:21) — That was a very poor attempt by the
minister to cover up for the fact that she has
absolutely no idea what the question was about. I
ask by way of supplementary: Minister, the
reporting component of the project, the business
intelligence, has been outsourced to knowledge,
information and technology services (KITS) and is
awaiting a revised schedule, including the planned
delivery date. Why was a decision made to
outsource this component of the project rather than
keep to the original scope of the project?
Ms Tierney — I did not hear part of that
question, President.
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The PRESIDENT — Mr O’Donohue, can you
repeat your question.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, President.
As I was saying, it is clear from the minister’s
substantive answer that she has absolutely no idea
about this topic, so I will ask by way of
supplementary —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I will take up the
interjection, President. It is not helpful; it is not
helpful at all. It is not helpful that the minister has
no idea about her own portfolio.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you!
Mr O’Donohue, just to the supplementary
question.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, President.
The reporting component of the project, the
business intelligence, has been outsourced to KITS
and is awaiting a revised schedule, including the
planned delivery date. Minister, why was the
decision made to outsource this component of the
project rather than keep to the original scope of the
project?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections)
(14:22) — Again I thank the member for his
question. The fact of the matter is that the
corrections system is a huge, complex system with
many, many contracts. The fact of the matter is
that I do not manage a lot of those contracts. These
are highly specific issues that the member asks
about, and I am not in a position to provide that
sort of information, but again I do not necessarily
take what he is saying as actual factual evidence of
what he is purporting is occurring.

VicRoads tender process
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:23) —
My question is to the minister representing the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I refer to
recent road line-marking work being undertaken
by VicRoads, specifically as part of the regional
Safe System Road Infrastructure Program, and to
the grave concerns put forward by the
line-marking industry that VicRoads have
automatically awarded this contract work to its
internal service, SprayLine, without any
transparency or adherence to the government’s
own tendering guidelines.
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As the minister would be aware, neither the
ministerial direction nor the act provides an
exemption for VicRoads to adhere to public
tendering in circumstances where it has a wholly
owned contracting arm. So I ask: what specific
process was followed by VicRoads in effectively
automatically awarding itself such a significant
amount of line-marking work in breach of
tendering and ministerial direction guidelines?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:24) — I thank Mr Morris for his question
around line marking and arrangements entered into
by VicRoads. This is a matter for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan, and I
will seek a written response from
Minister Donnellan for Mr Morris.
Supplementary question
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:24) —
Thank you, Minister. It is understood that the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board
guidelines require government agencies to follow a
fair and transparent process in allocating works to
ensure value for money for the Victorian public
and businesses. Minister, how can Victorian
taxpayers have any certainty that their money has
been used as effectively as possible in the absence
of a tender process by VicRoads in this specific
case?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:25) — I can certainly assure Mr Morris that
the government take very seriously our
responsibility to drive the best possible value for
Victorian taxpayers in our tendering arrangements,
and that is a whole-of-government position. I will
seek some further advice, as I indicated in my
answer to the substantive question, for Mr Morris.

National Energy Guarantee
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:25) — My question is to the minister
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. With the 10 August meeting
on the National Energy Guarantee (NEG) fast
approaching, the Victorian government has yet to
indicate its position on the NEG. Modelling
released last week showed that the NEG would not
reduce emissions, will not drive investment in
renewable energy and will not address climate
change, but it will keep energy prices higher
compared to a scenario with a more ambitious
reduction target. The NEG has also been criticised
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for a ridiculously low 26 per cent emission target
that cannot be changed and has been described as
an ‘enabler for coal’. My question is: on what
conditions will the Andrews Labor government
support the federal coalition’s National Energy
Guarantee?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:26) — I thank Dr Ratnam for her question. I
share many of the concerns that she has expressed
in relation to the design of the NEG as we
currently understand it. The very real challenge for
this nation is to acquit multiple responsibilities in
relation to energy supply — that is, to provide
certainty and confidence at consumer level, at
industry level and in terms of driving new
investment in energy. That confidence is actually
something that this nation could have sorely done
with for more than a decade, I would have
suggested. Beyond that, in terms of the
contribution that various elements play in terms of
the price to industry and the price to households, it
has been an obvious driver of concern to all
governments around the country and continues to
be of concern to all governments around the
country and indeed our community.
Beyond that, in terms of your concerns about
whether the targets for greenhouse gas abatement
and the mechanism by which that could be
achieved would be effective or be subjective to a
political override of the will of the government of
the day, if that is your concern, that would be my
concern as well. Now, within that, what I volunteer
to you about concerns that Victoria may have
about the NEG is I am not in a position to
pre-empt on behalf of my colleagues or the
government what our preconditions for agreement
to the NEG may be. But I can assure you, and I
can assure the chamber and the community, that
we are actively considering each and every one of
those issues that are embedded in your question.
Supplementary question
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:28) — Thank you, Minister, for your response.
So far only the ACT Labor Greens government is
sticking its neck out for the climate and renewable
energy in the debate on the NEG, indicating that
they will find it very difficult to support the NEG
without a more ambitious target and if the scheme
continues to back coal. So my question is: will the
Andrews government join with the Labor Greens
government in the ACT and stand up for
renewable energy by rejecting the NEG unless it
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provides for an increased emissions reduction
target and a fast transition to renewable energy and
away from coal?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:28) — I reckon an astute listener to my first,
substantive answer may have actually realised that
the threshold of the confidence I can convey to the
chamber and the community was reached during
my substantive answer. Those issues that you are
concerned about are live issues for the government
in Victoria to consider and indeed for the nation to
consider. We are about three weeks out from the
critical time frame by which we will address these
issues. I encourage you to continue to be
concerned about those issues and keep an eye out
for them. Certainly within government I will be
doing the same.

Child abuse national redress scheme
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:29) — My question is for the minister
representing the Attorney-General. While the
pending introduction of a national redress scheme
for care leavers has been met with widespread
support and relief from campaigners, there are
some fundamental flaws with that scheme that
need to be urgently addressed. The Care Leavers
Australasia Network, CLAN, has been
campaigning for indexation of past payments to be
dropped from the scheme. Many care leavers
received small amounts of compensation in the
past and legal fees often ate up a significant
portion of these payments. There is a concern that
some people will receive no top-up payment once
indexation has been applied, or tiny amounts,
despite having gone through the potentially
retraumatising process of applying through the
national redress scheme. My question for the
Attorney-General is: when Victoria signed up to
the national redress scheme, did you agree to the
indexation of past payments?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and
Skills) (14:30) — I thank Ms Springle for her
question, a question that is directed to the
Attorney-General and is in relation to the national
scheme and a specific question in relation to what
he knew at the time of signing up. That matter will
be referred to the Attorney-General, and he will
respond in writing within the guidelines.
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Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:30) — I thank the minister for her answer. Has
the Victorian government examined what the
implication of indexation of past payments will be
for Victorian survivors of abuse, and if so, what
are the findings of your inquiries?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and
Skills) (14:31) — I thank Ms Springle for her
supplementary question. Again, this is a specific
body of work that has been asked about in relation
to work undertaken by the Attorney-General, and I
will refer that to the Attorney-General, which I am
assured will be responded to within the prescribed
time.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT (14:31) — In respect of
today’s questions, I direct written responses to
Mr O’Donohue’s first question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, in one
day; Ms Lovell’s question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
Mr Finn’s question to Ms Tierney, the substantive
and supplementary questions, one day;
Mr O’Donohue’s question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive question, one day; Mr O’Donohue’s
third question to Ms Tierney, the substantive and
supplementary questions, one day; Mr Morris’s
question to Ms Pulford, the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; and
Ms Springle’s question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, two
days.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:32) — There are 375 responses to questions on
notice that have been provided to me: 11 377,
11 904–12 246, 12 560, 12 640, 12 667–8, 12 672,
12 674, 12 676, 12 683, 12 686–8, 12 691, 12 693,
12 705–13, 12 716, 12 779–80, 12 783, 12 798–
805.
Ms Fitzherbert — On a point of order,
President, in response to the minister’s answer to
my substantive question, we asked how many
unlawful releases from custody there had been, not
the proportion. I ask that you request that the
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minister provide a written response that gives the
number of releases, not the proportion.
The PRESIDENT — I would prefer to have
had the number rather than a percentage as well,
but I am not in a position to direct the minister on
how to answer the question. Whether I was
delighted with that answer or whether you were
satisfied with that answer, the fact is the answer
was apposite to the question, and that is why I did
not seek a written response.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:34) — My question is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and relates to Bolton Street
in Eltham. This is the very street the Herald Sun
recently queried as to whether it was the worst
road upgrade in the state. This $10.5 million
project dragged on for seven months, causing
massive problems, and is now completed
according to the VicRoads website, but there are a
number of continuing problems. One is large
potholes at the Sherbourne Road intersection
roundabout, which have been filled several times
but continue to drop. For the last few weeks the
only remedial work has been the installation of a
sign warning motorists that the road is uneven.
Parts of the footpath, which are graced with power
poles in the middle, have been dug up and have
protruding pipes. But the major issue is the
non-operation of the lights, predominantly on the
Nillumbik side, which are still not working three
months after the so-called completion. It has left
parts of the street, particularly near intersections, in
near darkness, thereby negating the claims that the
upgrade has made the road safer. So I ask: why are
the lights still not working and when is it planned
to rectify this situation and the other issues that I
have referred to?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:35) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and it
is in relation to the Yarra Flats Park across Ivanhoe
and Eaglemont. At the moment the park is
currently in a fairly degraded state with weed
infestation, broken gates and fencing, dilapidated
Heidelberg Artists Trail structures, a billabong that
is fully overgrown with weeds including thistles —
tradescantia is throughout the park — and a pile of
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rubbish that has been by the Yarra Trail for around
12 months. As well as this degradation, there has
been pressure on the park from commercial
interests that want to use the park for commercial
purposes. It is worth noting that the park is looked
after by the Riverland Conservation Society. My
question is: will the minister ensure Parks Victoria
get the appropriate funding they require to address
the concerns at Yarra Flats Park?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:36) —
My question is to the Minister for Mental Health.
After more than 12 months of sitting on his hands
the minister has finally announced Wangaratta as
the home of the Hume region’s new residential
drug rehabilitation facility. Whilst it is great news
for people suffering addiction in Victoria’s
north-east, Shepparton and the Goulburn Valley
again miss out on this vital rehabilitation service.
After appealing to VCAT, the Australian
Community Support Organisation (ACSO)
obtained a planning permit to establish a drug and
alcohol rehabilitation centre at the existing
Brookfield homestead between Numurkah and
Wunghnu. ACSO was seeking state government
funding for the project, but the Wangaratta
announcement has seen the Brookfield site put up
for sale, leaving the Goulburn Valley without a
much-needed facility of its own. With the
announcement that the new residential drug and
alcohol rehabilitation facility for the Hume region
will be in Wangaratta, will the minister give a
commitment to fund a second residential drug and
alcohol rehabilitation centre for the Hume region
in the Goulburn Valley?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan)
(14:37) — My question today is for the Minister
for Public Transport, Jacinta Allan. Brimbank City
Council and the community tell me that the level
crossings on the regional rail link line at Robinsons
Road and Station Road in Deer Park and
Fitzgerald Road in Sunshine West are increasingly
creating problems for traffic. I saw for myself that
the boom gates can be down for 35 minutes in an
hour during peak times. Given that train numbers
are increasing as the population booms, could the
minister tell me if there are plans to remove these
level crossings and when?
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Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:37) —
My question is to the Minister for Emergency
Services and relates to the Lucas fire brigade and
indeed its operations. The Lucas fire brigade is
operating out of a new station in Ballarat’s growth
area to the west, and I am informed that it is
operating as a non-integrated Country Fire
Authority (CFA) station — indeed what I am told
is the first of its type in Victoria. So what we are
seeing here is the government potentially
implementing by stealth its plans to destroy the
CFA. Their legislation has failed, but it appears by
stealth they are trying to implement their plans to
remove volunteers from the CFA. So my question
to the minister is: can the minister confirm whether
or not the Lucas fire brigade is indeed the very first
non-integrated CFA brigade in Victoria?
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measures. I ask the minister to explain what
actions she will take in order to address traffic
congestion that should go hand in hand with the
works that her government has been responsible
for.
The PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich, that really
is calling for an action by way of review.
Mrs PEULICH — But what action has she
taken?
The PRESIDENT — The question is?
Mrs PEULICH — The question is: could the
minister explain what action she plans to take in
order to improve the traffic flow around the Skye
and Overton roads intersection where sky rail has
been built and no improvements to traffic
congestion have occurred?

Western Victoria Region

Southern Metropolitan Region

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:38) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Water, and it is in relation to a motion that the
Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) moved at its
conference in Ballarat last week with respect to the
Barwon Downs bore field. This bore field provides
water from the aquifer to Geelong and also in part
to Colac, and significant pressure has been placed
on that aquifer in relation to providing those water
needs in the second largest city in Victoria. The
VFF are looking for a cap on the water being taken
out of that aquifer, and I ask the minister to
investigate whether in fact the current licence
renewal provided by Southern Rural Water is
appropriate for that aquifer and whether the
Victorian Farmers Federation’s concerns in
relation to the withdrawal of that water have
credibility?

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:41) —
My matter is for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport. It concerns the Worrell Reserve
in Carnegie, an important reserve that is a small
well-treed area of land that is slated by the
government for development under its sky rail
proposals. The community is furious, and a
number of petitions have been tabled in this
Parliament against the government’s removal of
open space and the chopping down of large
established trees right in the centre of the Carnegie
area. The Liberal Party and the National Party
have committed to reverse the government’s plan
if elected, so I ask the minister: what steps would
she be prepared to take to reconsider this matter?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:39) — My constituency question is for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. It is
in relation to the removal of level crossings along
the Frankston line, in particular the Skye and
Overton roads level crossing removal and the near
completion of the sky rail, for which no-one voted
and no-one wanted. It appears that no other works
have actually been undertaken, such as, for
example, adjustment to signalisation to actually
improve traffic movement and to achieve the
reductions in congestion that have been promised.
I ask the minister to review plans for other traffic

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:42) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Minister, as I previously
suggested, the so-called safety works on Sunbury
Road between Oaklands Road and the Tullamarine
Freeway will do nothing to ease the bottleneck that
currently exists. Indeed as the population continues
to grow this is one of three bottlenecks on Sunbury
Road that will get worse. This morning it was
appalling, and even after the works are completed
the journey Sunbury bound will be even worse.
Minister, what plan do you have to fix this
bottleneck and make the lives of Sunbury and
Bulla residents so much easier?
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:42) — My question is for the Minister for
Public Transport, and it concerns businesses and
Pascoe Vale South residents that are worried about
the new tram terminus to be built on Melville Road
in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region.
Local businesses are concerned about parking,
safety and their ability to function. One shop
owner said she was 99 per cent sure that she would
lose her business if the terminus went ahead, and
local businesses feel the government’s consultation
process was not very satisfactory. A lot of
businesses rely on customers driving past and
stopping to shop, and the local member for Pascoe
Vale is more concerned about ideology and
pushing up power prices than looking after small
business. My question is: how will you, Minister,
support those businesses affected by the
construction of the terminus?

Kindergarten funding

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (14:43) — I advise
members that I have received a request from
Ms Wooldridge for the reinstatement of several
questions on notice, and I have had a look at those
questions. In respect of question 12 650,
Ms Wooldridge was referred to a website source
for that information, and we have been unable to
actually find that information at the address
suggested. Members, ministers in particular, will
know that I do not have a lot of enthusiasm for
reference to other sources as a means of answering
questions. In any event, when that information is
actually not at the place that the member has been
directed to, it compounds the issue. I certainly
reinstate 12 650.
In respect of three other questions, I am of the
view that they have not been answered. They are
questions 12 637 to the Minister for Agriculture
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety;
12 627, which is also to the Minister for
Agriculture on behalf on the Minister for Public
Transport; and the third question in this set was
12 625, which is again to the Minister for
Agriculture for the Minister for Public Transport.
As I said, I am of a view that those three questions
have also not been answered, and I reinstate them.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (14:45) — I rise to update the house on
the continued record investment of the Andrews
Labor government to build, upgrade and improve
kindergarten facilities across Victoria. Last week I
had the pleasure of visiting Swinburne Avenue
Children’s Centre in Gisborne together with the
local member for Macedon in the Assembly,
Mary-Anne Thomas, to announce that it would be
one of 451 kindergartens across Victoria to share
in $1.6 million worth of grants through the
2018–19 children’s facilities minor grants capital
program. It gave me the opportunity to discuss
with staff and parents their new kindergarten
refurbishments, which include $5700 to create a
sensory garden and play area and to upgrade
computers and technology. This comes on top of a
$120 000 election commitment that has already
delivered a fantastic playground. The minor grants
program provides infrastructure expansion grants
to increase the space of kinders, refurbishment
grants to approve the amenity of any indoor or
outdoor space such as shade sails over sandpits and
IT grants to purchase desktop computers, laptops
or tablets.
It is wonderful to see the excitement of
kindergartens all around the state already, and here
is just one example I saw in the Bendigo
Advertiser of 24 July, quoting kindergarten teacher
Chris Glozier, who was thrilled by the news that
the Neangar Preschool would receive a $10 000
grant to conduct an interior acoustic refit. She said:
Having the acoustic noise reduction panels will make a
significant difference … ensuring that children are in a
much calmer and quieter learning and play space.

It will create a quieter space for children to learn,
particularly those with autism.
As a government we have invested $123.6 million
over the past four years towards building,
upgrading and improving kindergarten facilities in
this state, more than triple what the former Liberal
government appropriated in their entire term. We
have funded an additional 8250 three and
four-year-old kindergarten places since coming to
government. We will continue to work in
partnership with local government and other
providers to meet the growing demand for
kindergarten across Victoria and to give our
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youngest Victorians the first-rate facilities that they
deserve and a great start to their education.

Aboriginal children and young people
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:47) — I rise to inform the house of
what the Andrews Labor government is doing to
address the overrepresentation of Aboriginal
children in out-of-home care and to better support
Aboriginal children and their families. I was
pleased to co-chair the ninth Aboriginal Children’s
Forum on 27 June with the CEO of Winda-Mara
Aboriginal Cooperative, Michael Bell. At the
forum I was pleased to announce a further
$13.7 million to continue our Australian-first
Aboriginal Children in Aboriginal Care program.
This initiative allows a child to receive culturally
sensitive planning and decision-making from an
Aboriginal community-controlled organisation
(ACCO) that understands their needs.
Currently the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care
Association (VACCA) is the first organisation to
be authorised to exercise legal guardianship over
Aboriginal children. This extra funding will enable
VACCA to continue its important work as well as
allow two further casework teams at three other
ACCOs to increase the number of Aboriginal
children receiving this type of support. This is a
vital part of our government’s commitment to
Aboriginal self-determination, because we know
Aboriginal children who are cared for by an
Aboriginal community-controlled organisation
have a greater connection to culture, which can in
turn lead to better health and wellbeing.
We are currently transitioning the case
management of Aboriginal children in the child
protection system to our ACCOs. This year’s
budget also provides $13.3 million to transition
more cases from the department to our ACCOs. It
was great to discuss the positive progress that we
are making in this respect at the Aboriginal
Children’s Forum. Aboriginal children and young
people case managed by ACCOs will have the
opportunity to thrive in a culturally safe and
connected environment. This funding is part of the
2018–19 budget allocation, which provided
$47 million for Aboriginal children and families
through the groundbreaking Aboriginal children
and families tripartite agreement, Wungurilwil
Gapgapduir: Aboriginal Children and Families
Agreement, between the Andrews Labor
government, the families and children’s sector and
our ACCOs.
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In addition to this budget investment, I also
announced a further $6.4 million to be provided to
our ACCOs to grow their services and the capacity
of their workforce by supporting more Aboriginal
people to complete a Vocational Education and
Training or higher degree, including social work or
community services. Over the past four years, this
government has invested $225 million in
Aboriginal child and family services to intervene
earlier, to build family capacity and to ensure that
Aboriginal children in care are connected to
community, culture and to their extended families.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority Mooroopna
brigade
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:50) — I
rise to pay tribute to the volunteers of the
Mooroopna urban fire brigade, which recently held
its annual presentation night. A number of award
winners were presented with various medals and
awards, including Leonard Balfour, Cara Disint,
Stephen Foster, Noel Wood and Lyle Sinclair, who
all received a National Medal. The Rookie of the
Year award was awarded to David Kidman and the
Captain’s Award went to Glen Topp. The Black
Memorial Trophy, awarded each year to a
firefighter who regularly goes above and beyond
the call of duty, was awarded to Larissa Ballard —
no doubt a wonderful honour for Larissa. The
prestigious Firefighter of the Year award went to
Steven Johnson, another dedicated protector of the
local community, and I congratulate him on
receiving this award. I would like to congratulate
all the award winners and thank Captain Ray
Stockwell and the entire membership of the
Mooroopna urban fire brigade for the tireless work
they do in keeping our community safe.

Nathan Barolli
Ms LOVELL — I would like to congratulate
Nathan Barolli from Shepparton East on being
named the Apple & Pear Australia Ltd Rising Star
of the Year, awarded for his exceptional
commitment and passion towards the apple and
pear industry. Nathan is a third-generation
orchardist, helping run his family-owned Barolli
Orchards, growing many varieties of apples, pears
and plums. Nathan is a fine example of the quality
young fruit growers of the Goulburn Valley, and I
congratulate him on this award.
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Margaret Court

Ziba Haji Zada and Laa Chol

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (14:51) — Last weekend I had the
honour of once again meeting Margaret Court
during a dinner at Southern Lights Church. An
Australian champion both on and off the tennis
court, she has an amazing life story that has
impacted many people. Margaret’s list of
achievements is nothing short of extraordinary.
She was the first woman during the open era to
win a singles grand slam. In total, she won
64 grand slam championships, more than any other
player. Additionally, she is the only player to have
won the grand slam in both doubles and singles.
Known for her powerful serve and volley as well
as her exceptional endurance, she was deservingly
elected to the International Tennis Hall of Fame in
1979 and had Melbourne’s Margaret Court Arena
named in her honour. The hall of fame reference
states:

Ms SHING — I rise today to make two names
known to the public record for all of the wrong
reasons, Ziba Haji Zada and Laa Chol, two more
women who have lost their lives in horrifically
violent circumstances at the hands of men. It has to
stop, it must stop, and — irrespective of the
narrative that is continuing, often in an
inflammatory and duplicitous way in public
circles — we must do more to understand the
nature of gendered violence and to combat it, not
just now, not just reactively, but now and into the
future, and to throw as many resources at this
problem as need to be allocated, because it is
simply not good enough.

For sheer strength of performance and accomplishment
there has never been a tennis player to match Margaret
Smith Court.

She went on to become a Christian pastor of a
church in Western Australia, where she continues
to serve her community through providing
22 tonnes of food in hampers to feed over
3000 homeless and needy people each and every
week. Despite being demonised last year simply
for robustly expressing her support for retaining
the traditional definition of marriage, her legacy
lives on. She continues to inspire many people,
including myself, to strive for greatness in
everything that we do.

Max Williamson
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (14:53) — I rise
today to pay tribute to the late Max Williamson,
who was for 82 years a contributor to the Morwell
community in so many different ways. He was a
leader and a genuine community spearhead in
making sure that every part of our community
grew and grew strongly. He played a role in
Advance Morwell, in the Morwell Jaycees, in
Morwell High School and in the organisation now
known as Latrobe Valley Enterprises. He was a
huge part of making sure that Christmas times
were festive and decorative, and in making sure
that the community had and maintained pride. At
this moment, right now, people are farewelling
him at his funeral service in Morwell. Vale Max
Williamson. Thank you for all that you have done.

Steve Moneghetti Track
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:54) —
The temperature might have only been 8 degrees,
but the excitement was palpable as Matthew Guy,
alongside our Ballarat candidates, Amy Johnson
and Andrew Kilmartin, announced that a Liberal
government will light the Steve Moneghetti Track
around Lake Wendouree. It was great to have
Mona himself there for the announcement, which
has been many years in the making. Fortunately
for us Mona did not join us for our lap around the
lake after the announcement, but I would like to
thank the WIN News and 9 News western Victoria
crews who did join us for more than half of the
6 kilometres as we ran around Lake Wendouree.
Only a Matthew Guy government is going to
ensure that this project does proceed. This project
has enormous support amongst the Ballarat
community. It will improve safety around the lake
and encourage many more people to get out, get fit
and get active. What was Labor’s response to this
announcement, you ask? They say they are
‘looking into it’. They have had nearly four years
to commit to lighting around Lake Wendouree,
and yet they still fail to do so. What is clear is that
only a Matthew Guy-led Liberal government will
light Lake Wendouree.

Australian Lebanese Medical Association
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:56) — On Sunday, 24 June, I was pleased to
represent the Premier, the Honourable Daniel
Andrews, at a special event held by the Australian
Lebanese Medical Association. I was pleased to
address the community and the religious people at
the event held for the receipt of the unique gift of a
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defibrillator. There were several VIPs present,
including the Consul-General of Lebanon in
Melbourne, His Excellency Ziad Itani; my
colleague Mrs Inga Peulich; and from the other
place Ms Bronwyn Halfpenny.
Dr Sumaya Abulhosn, Victorian president, and
Dr Walid Ahmar, national president, of the
Australian Lebanese Medical Association, are
extraordinary individuals whose wonderful
kindness in making this donation demonstrates
clearly to us all their considerate and passionate
commitment to the Australian-Lebanese
community. So it is with heartfelt thanks to the
Australian Lebanese Medical Association that we
will have a defibrillator for the use of our own
parishioners. I pray to God that we will never need
it, but it is comforting to know it is there.

Royal Children’s Hospital virtual training
program
Mr ELASMAR — I attended an event at the
Royal Children’s Hospital in Parkville on 10 July.
The event was the launch of a virtual training
program for hospital medical professionals on how
to deal with difficult patients and difficult
circumstances, a timely and much-needed training
program in today’s climate of mental health issues
and drug-related assaults. The Minister for
Training and Skills, Ms Tierney, should be
commended for this most worthy initiative.

Australian Lebanese Medical Association
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:57) — I wish to echo Mr Elasmar’s
commendation of the Australian Lebanese Medical
Association and in particular the national and state
presidents for the incredible stewardship they
provide their community and also for the various
medical and community causes and projects they
have spearheaded.

Sheikh Abdel Aziem Al-Afifi
Mrs PEULICH — I extend my sincere
sympathies on behalf of the Liberal and National
parties on the recent passing of Sheikh Abdel
Aziem Al-Afifi, the Grand Mufti of Australia, to
his family and members of the Muslim
community. I had the privilege of attending his
funeral, which took place after Duhr prayer at the
Al-Taqwa Masjid — or mosque. I attended to pay
respect on behalf of the Liberal and Nationals
parties to this fine man’s contribution to the
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Islamic community. The mourners turned out in
droves, in large numbers, and he will be difficult to
replace, given his very short time in the position.
We certainly look forward to his good work
continuing.

Laa Chol
Mrs PEULICH — I would also like to express
my sadness and offer my condolences and
sympathies to the family and victim of yet another
senseless attack that has resulted in the death of
19-year-old Laa Chol in the early hours of
Saturday morning. Laa Chol died after reportedly
being stabbed by gatecrashers at a party she
attended at EQ Tower in Melbourne’s CBD. Her
mother, family and friends are all saddened by this
news. Her beloved soccer club, the Skye United
Football Club, paid tribute to her on Sunday with a
touching post on Facebook, and I quote:
Laa was an integral part of our women’s team since
joining in March this year.
All our love, thoughts and prayers go out to Laa’s
family, friends and teammates.

Her death was the result of a senseless act that
should not be tolerated no matter who has
committed it.

Laa Chol
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:59) — On that note, I rise to offer my
condolences to Laa Chol’s family also. It seems
like just yesterday that we were mourning the
death of Eurydice Dixon, vowing to step up the
challenge of violence against women in our
communities. And yet here we are again mourning
the death of another young woman whose life has
been tragically and brutally cut short. I also
acknowledge the tribute that Ms Shing paid to
other women who have lost their lives in recent
times to this terrible epidemic. Laa Chol was an
intelligent and positive young woman. She was
from Pakenham in Melbourne’s outer south-east.
She was a second-year legal studies student and a
talented soccer player. Our thoughts are with Laa’s
family, her community and her teammates as they
grieve her loss.
I am gratified to hear Mrs Peulich’s comments just
now, because frankly I have been appalled and
horrified that Laa’s family and friends have faced
politicisation and racialisation of her death during
this difficult time. It has been heartening to see the
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statements from the Premier and the police calling
this behaviour out for what it is, which is racial
vilification and blatant political opportunism.
While the opposition desperately grasps for yet
another opportunity to marginalise and vilify
Victorians of African origin — of whom I am the
mother of two — and to generate fear and anxiety
in our communities as a family mourns the tragic
loss of their daughter —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Melhem) — Order!
Ms SPRINGLE — While it is true we are
facing an urgent crisis, the Liberal Party could not
be more wrong about the nature of this crisis. The
crisis is that we are facing a growing epidemic of
violence against women, and that is the crisis we
must urgently address as a community,
demonstrating the highest order of leadership,
solidarity and commitment.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Melhem) — Can I just remind members that
members have only 90 seconds to make their
members statements — I think the President has
made a ruling on this a number of times — and
members need those 90 seconds to get their
message across. I think less interruptions would be
helpful.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Acting
President, the interesting part of Mr Davis’s
interjection just then was that he asserted that
Ms Springle was being provocative in her
members statement. During the time of
Ms Springle’s statement expressing sorrow at the
death of yet another woman, Mr Davis interjected
in an entirely unparliamentary way, taking up
around 15 seconds of Ms Springle’s time. I put that
that should be taken into consideration.
Mr Davis — On the point of order, Acting
President, the terrible incident that has been
referred to was something that everyone in the
chamber is deeply concerned about, but I
responded to provocative commentary, and that is
why I responded to parts of that latter commentary
in that presentation.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Melhem) — Are we done? Order! I will just
repeat exactly what I said 2 minutes ago. I think
we just have to reflect a bit on that. When
members are making a members statement they
should be heard in silence.

Livestock theft
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria)
(15:03) — In my contribution I want to
acknowledge the announcement that was made
just last week by this side of the chamber in
relation to a dedicated livestock and rural crime
squad that was announced at the Victorian Farmers
Federation annual conference.
Crime in relation to farms is something that is
starting to get out of hand. We have seen it time
and time again, particularly around the theft of
livestock. I have made contributions here before in
relation to that, so I am very pleased that this side
of the chamber have made a commitment that we
will establish a dedicated livestock and rural crime
squad which will consist of about 20 new
specialists who will investigate rural crimes. With
the increased value of wool and also lamb in
particular, we have seen a significant increase —
up to 40 per cent in some areas — in livestock
theft from farms. This is creating a significant
problem for farmers, who are losing a considerable
amount of money as a result of that, but also
traditional police are not the best qualified to
handle this situation, and therefore a dedicated
livestock and rural crime squad will be absolutely
crucial in being able to come in and address these
crimes that have been committed on farm and to
help those farmers go to sleep at night knowing
that their stock is not being stolen.

Cultural diversity
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) (15:05) —
On 27 June I attended a panel discussion and
reception at the State Library of Victoria hosted by
the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade’s
Victoria state office in partnership with the state
library. The reception was a celebration of
Australia’s culturally diverse, open, innovative and
globally connected economy and society. The
Australian government’s 2017 Foreign Policy
White Paper highlights the fact that Australia is a
migrant nation and that the Australian government
considers our diversity a national strength.
Diaspora communities often have the connections,
language skills and cultural understanding to assist
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Australia in deepening ties with other countries,
and they help to facilitate trade and investment.
Diaspora communities can also influence how
Australia is perceived internationally.
The event was attended by the President of the
Legislative Council and other parliamentarians;
members of the consular corps; representatives of
international business chambers; representatives
from government, business and educational
institutions; Australia Awards scholars; and alumni
of the Australian government’s New Colombo
Plan.
I congratulate Jenny Bloomfield and the organisers
of this important event, which highlighted and
celebrated the tremendous value our diaspora
communities bring to Melbourne and Victoria.

Dubai trade seminar
Mr EIDEH — On a related trade matter, I also
attended the Dubai FDI government 2018 trade
mission to Australia seminar on 28 June. The event
offered firsthand insight into Dubai’s thriving
economy, which is strategically placed as a
gateway to 2.4 billion consumers. The event
presented networking opportunities for
government and business key industry
decision-makers to advance trade opportunities
and investment interests between Australia and
Dubai. I congratulate the organisers of this
important event.

Waterway management
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:07) —
As I am sure many in this chamber are aware,
Melbourne has some of the highest quality
drinking water in the world; however, you would
not think that by looking at the state of some of our
waterways. Our iconic Yarra River is polluted, its
water quality is poor and it is often filled with
rubbish. We pollute it at its early reaches and
tributaries, where VicForests logs endangered
mountain ash in catchments that not only feed the
Yarra but provide 70 per cent of Melbourne’s
water supply. This logging, clear-felling and coupe
burning leave the landscape vulnerable to erosion.
Erosion results in sediment, debris and ash from
coupe burns washing into our waterways, polluting
the Yarra catchment. We pollute this river system
along its length from agricultural run-off and
failing septic tanks through to run-off from our
roads, driveways and stormwater system that feeds
straight into our river systems. By the time the
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river reaches Melbourne’s CBD the water is a
filthy mess of sediment, pollutants and rubbish.
But the Yarra is far from the only river in such a
state. The waters of the Maribyrnong in
Melbourne’s west do not fare much better either,
and nor do the many creeks and smaller rivers that
feed our larger and more iconic waterways.
The health of Victoria’s catchments, rivers,
wetlands, groundwater systems and estuaries
underpins the health of our environment,
communities, agriculture and industry. The actions
of one community affect the water quality of
waterways downstream. Our waterways are
important community assets, and I implore people
within and outside of this chamber to continue to
take action at all levels to ensure that our
waterways are cleaner and healthier for our
environment and for future generations.

Commercial passenger vehicle industry
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:08) —
I am pleased to announce today that the Liberal
Party and the National Party will appoint former
Premier Jeff Kennett to head the commercial
passenger vehicle section — the former Taxi
Services Commission — if we are elected to
government in November. That will provide a very
valuable and significant step for the hire car,
ridesharing and, importantly, taxi sector. We know
his commitment to the sector, and we also know
that it will be necessary to conduct an inquiry into
the adequacy and fairness of commercial
passenger vehicle transition arrangements,
including the botched management of the Fairness
Fund that has been pointed to by the Ombudsman
and the bizarre set of payments and non-payments
from the fund that have left many taxi families
destitute in some cases. This has sent a terrible
signal to those who work hard. In many cases
migrant families who have sought to undertake a
very significant accumulation of assets have had
those stripped away from them by Daniel Andrews
and Jacinta Allan.
What has occurred is plainly wrong, and indeed
the community knows that it is quite wrong, so this
is an important step. Jeff Kennett obviously is
eminently qualified to take on this particular role.
The sad point is that certain Labor MPs like Steve
Dimopoulos and Nick Staikos in the Legislative
Assembly have not been prepared to stand up for
their communities.
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Officer Senior Football Club
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (15:10) —
My members statement is, firstly, to congratulate
the Officer Senior Football Club on the wonderful
recognition of its life members. I attended a
luncheon at the club on Saturday, 14 July, where
the club acknowledged the work of its life
members in providing many, many hours of
service to the club, and also acknowledged
members of the volunteer board. I saw many,
many netball teams and football teams in action
throughout the course of the day. This is one of
many such clubs throughout my electorate and
indeed throughout the state. I want to acknowledge
this club and all the work that its life members do.

Geelong city deal
Mr MULINO — Can I also put on the record
that the government still looks for a near-term
resolution on the Geelong city deal, something I
have been working on for quite some time —
working on actively with Minister Pulford in this
place, who has carriage of the convention centre
and the Shipwreck Coast. This government of
course put up $153 million in the last budget for
that city deal. Indeed as was reported during the
course of the week the government has now shared
all the information that was requested with the
federal government. This is a project that we look
forward to resolving in the very near future with
the federal government and indeed the City of
Greater Geelong and neighbouring councils. This
will provide up to 975 jobs per annum and billions
of dollars of benefit for the community.

Community safety
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:12) —
Last week the Prime Minister of Australia
expressed his grave concern about the impact of
Victoria’s gang problem. On cue Premier Daniel
Andrews chimed in with his oft-used claim that
there is no gang problem in Victoria. It therefore
came as somewhat of a surprise to turn on the
radio this morning and hear that the government is
preparing legislation to deal with Victoria’s gang
problem — presumably the same gang problem
the Premier assured us as late as last week does not
actually exist. Is it any wonder this government
continues to preside over a crime crisis in this
state? Is it any wonder gangs run rampant in our
streets when the Andrews Socialist Left
government cannot make up its mind from one
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week to the next as to whether these gangs actually
exist?
I have a message for the Premier from the people
of the western suburbs. Premier, gangs and the
associated violence do exist. They are very real.
Gangs have been terrorising many parts of
Melbourne’s west for almost the entirety of this
government’s term. The Premier can deny their
existence as much as he likes, but it will not make
the problem go away. In fact it will just encourage
gang members to run amok further. What we have
witnessed over the past close to four years is a
government totally negligent in its responsibility to
protect the community. We can give thanks that in
123 days change is coming. The Guy government
will rid our streets of the gangs and make Victoria
safe again.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Committee
Resumed from 22 June.
Clause 45 further discussed.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Elasmar) — I believe the minister has further
amendments.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes. I have further
amendments, and I ask that they be circulated now.
I move:
1.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 45, page 51, lines 3 to 34, page 52, lines 1
to 31, page 53, lines 1 to 33 and page 54, lines 1 to
27, omit all words and expressions on these lines
and insert—
“207G Definitions
In this Division—
claimable expenditure means expenditure
for administrative expenses as
determined by the Commission, subject
to the following—
(a) the following expenditure is
included—
(i)

expenditure for the
administration or
management of the activities
of the eligible party or elected
member;
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(ii) expenditure for conferences,
seminars, meetings or similar
functions at which the
policies of the eligible party
or elected member are
discussed or formulated;

independent elected member means an
elected member who is not a member of
a registered party;

(iii) expenditure in respect of the
audit of the financial
accounts of, or claims for
payment or disclosures under
the Act of, the eligible party
or elected member;

scheduled general election period means
the period commencing on 1 July in a
year that a general election under
section 61(1)(a) is to be held and ending
on the day that the general election is
held (both days inclusive).

(iv) expenditure on the
remuneration of staff
engaged in the matters
referred to in
subparagraphs (i) to (iii) for
the eligible party or elected
member to the extent that that
expenditure relates to the
time that the staff are
engaged in those matters;

207GA Entitlement to administrative expenditure
funding

(v) expenditure on equipment or
vehicles used by staff whilst
engaged in the matters
referred to in
subparagraphs (i) to (iii) for
the eligible party or elected
member to the extent that that
expenditure relates to use of
the equipment or vehicles by
the staff whilst engaged in
those matters;
(vi) expenditure on office
accommodation for the staff
and equipment referred to in
subparagraphs (iv) and (v);
(vii) expenditure on interest
payments on loans;
(b) the following expenditure is not
included—
(i)

political expenditure;

(ii) electoral expenditure;
(iii) expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed
a parliamentary allowance as
a member;
(iv) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities
relating to the election of
members of the eligible party
to a Parliament other than the
Parliament of Victoria;
election quarter, of a year in which a
scheduled general election period

occurs, means the quarter of that year
beginning on 1 October;

(1) Subject to this section and section 207GB,
the following are eligible to receive an annual
amount of administrative expenditure
funding as follows—
(a) for an independent elected member, an
amount of $200 000;
(b) for a registered political party, an
amount of—
(i)

$200 000 for the first elected
member; and

(ii) $70 000 for the second elected
member; and
(iii) $35 000 for each of the third to the
forty-fifth elected members.
(2) The Commission must make payments of
administrative expenditure funding under this
section quarterly in advance.
(3) In an election quarter, the Commission must
make payments of administrative expenditure
funding—
(a) in advance on a pro-rata basis for the
period—
(i)

beginning on 1 October of that
year; and

(ii) ending in the day of the general
election; and
(b) in arrears on a pro-rata basis for the
period—
(i)

beginning on the day after the day
of the general election; and

(ii) ending on 31 December in that
year.
(4) The entitlement to receive a quarterly
payment of administrative expenditure
funding is to be calculated on a pro-rata basis
for—
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(a) each day in the quarter that an elected
member is an independent elected
member; or
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(i)

(b) each day in the quarter that an elected
member is a member of a registered
political party.
(5) In a scheduled general election period—
(a) an independent elected member only
has an entitlement under subsection (1)
if the independent elected member
subsequently nominates as a candidate
under section 69 and stands for election
to the Parliament of Victoria at the
general election; and
(b) a registered political party only has an
entitlement under subsection (1) in
respect of each elected member of the
registered political party who
subsequently nominates as a candidate
under section 69 and stands for election
to the Parliament of Victoria at the
general election as an endorsed
candidate of that registered political
party.
(6) Despite subsection (3), the first payment of
administrative expenditure funding is to be—

that all of the elected members
intend to stand for election to the
Parliament of Victoria at the
general election in that year as
endorsed candidates of the
registered political party; or

(ii) if all of the elected members do
not intend to stand for election to
the Parliament of Victoria at the
general election in that year as
endorsed candidates of the
registered political party, the
number of elected members that
do intend to stand for election to
the Parliament of Victoria at the
general election in that year as
endorsed candidates of the
registered political party;
(d) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent
that administrative expenditure funding
that is not used to incur claimable
expenditure must be repaid to the
Commission; and
(e) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent
that administrative expenditure funding
will not be—

(a) payable from 1 August 2018; and

(i)

(b) paid on a pro-rata basis for the period
commencing on 1 August 2018 and
ending on 30 September 2018.

(ii) used to incur any of the following
expenditure—

207GB Request to Commission to receive
administrative expenditure funding

paid into the State campaign
account; or

(A) political expenditure;
(B) electoral expenditure;

(1) For the purpose of having an entitlement to
receive payments of administrative
expenditure funding in respect of a scheduled
general election period, the registered officer
of a registered political party or the registered
agent of an independent elected member
must provide a request in writing to the
Commission that the registered political party
or independent elected member receive
payments of administrative expenditure
funding for the period.
(2) A request under subsection (1) must—
(a) be in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) in the case of a request by the registered
agent of an independent elected
member, state that the independent
elected member intends to stand for
election to the Parliament of Victoria at
the general election in that year; and
(c) in the case of a request by the registered
officer of a registered political party,
state—

(C) expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed
a parliamentary allowance as
a member;
(D) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities
relating to the election of
members of the eligible party
to a Parliament other than the
Parliament of Victoria.
(3) For the purpose of having an entitlement to
receive payments of administrative
expenditure funding in respect of any period
other than a scheduled general election
period, the registered officer of a registered
political party or the registered agent of an
independent elected member must provide a
request in writing to the Commission that the
registered political party or independent
elected member receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding for the
period.
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(4) A request under subsection (3) must—
(a) be in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent
that administrative expenditure funding
that is not used to incur claimable
expenditure must be repaid to the
Commission; and
(c) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent
that administrative expenditure funding
will not be—
(i)

paid into the State campaign
account; or

(ii) used to incur any of the following
expenditure—
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of the increase in the number of elected
members.
(8) If the entitlement of a registered political
party decreases during the term of the
Parliament because the number of elected
members of the registered political party has
decreased, the registered officer of the
registered political party—
(a) is not required to provide a new request
to the Commission under subsection (1)
or (3); and
(b) is required to notify the Commission,
within 28 days of the decrease in the
number of elected members occurring,
of the number of elected members of
the registered political party so as to
enable the Commission to calculate the
payment of administrative expenditure
funding in accordance with
section 207GA(4).

(A) political expenditure;
(B) electoral expenditure;
(C) expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed
a parliamentary allowance as
a member;
(D) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities
relating to the election of
members of the eligible party
to a Parliament other than the
Parliament of Victoria.
(5) A request under subsection (3) continues in
effect until—
(a) a new request is provided under
subsection (3); or
(b) the commencement of the next
scheduled general election period.
(6) If an elected member ceases to be a member
of a registered political party and becomes an
independent elected member during the term
of the Parliament, the registered agent of the
independent elected member must provide a
request to the Commission under
subsection (1) or (3) for the purpose of
having an entitlement to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding.
(7) If the number of elected members of a
registered political party increases during the
term of the Parliament, the registered officer
of the registered political party must provide
a new request to the Commission under
subsection (1) or (3) for the purpose of
having an entitlement to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding in respect

(9) If the entitlement of an independent elected
member decreases during the term of the
Parliament because the elected member has
ceased to be an independent elected member,
the registered agent of the independent
elected member—
(a) is not required to provide a new request
to the Commission under subsection (1)
or (3); and
(b) is required to notify the Commission,
within 28 days of the elected member
ceasing to be an independent elected
member, that the elected member has
ceased to be an independent elected
member so as to enable the
Commission to calculate the payment of
administrative expenditure funding in
accordance with section 207GA(4).
(10) For the purposes of a request made under this
section before 25 November 2018—
(a) if the request is made under
subsection (1), subsection (2) applies as
if subsection (2)(e)(i) were omitted; and
(b) if the request is made under
subsection (3), subsection (4) applies as
if subsection (4)(c)(i) were omitted.
(11) For the avoidance of doubt, if a request under
this section is not provided to the
Commission before a payment of
administrative expenditure funding is due to
be made by the Commission, the entitlement
to the payment of administrative expenditure
funding is not affected but the Commission
cannot make the payment until the request is
provided to the Commission.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

207GC Annual return
(1) The registered officer of a registered political
party or the registered agent of an
independent elected member must, within
16 weeks after the end of each calendar year,
provide an annual return to the Commission
that—
(a) is in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) specifies that the registered political
party or independent elected member
has in relation to the calendar year spent
or incurred claimable expenditure—
(i)

not less than the amount of the
entitlement to administrative
expenditure funding under
section 207GA; or

(ii) less than the amount of the
entitlement to administrative
expenditure funding under
section 207GA, being the amount
specified in the annual return.
(2) An annual return under subsection (1) must
be accompanied by a declaration made by the
registered officer of the registered political
party or the registered agent of the
independent elected member providing the
annual return stating that the registered
officer or registered agent has no reason to
believe that any matter stated in the annual
return is not correct.
(3) If the Commission has not been provided
with an annual return within the period
specified in subsection (1)—
(a) the registered political party or
independent elected member is to be
taken to have incurred no claimable
expenditure in relation to the calendar
year; and
(b) the registered political party or
independent elected member must
repay to the Commission in accordance
with section 207GF the total amount of
payments of administrative expenditure
funding received in relation to that
calendar year.
207GD Audit of annual return
(1) An annual return under section 207GC(1) by
the registered officer of a registered political
party must be provided to the Commission
with the certificate of a registered company
auditor within the meaning of the
Corporations Act.
(2) An annual return under section 207GC(1) by
the registered agent of an independent elected
member must be provided to the
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Commission with the certificate of an
independent auditor advising that the
statement has been audited in accordance
with Australian Accounting Standards as
specified in section 334(1) of the
Corporations Act.
(3) A certificate under subsection (1) or (2) must
state that the auditor—
(a) was given full and free access at all
reasonable times to all accounts,
records, documents and papers relating
directly or indirectly to any matter
required to be specified in the annual
return; and
(b) examined the material referred to in
paragraph (a) for the purpose of giving
the certificate; and
(c) received all information and
explanations that the auditor requested
in respect of any matter required to be
specified in the annual return; and
(d) has no reason to believe that any matter
stated in the annual return is not correct.
(4) An annual return is to be taken not to have
been provided to the Commission unless the
certificate required by this section is attached
to the annual return.
207GE Powers of Commission
(1) If the Commission is satisfied on reasonable
grounds that information provided in the
annual return or the certificate is materially
incorrect, the Commission may by notice in
writing request the auditor to provide further
information as specified in the notice within
14 days of the date of the notice.
(2) If the auditor fails to provide the requested
information, the Commission may by notice
in writing request the registered officer of the
registered political party or the registered
agent of the independent elected member to
provide further information as specified in
the notice within 14 days of the date of the
notice.
(3) If the registered officer of the registered
political party or the registered agent of the
independent elected member fails to provide
the requested information, the Commission
may—
(a) withhold any payment under
section 207GA until the requested
information is provided; or
(b) if a payment has already been made
under section 207GA, recover the
payment under section 207GF.
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207GF Recovery of administrative expenditure
funding
(1) If a registered political party or an
independent elected member has received a
payment of administrative expenditure
funding in respect of any quarter that exceeds
the entitlement at the end of that quarter as a
result of being calculated on a pro-rata basis
under section 207GA or for any other reason,
an amount equal to the excess must be—
(a) deducted by the Commission from any
amount of administrative expenditure
funding payable to the registered
political party or the independent
elected member in respect of any
subsequent quarter; or
(b) if the Commission makes a request in
writing to the registered officer of the
registered political party or the
registered agent of the independent
elected member, repaid to the
Commission within the period specified
in the request.
(2) If the total amount of the payments of
administrative expenditure funding received
in respect of a calendar year by a registered
political party or an independent elected
member is greater than the amount of
claimable expenditure specified in the annual
return in respect of that calendar year, an
amount equal to the excess must be—
(a) deducted by the Commission from any
amount of administrative expenditure
funding payable to the registered
political party or the independent
elected member in respect of any
subsequent quarter; or
(b) if the Commission makes a request in
writing to the registered officer of the
registered political party or the
registered agent of the independent
elected member, repaid to the
Commission within the period specified
in the request; or
(c) if the registered political party or
independent elected member is not
entitled to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding in
the subsequent quarter, repaid to the
Commission within 60 days of the date
of the notice requesting the payment.
(3) If a registered political party has received any
payments of administrative expenditure
funding in respect of a scheduled general
election period and some or all of the elected
members of the registered political party did
not stand for election to the Parliament of
Victoria at the general election as an
endorsed candidate of that registered political
party, the total amount of payments of
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administrative expenditure funding in the
scheduled general election period in respect
of the elected members who did not stand
must be repaid to the Commission by the
registered political party within 60 days of
the end of the calendar year in which the
payments of administrative expenditure
funding were made.
(4) If an independent elected member has
received any payments of administrative
expenditure funding in respect of a scheduled
general election period and the independent
elected member did not stand for election to
the Parliament of Victoria at the general
election, the total amount of payments of
administrative expenditure funding in the
scheduled general election period in respect
of the independent elected member must be
repaid to the Commission by the former
independent elected member within 60 days
of the end of the calendar year in which the
payments of administrative expenditure
funding were made.
(5) If the registered political party, independent
elected member or former independent
elected member does not repay any amount
required to be repaid to the Commission
under this section, the Commission may
recover the amount as a debt due to the State
in a court of competent jurisdiction.
207GG Prohibition on the payment or use of
administrative expenditure funding
(1) The registered officer of a registered political
party or the registered agent of an
independent elected member must ensure
that any payment of administrative
expenditure funding received on or after
25 November 2018 is not paid into the State
campaign account.
(2) The registered officer of a registered political
party or the registered agent of an
independent elected member must ensure
that any payment of administrative
expenditure funding received by the
registered political party or the independent
elected member is not used to incur any of
the following expenditure—
(a) political expenditure;
(b) electoral expenditure;
(c) expenditure for which an elected
member has claimed a parliamentary
allowance as a member;
(d) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of operations or
activities relating to the election of
members of the eligible party to a
Parliament other than the Parliament of
Victoria.
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(3) If the Commission becomes aware that a
payment of administrative expenditure
funding has been paid or used in
contravention of subsection (1) or (2), the
Commission must notify the registered
officer of the registered political party or the
registered agent of the independent elected
member that the registered political party or
the independent elected member must pay a
penalty equal to 200 per cent of the amount
paid or used in contravention of
subsection (1) or (2) to the Commission
within 60 days of the date of the notice.
(4) If the registered political party or the
independent elected member does not pay the
amount specified under subsection (3), the
Commission may—
(a) deduct the amount from any amount of
administrative expenditure funding
payable to the registered political party
or the independent elected member in
respect of any subsequent quarter; or
(b) if the registered political party or
independent elected member is not
entitled to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding in
the subsequent quarter, recover the
amount as a debt due to the State in a
court of competent jurisdiction.”.

I will take the opportunity as my amendments are
being circulated to remind members of the
committee of where we are at in terms of the
committee’s consideration and the effect of these
further amendments.
In the first instance when we reported progress at
the end of the last sitting week we were at
clause 45. The committee had considered and
opposed amendment 32 moved in my name. I
draw to the committee’s attention that all of the
previously circulated amendments in my name
from 32 to 47 have effectively been defeated as a
consequence of amendment 32 being opposed by
the committee. The new suggested amendments in
my name circulated today headed ‘Further
amendments’ will do a number of things, and I
want to draw those to the committee’s attention.
The subject matter of the last item we dealt with
was the ability of political parties and members of
Parliament to receive an amount of financial
support to acquit administrative functions
associated with their registration, their auditing and
their accountability in their activities as a political
party or indeed as individual members of
Parliament and to acquit other administrative
responsibilities. The amendments that have been
circulated in my name today, specifically further
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suggested amendment 1, outline the items by
which the bill will now cover what are claimable
expenditure items as part of administrative
functions. I will provide a shorthand ready
reckoner of the new definition for claimable
expenditure, which is outlined in suggested
amendment 1.
This means that claimable expenditure includes
administration or management of the activities of
the eligible party; expenditure on conferences,
seminars, meetings or similar functions;
expenditure in respect of the audit of the financial
accounts of the party; expenditure in relation to the
remuneration of staff; expenditure on equipment
and vehicles used by the staff of the political
organisation; expenditure on office
accommodation; and expenditure on interest
payments and loans. What is not included as
relevant expenditure under the administrative
stream are activities that would be associated with
political campaigning, electoral expenditure as
already defined within the bill or other expenditure
that MPs may be entitled to claim as activities
covered by their parliamentary allowances or other
payments that are made from the Parliament.
The quantum that is outlined in this amendment
indicates that for an Independent elected member
the amount of administrative funding would be
$200 000 a year. For a registered political party the
administrative funding amount would be $200 000
for the first elected member, $70 000 for the
second elected member and $35 000 for each of
the third to the 45th elected members, meaning
that the payment structure is limited to
45 members. So the quantum difference between
what was discussed last time, when the
amendment I moved was defeated, is that there has
been a positive financial return to the National
Party, a slightly negative one in relation to the
Greens party, a slightly negative one in relation to
the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party, a slightly
negative one to the Liberal Party and a
significantly reduced number for the Australian
Labor Party.
Basically, if we had a look at the proportion of
members of the current Parliament in Victoria and
the allocation of this administrative funding, we
would actually see that the Labor Party, which
currently holds something in the order of 47 to
48 per cent of the seats in the Parliament, would be
receiving something in the order of 36 per cent of
the funding; the Liberal Party would be pretty
much receiving the same proportion of the
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allocation of funding as they have seats in the
Parliament and every other party would be
receiving something beyond what their numerical
representation is on a per-member basis. So the
effect of this reallocation of the money has been an
internal reallocation from the major parties to the
smaller parties, and the biggest financial reduction
occurred for the Labor Party from the proposal that
is before you.
The suggested amendments that have been
circulated in my name, whilst they provide for that
administrative funding, place some obligations in
relation to the way in which that money can be
procured by political parties or by Independents
and the accounting and auditing processes that
would justify that expenditure. They are based
upon the premise that the electoral commission
will receive a request from a political party or an
Independent member to make the payments based
upon their numerical strength. That will be
adjusted in the course of a parliamentary term,
should there be either additions or subtractions to
the numerical number of a registered political party
or smaller parties or Independents. There will be
an obligation for the parties or the members to
notify the electoral commission of that change of
their status, and there will be an adjustment made
by the commission in relation to that notification.
The additional requirement that applies in the last
term of an electoral cycle is that Independent
members will be required, in the name of receiving
that payment, to give undertakings to the electoral
commission that they will stand at the election and
acquit the equivalent amount of that expenditure in
administrative activity during the course of that
final year of the electoral cycle, and if they do not
stand or they do not actually acquit the
administrative funding at that level, they will be
required to make and the commission will be
empowered to receive repayments of that amount.
Within the electoral cycle there will be a
requirement for an annual return to be provided by
a registered political party and an Independent
member to the commission, which includes a
statement of audit in relation to the expenditure of
those administrative matters to the satisfaction of
the commission to indicate that the commission
believes that that funding has been appropriately
used, and the commission is appropriately
empowered, as I say, to seek further auditing and
further information. Indeed if the commission is
not satisfied, the commission has the ability to
make sure that those moneys are returned.
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They are the effects of the further amendments 1
and 2 that I have just circulated to the committee. I
think that that is an appropriate place for us to
recommence the committee’s consideration of the
bill.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Obviously the committee is somewhat at a
disadvantage in considering these further
amendments. I note your first amendment that you
have just spoken to runs to some nine pages, which
the committee has just received, and many
elements of this amendment with respect to the
administrative funding proposal are radically
different to the previous amendments and radically
different to the bill as drafted, so the committee is
being asked to consider quite a different structure
to that which was previously proposed by way of
amendment and previously proposed by way of the
bill. So I would like to go through it in some detail
with the minister.
Can I firstly clarify a comment you made in your
introductory comments with respect to the
payment from the commission of the
administrative funding. You referred to, if I
understood your comments correctly, the
entitlement to administrative funding changing for
a party — changing if the number of MPs of the
party changed — which suggests it is not set based
on the result at a general election. For example, in
this Parliament we have seen some members
change party, and we have seen some party
members become Independent members in the
other place. So will you just clarify your comments
around what that administrative funding is based
on, please?
Mr JENNINGS — Certainly. The
amendments do provide for changing
circumstances during the course of the term. They
are designed to provide an administrative flow of
the determination of the commission of who is
eligible for what funding on the basis of three
elements. One is in fact the reporting of political
organisations. I use the term ‘organisations’, which
in this context covers registered political parties
and Independents. If they inform the commission
of their standing, which is able to be verified by
the elected members of the Parliament, then on
that basis those payments would continue subject
to annual return and the satisfaction of the
completion of the annual return throughout the
cycle.
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If a variation occurred where individuals may
leave a party and join another party, then there are
two circumstances that are covered by these
amendments. One is the application process and
the notification process of either the receiving or
the relinquishing political organisation. It would be
incumbent within the amendments for those
organisations — the relinquishing and receiving
organisation — to actually inform the commission.
The commission would then make payments
eligible to the receiving organisation and the
readjustment of the initial payment to a registered
political party. That occurs throughout the entirety
of the term.
In the final year of the payment that is made to any
individual member of the Parliament, there would
be a requirement beyond the request for funding
from the commission. There would be an
additional statement and commitment that would
need to be made that that member will contest the
election, and the basis of receiving the payment
will be, if they do not contest the election, that they
would acknowledge that they are not entitled to the
funding and the funding would be returned. If they
do not acquit the administrative allocation and the
auditing of their activities, then equally that money
would need to be returned to the commission. That
would be the variation for individuals. For
registered political parties, in terms of their
reporting requirement to the electoral commission,
they would be obliged to indicate to the
commission the number of members that continue
through the term and those who are not going to
return in the final year.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Does that effectively mean the money follows the
member of Parliament from party to party?
Mr JENNINGS — The method which I have
just outlined to you effectively means that that
would occur.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, noting
your point that effectively the money follows the
member of Parliament, just for clarity could you
talk through a scenario particularly regarding the
end-of-term arrangements? If a person
representing party A is elected to Parliament at the
2018 election, their entitlement is paid on the basis
of the calendar year, as I understand it, so the party
would be paid $200 000 in respect of 2019, 2020,
2021 and 2022. In the first scenario that MP
decides not to seek re-election. What happens to
the party funding that they receive in that four-year
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period, given they have decided not to seek
re-election?
Mr JENNINGS — It is simply not paid to
anyone; it is not redistributed to anyone.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So the party would
retain the $200 000 for each of the four years of
the term that the person was an MP between the
two elections?
Mr JENNINGS — No, if the person has left a
registered political party —
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Sorry, in this first
scenario the person is elected this year to represent
party A, they stay with party A for the duration of
the next term of Parliament and they choose not to
seek re-election at the 2022 election, so they are a
member of one party for the duration of the next
term of Parliament.
Mr JENNINGS — No, the provision in the bill
is that if they leave the party during that term or do
not contest the subsequent election, then the party
is required to indicate that to the commissioner and
the funding is reduced accordingly.
Now, I stand by the last thing that I said to the
committee before I was encouraged to go and have
a conversation, but that adjustment takes place
between 1 July and the end of the election period.
So that adjustment means the payment for the
period of July to November diminishes for the
number of MPs who are not going around again.
But assuming that there is no change and nobody
leaves the party, parties will receive payments
structured on three and a half years for the number
of individual MPs who were elected at that point in
time; the funding would be allocated in that way.
For the last five months there would be an
adjustment depending upon how many MPs were
contesting the next election.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Again a simple
scenario: for a party with one MP who is not
recontesting I take it from that that the adjustment
means the sum would be reduced — they would
not be receiving $200 000 in that final year.
Mr JENNINGS — We are talking about an
individual now?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — We are talking about
a party with one MP, just to keep it simpler.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So the party in the
final year of the term would not be receiving
$200 000 in respect of their one MP because that
one MP is not recontesting. What is the basis of
that? Isn’t the administrative funding to cover the
administration costs in that last year of Parliament?
Mr JENNINGS — The logic is to cover the
administrative functions over the entire cycle. So I
would encourage us to think about that and to
remind ourselves that with the $200 000 we are
talking about the payment structure diminishes for
every MP beyond one, so a party of one or an
Independent member gets $200 000 but a party of
two gets $270 000 and a party of three gets
$305 000. In relation to this logic, the only
members of Parliament who would have
potentially a very significant change as a
proportion of the quantum — the relative
proportion of how much money they will be
receiving — are the Independent members, who
would need to make a determination from 1 July
onwards as to whether or not they are going to
seek re-election. If an Independent member does
not seek re-election, then they would not receive
that payment for five months, which would be
five-twelfths of $200 000.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, so that
would apply in the same way for a single-MP
party, given that is a common scenario in this
Parliament currently?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So in effect the
single-MP party will have received $700 000. That
is $200 000 in the first year, $200 000 in the
second, $200 000 in the third and then $100 000 in
the fourth year, rather than the full $200 000 by
four that an ongoing party member would have
received.
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claimable expenditure for administrative expenses,
there will be political expenditure and there will be
electoral expenditure. The important element that
underpins the legislation will be to keep them
separate and to make sure that there is a continuity
in relation to the key organisational responsibilities
and auditing functions that a party has to comply
with, which include the auditing and accounting
practices in relation to how they spend public
funding on political campaigning, but it is
designed to ensure that they are kept separate. So
clearly the part of the further amendment that I
have just indicated reinforces that the money that
is allocated for this administrative function cannot
be paid into the state campaign account. The state
campaign account is the exclusive location where
political expenditure can be expended from on the
part of a political party, and it is the only account
which public funding for electoral results can be
paid into. So it establishes a scheme that delineates
the types of functions and activities that are
appropriate to be acquitted in relation to
administrative functions.
This is consistent with the structure of the New
South Wales legislation in relation to
administrative funding. Administrative funding in
New South Wales, which has been established for
some time, is paid at a higher rate than the rate that
is set within this amendment. They have this
requirement to provide clarity and guidance for the
issues that will need to be in the statement of audit
about the way in which money is expended. There
were, I think, quite legitimate concerns expressed
that we could have an unintended consequence of
increasing administrative functions, and funding
for organisations and individuals could have been
such that we create an incentive for personal
benefit rather than acquitting the functions that you
would expect political parties to acquit.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Can I take you back: this amendment seeks to
insert a definition of ‘claimable expenditure’
which is quite prescriptive around the matters that
administrative funding can be expended on, if I
understand the intention correctly. Can you outline
the reason why you have elected to insert this
fairly prescriptive definition around what admin
funding can be acquitted on?

So cumulatively we have tried to provide for
greater clarity about the expenditure items and
clarity that in fact it cannot be contaminated with
public funding and other sources of funding which
support political expenditure or campaign
expenditure. We are also providing for an auditing
mechanism to make sure that the money is
acquitted and not actually squirrelled away to
make somebody a profit on the way through,
because the electoral commission would be
required to actually see how much has been
acquitted in the administrative expenditure.

Mr JENNINGS — Within the scheme now,
within the bill now, there will be definitions of

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, just on that
last point about the acquittal of the electoral

Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
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commission with the electoral funding which is
paid following the election, as you know there is a
requirement for electoral expenditure to have been
acquitted in order to receive funding, and the total
funding from the electoral commission is reduced
if the expenditure on electoral matters is reduced.
Is there a similar mechanism proposed here around
administrative expenditure — that when the
acquittal is done there must have been an amount
of administrative expenditure equal to the
administrative funding, or rather the administrative
funding is reduced to equal the amount of
administrative expenditure?
Mr JENNINGS — There is a requirement, so
let me just find it. I heard two elements to the
question, and I just want to go back. One is: do you
have to actually spend that amount of money or
not? Suggested section 207GC, on the annual
return, outlines that the registered officer of a
registered political party or the agent of an
Independent elected member must, within
16 weeks after the calendar year, provide the
commission with the information. Section 207GC
(1)(b) then specifies, in relation to the calendar
year, what is spent or incurred claimable
expenditure:
(i)

not less than the amount of the entitlement to
administrative expenditure funding under …
207GA; or

(ii) less than the amount of the entitlement to
administrative expenditure under … 207GA,
being the amount specified in the annual return.

What that means is you cannot claim any more if
you have to spend more than you claim, and if you
have spent less than your entitlement, then there
are provisions under 207GF for how that can be
remedied.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister;
that is helpful. And that acquittal is on an annual
basis rather than a four-year cycle basis?
Mr JENNINGS — It is on an annual basis.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — On that basis years
where there is overexpenditure, which could be
given it is administrative, but nonetheless the final
year, that cannot be recouped against years where
there is underexpenditure against the admin
entitlement?
Mr JENNINGS — There is no mechanism
within the amendments for that to occur. There are
always checks and balances and there are always
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some positive signs and some negative signs in
relation to this. What this clearly indicates to a
stable party administration is there is a predictable,
certain income stream during the course of the
electoral cycle both on the administrative side and
indeed with the scheduled payments that actually
come to political parties through the public
funding. The income is very predictable, very
stable, and I would suggest a good organisation
should be able to manage the peak and trough of
their effort in accordance with knowing what that
predictable stable income stream will be.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
I take you back to the definition we started talking
about, which is claimable expenditure. That
definition sets out that:
claimable expenditure means expenditure for
administrative expenses as determined by the
Commission, subject to the following—
(a) the following expenditure is included …

and there are three elements which you read out:
elements (i), (ii) and (iii). Element (iv) is
expenditure on the remuneration of staff engaged
in those first three administrative activities, and
element (v) is expenditure on equipment or
vehicles used by staff when engaged in those
first (i), (ii), (iii) elements. Element (vi) is
expenditure on accommodation for the staff and
equipment which are used for the administrative
purposes. My question here is how a party or a
registered officer of a party is to make the
distinction between a building which is used for
party administration and a building which is
obviously used for political campaigning, given
the bill says expenditure on the building is
claimable. But for administrative purposes, how
does a party director make that distinction?
Mr JENNINGS — In the example that you
have given I would suggest that the office
accommodation is office accommodation, which is
referred to in (vi); and in (ii) expenditure for
conferences, seminars, meetings or similar
functions I would think would cover the events
that you describe.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — But not exclusively?
Does it need to be exclusive use? Does it need to
be apportioned or is it the fact that a building is
used for party administration and therefore the cost
of that building is a claimable expense, irrespective
of the fact that the building is also used to run a
campaign?
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Mr JENNINGS — I do not see that they are
mutually exclusive propositions. I thought you
were talking about campaign events as distinct
from running a campaign. There is nothing to
preclude a political party operating a political
campaign out of their accommodation, and their
office accommodation, in the circumstances that
you have just described, has not altered, unless you
actually think there is going to be a significantly
different accommodation that is provided for those
different functions.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — No, I was
contemplating a party headquarters where the
party is administrated from but also where the
party runs its political activities from. Can I just
clarify the fact that the party undertakes its
administration from its party headquarters and
therefore under this provision expenditure on lease
or ownership of that party headquarters would be a
claimable expense by virtue of the fact that that is
where the administration takes place, irrespective
of the fact it is also the place where the political
campaigning takes place?
Mr JENNINGS — Absolutely, yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, likewise in
relation to equipment or vehicles used by the staff,
the computer system will be used for
administration but it is also going to be used for
political campaigning. The motor vehicle given to
the party director will be administrative but it will
also be campaign-related or used for campaign
purposes. For the avoidance of doubt can we also
clarify that those assets that are used would also be
claimable expenditure because they are used for
administration, notwithstanding the fact they are
also used for campaign purposes?
Mr JENNINGS — Just before I give the same
sort of answer I gave last time, I am going to have
a chat.
I took the wise counsel, and the good news is that
the wise counsel’s view was not too different from
mine. Ultimately at the end of the day if you
actually consider it from the commission’s
perspective, what are they looking at in relation to
auditing or tracking this expenditure? So if we
actually say that party A has 10 vehicles available
to them continually throughout the electoral cycle,
then you would assume that any expenditure that
has been associated with those 10 vehicles would
be claimable on the administrative side. If that
same party decided to lease 30 vehicles during the
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course of the last three months of the electoral
cycle, then you would expect that the commission
would interpret that to be campaign expenditure
and deem that that needs to be acquitted
appropriately. The commission would issue
guidelines in relation to how judgements would be
made and the acquittal process would be
undertaken in relation to this expenditure.
The intention in this committee, the intention in
this legislation, the intention of the compliance
regime within the commission is not an entrapment
method. It is meant to be providing clarity rather
than an entrapment, so it will be incumbent upon
the electoral commission to deal with practical
guidance in the ways that we would deal with
similar issues to the ones that you are teasing out
with me. I am happy for you to tease them out with
me, but my expectation is that the commission will
be formally required to issue guidance so that
parties are absolutely clear about the way in which
they can comply with this legislation.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Minister, in a similar vein, element 4 is in relation
to expenditure on the remuneration of staff, and it
is a little different to the other elements because it
explicitly calls out that it is expenditure on
remuneration as it relates to staff time for staff
engaged in those administrative functions, which
on the face of it seems to indicate that party
administrators will need to keep time sheets or
other records which delineate between a staff
member doing administrative work and a staff
member doing campaign work. I think you would
probably find most staff members in political
parties do elements of both. There would be few
where there are dedicated admin staff and
dedicated campaign staff. What are the
expectations in terms of a party being able to
acquit against that requirement? A state director,
for example, will be doing administration and will
be doing campaign work, obviously. What level of
granularity is required to meet the requirements of
this provision for a director but also the balance of
the staff of the party?
Mr JENNINGS — To answer your question
and to put it in the context of other matters — that
are difficult for us all to get our heads around, can I
say to you — I have spent a lot of time trying to
get my head around this. So whether it be this
piece of legislation, whether it be expenditure in
electorate office budgets or the way in which
electorate officers are going to acquit their
responsibilities into the future, I think there should
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be consistency that applies through all of these
pieces of legislation and a framework that enables
a bit of clarity into the future where that clarity has
not existed previously.
The logic that is in this bill in terms of political
campaigning and expenditure, the logic that is in
the remuneration tribunal bill and the logic that
applies to the guidelines that I have encouraged the
Parliament to assume in the last year has been that,
in the time and the resource allocation that is
dedicated to the persuasion or the encouragement
of a voter to vote for a political party, the minute
you actually give a direct message where your
dominant purpose is to direct a vote or procure a
vote or persuade a vote — the minute you turn
over any resource allocation to that activity
exclusively as the dominant purpose — then that is
political expenditure and that should be acquitted
in that manner. So whether it is an electorate
officer, whether it is an electorate budget, whether
it be a political party, that is the dividing line.
So that is the schema. That is the philosophical and
legislative intent, to actually provide that
consistency. What that will mean is — and the
answer to your question is — yes, either there will
need to be time sheets or there will need to be job
descriptions that account for the various activities.
So a job description which could be completely
administrative in function, an enduring
administrative function, may never have to
actually have a time sheet that accounts for a
different apportionment of time. As you described,
an employee who works within a political party
may for three years work on administrative
functions and in the last year work on campaign
functions, and in fact that would provide clarity,
moving in that time frame from that three-year
period to the last-year period. But there may be
some staff who in fact may spend four days of the
week in the first three years on administrative
functions and basically every day of the week in
the last year, or any variation in between.
What we would be encouraging through this
legislation and the way in which the commission
will enforce this legislation is to support parties in
adopting a clear accounting framework where they
apportion the time frame. It is not prescribed
because in fact there is a recognition of continuous
campaigning, and all political parties have a
continuous campaigning effort during the course
of an election cycle. It will have peaks and troughs
in relation to when the campaign is on, but what
we are hoping is that the administrators of parties
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will be clear in the way in which they can comply.
Again, it is not set up to be entrapment; it is
actually to provide that clarity of thought and then
clarity of administration, and I will be eternally
grateful the sooner there is an alignment between
the way in which the Electoral Act works with
how parliamentary administration works and
electorate offices work. I think we will be in a
better spot.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
That certainly indicates there is going to be a fairly
substantial administrative requirement on parties in
terms of acquitting time where staff are shared
across functions. Can I also ask you with respect to
item 7 on that list of claimable expenditure, which
is expenditure on interest payments on loans, is
there any requirement around the principal purpose
of those loans in terms of the interest being
claimable?
Mr JENNINGS — That is not defined here. It
is basically assuming that in fact the loans relate to
the functioning of the political parties, so it does
have that in-built assumption. It obviously would
relate to internal purposes of a political
organisation rather than external ones, but it is not
limited to whether it is actually loans that relate to
the accommodation, the vehicles or the cash flow
of the organisation. If it relates to money that has
been specifically purposed for political
expenditure, it would be ruled out because in fact it
is not deemed to support political expenditure. In
fact there is an amendment coming up that I
circulated last time we were here in which loans
can be secured against the first payment of public
funding that is going to apply, so there is an ability
for a servicing of a loan to be dealt with in that
way by securitising the first instalment of public
funding in the next election cycle. I would not
envisage that this facility would be used for
political campaigning.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
That is where I was going with the question, not
surprisingly. It is not clear to me, though, from that
definition of claimable expenditure, at least
standing alone, that if funds were borrowed as a
bridging loan to pay for campaign expenditure or
political expenditure that interest would not be
claimable. You indicated your view that it is not,
because the loan relates to funding a campaign or
funding political expenditure. Can you clarify why
you believe interest on a loan for campaign
expenditure would not be claimable expenditure,
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because on an isolated reading of paragraph 7 it
appears that it would be?

Mr JENNINGS — The party is able to take
out the loan.

Mr JENNINGS — First of all, my advisers
actually believe that what I have indicated to you is
correct. They say that apart from what is in the
following line in the definition that has been added
that I drew attention to a few minutes ago —

Ms FITZHERBERT — So it would not be a
loan that is taken out by an individual? It has to be
the party?

(b) the following expenditure is not included—
(i)

political expenditure …

in the first instance it would be understood to be
inconsistent with the use that Mr Rich-Phillips is
seeking, but very importantly where this proposed
section 207G fits in the act is totally within a
provision that relates to administrative funding.
The heading within the act under which it is
actually inserted is a heading of administrative
funding. The last reason why they believe that that
would be the case is something that I am looking
for here in relation to proposed section 218B,
which creates an offence for subverting the
prescriptions and the limitations of public funding
and the use of moneys in and out of the state
political campaign. There is a prohibition in 218B
proposed by clause 57 of the bill that actually
prevents anything that would be designed to
circumvent the intentions of that delineation.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
I guess 218B is probably something we would be
happy to come to when we get to that particular
clause because, you are right, that is the clause
about schemes to circumvent, but there is a big
question around what is a scheme to circumvent. If
you are reading the black-letter law and you are
looking to work up to the black-letter law, what
exactly is a scheme? If you read that black-letter
law and it does not say you are prohibited from
doing X and you do X, is that a scheme or is that
not a scheme? Perhaps that is a discussion we can
have when we get to 218B, because I am not sure
that clarifies a lot.
Mr JENNINGS — That was a rhetorical
flourish.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Minister, I just have a
query also about that line regarding expenditure on
interest payments on loans. I want to flesh out
loans for what, and to some extent you have
already answered that. But my other question is:
whose loans? Who is able to take out loans that
would be caught within this amendment?

Mr JENNINGS — Well, the only variation to
that would be if it is an individual member of
Parliament, and for that individual member of
Parliament, in my interpretation of the issues that I
have just been teasing out with Mr Rich-Phillips, it
would be for the purpose of administrative
activities, so not for other purposes.
Again, going back to the issues we have been
discussing before, a commission will be looking at
the quantum of money that is actually spent on
administrative functions by political organisations,
in this case including individuals. If a loan is taken
out to serve administrative functions of that
individual, then I cannot envisage that they would
have such a disproportionate administrative
requirement, and alarm bells would be ringing if in
fact a significant loan were actually taken out on
behalf of that individual for administrative
purposes. The commission would be all over that
in relation to seeing what purposes that money was
being put to.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Just to clarify: the
way this is spelt out it is intended to be used by
parties or by an individual Independent member of
Parliament; it is not intended to be used, for
example, by me if I chose to take out a loan and
use it for administrative purposes? If you could
just clarify.
Mr JENNINGS — Definitely not. Stick with
your party.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I have some questions
about the sections that relate to the entitlement to
receive payments of administrative expenditure
based on elected members’ intention to stand for
Parliament. I just want to flesh that out a little bit,
as to what it means and what sorts of obligations it
imposes. I guess what I want to focus on in the
first instance is: are there any specific obligations
that are spelt out anywhere in relation to members
and flagging their intentions, because in this
section the obligation is borne by the registered
officer of the political party but that person is
actually acting on information that others may or
may not give. I was wondering if you could
address that sort of grey area as I perceive it?
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Mr JENNINGS — For individuals there would
be a certificate that is required that would need to
be completed by an individual, so you are not
uncomfortable with that bit. The bit that you are
uncomfortable with is actually an agent or a
registered officer of a party making those
undertakings on behalf of their party.
Ultimately what it will mean is that this is most
relevant in the last few months before an election.
So basically the authorised officer of your party,
for instance, will be issuing a certificate to the
effect of, ‘I believe on the information that I have
that 44 members of the Liberal Party will recontest
the election’. That would be a no-change basis, and
on that basis the commission would authorise the
payment and make the payment. If and when it
gets to the stage where only 40 members of the
Liberal Party recontest the election, as distinct
from 44, an adjustment would be made after the
election on the difference between what was
claimed as the 44 and the 40 that actually stood.
That is how it would work.
Dr RATNAM — I have no further questions. I
would just like to make a couple of comments on
clause 45 and this amendment. Firstly, we are very
glad to see the government has heard a number of
our concerns, as raised in the previous stage of this
debate a number of weeks ago now, and looked to
introduce more robust processes on admin funding,
as has been canvassed in a number of the questions
that have been raised so far in the committee,
including the definitions, the processes for
applying funding requirements — that you actually
had to expend this administrative funding — the
audit requirements and a number of the other
provisions around the quarterly payments et cetera.
The Greens still believe that the $200 000 for the
first elected member of Parliament is too high, for
a number of reasons that we canvassed in the
previous debate, and we had canvassed some
alternative arrangements for spreading that out so
as not to undermine the cohesiveness, particularly
of small parties, and not to give incentives to
members of Parliament who might want to leave
their parties and become Independents for the
allure of that funding. However, the amendments
that are being canvassed today do go some way to
address a number of those concerns, and we are
prepared to accept them. So we will not be
opposing the amendment, because of the
provisions, protections and checks and balances
that have been outlined in this much more
substantive amendment document as well.
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I just want to put that on the record, and also to add
that in line with all the worries that we have
around the amount that is being proposed,
although it has been reduced, we do not want to
put the bill at risk because we do believe, as we
canvassed in the previous debate, that this bill is
significant, it is transformative, and the substance
of it at its very core is to get big corporate
donations and influence out of politics to ensure
that we increase and strengthen the integrity of our
political systems, and for that reason we will not
be opposing this amendment.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, again on
the definition of claimable expenditure, can I take
you to item b(iv), which is the exclusions from
claimable expenditure. Item (iv), as I read it,
relates to expenditure related to members of
Parliament or parliamentary members of parties
who are not members of the Victorian
Parliament — that is, most of our party’s federal
members of Parliament. Does it mean that the
registered officers of parties will need to make a
distinction between administrative expenditure that
relates to their state parliamentary operations and
their federal parliamentary operations?
Mr JENNINGS — I should not be colloquial
in my understandings of how these party
organisations work. My experience is that pretty
much all of the heavy lifting in relation to party
administration is taken at the state level, but let me
come back and then we will talk.
As a starting point, this provision is very similar to
what the provision is in New South Wales in terms
of the regime that has been applied there, and I
think it has been applied quite successfully. As
Mr Rich-Phillips is aware, there are a number of
amendments moved in my name to ensure that
there is a carve-out of political expenditure
between state and commonwealth expenditure, and
we do not limit commonwealth activity within
party organisations. However, within this exercise
it may well be that, again, subject to potentially the
commonwealth regulating this space, there will
need to be a delineation, but until that delineation
occurs we will not be insisting on that practice at
an administrative level. Clearly it is delineated in
relation to campaign activity. If the administration
of a state branch of a registered political party can
and does delineate its activities on the basis of state
and federal jurisdiction, then it may be wise to
account for that, but in the experience of the
Australian Labor Party, for instance, I think that is
a very difficult delineation. In campaign function it
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is very clear; in administrative function it is not so
clear, and very little administrative burden is
undertaken at a commonwealth level in a state
branch. It is almost exclusively a state branch
activity.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, that is
essentially what I was seeking — to understand
that this does not create the obligation to delineate
between administrative expenditure that might be
state or federal party related. I take your point that
it is often difficult to delineate. For example, a
party will maintain a database of party members,
which is to the benefit of the state party and to the
benefit of the commonwealth party. Likewise with
electoral roll material and so forth, all of which
incurs administrative expense, to delineate
between the state party as the beneficiary or the
federal party as the beneficiary and therefore
apportion it, I think, would be particularly difficult.
I take it from your answer that that delineation is
not required by virtue of this provision.
Mr JENNINGS — It is not mandated in the
way that political campaign accounting is
delineated — yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, again, to
clarify the item above, which is one of the
carve-outs, which is expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed a parliamentary
allowance as a member, just to be clear about what
we are referring to with ‘has claimed a
parliamentary allowance’: is that an item of
expenditure where an elected member has sought a
reimbursement from an electorate office budget
and has claimed allowances?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — And equally, as you
would appreciate, members receive an electoral
allowance, which they are paid with their
remuneration, which is used on all sorts of
community activities — raffle tickets, advertising
et cetera. This provision is not intended to include
things that are paid for out of that electoral
allowance, which is paid to the member on a
fortnightly basis?
Mr JENNINGS — That is correct. Ultimately
those things, as you know, are paid in the manner
that you just described and are not claimable with
the Australian Tax Office in relation to their
expenditure. It is not the intention of this
legislation to change that in any way.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I will leave that one
there then. I note that that phrase is used a number
of times through this provision, and I take it from
your answer that that intention is the same on each
occasion where that phrase is used.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, can I ask
you about the effective dates of this provision if it
is inserted in the bill. The administrative funding
will start to flow to registered parties and
Independents on 1 August. Can you just clarify
whether, when the first return to the Victorian
Electoral Commission is required from parties and
candidates, that will be in respect of the 2018
calendar year and is required within 16 weeks of
the end of the calendar year, and equally, the
prohibition on the administrative funding being
used for campaign purposes, whether that will
apply to funding which is paid on 1 August and
1 September. And is there one other payment — in
October?
Mr JENNINGS — No, it is only for the
quarter.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Does it apply to
payments made before the election?
Mr JENNINGS — To answer the question in
reverse order, there is no requirement for the state
political campaign to be established prior to the
2018 election. So that answers your question. The
logic of applying the administrative funding prior
to the election is to enable the political party to
establish an administrative practice and a capacity
to comply with all its obligations after the 2018
election. That is the logic of applying before, so
that from day one of the new electoral cycle the
political parties will be in a position to comply
with the new accountability framework.
The prohibition in relation to the expenditure of
the money that actually comes to a political party
between now and the election will be that it is
intended to be accounted for as administrative
funding, so there will be the same obligation.
There will be an enduring obligation to account for
it — that money — as to be acquitting its
administrative responsibilities. That should be for
political organisations such as yours or mine very
easy to acquit, because in fact we have
establishment parties that in fact have offices, staff,
vehicles and an enduring administrative
responsibility — easy to acquit.
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To answer your question, is that $10 the same $10
as the $10 that may be allocated that you may get
through this stream of funding — the same $10 —
Mr Finn — The taxpayers!
Mr JENNINGS — Well, it is all taxpayers
money — absolutely it is — and you will be the
beneficiary of it, Mr Finn. That money should be
acquitted in administrative activity, but there will
not be a mechanism of an audit trail from the
commission. It is the quantum of money. It is not
actually the absolute tangible cash that actually has
to be acquitted; it is the quantum of the acquittal
that is required by the commission.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
In that regard, can you just clarify that the first
annual return that goes to the VEC will be required
in respect of the 2018 calendar year?
Mr JENNINGS — The advisers are
confidently nodding their heads. I was just looking
for it myself, but they are confident about that.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I have a query. Just
going back to this issue of interest payments that
can be claimed, does this anticipate that a party
could take out a loan to repay an overpaid
entitlement and then claim the cost of the interest
under this amendment?
Mr JENNINGS — I do not understand your
example.
Ms FITZHERBERT — If you have a situation
where someone has had an overpayment — for a
legitimate reason within the terms of the bill —
and some money needs to be repaid and the party
or individual take out a loan to make the
repayment, is the interest cost allowable under
these amendments, which refer to expenditure on
interest payments on loans as being claimable
expenditure?
Mr JENNINGS — I think the example that
you give is very difficult to justify as
administrative expenditure, so I think it fails that
test, and that is what the commission would be
looking for.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I also want to ask a
further question or two about this issue of elected
members and their intention to stand for election.
There are a lot of variables in this, as we both
know. What about circumstances in which, for
example, a seat is abolished as part of a redivision

COUNCIL

3177

and a member wants to continue their political
career. They are not going to be standing in that
seat at the election, but they may still have an
intention to stand. Is that valid under this
amendment?
Mr JENNINGS — No individual receives the
money. The only individuals who receive the
money are individual MPs. Otherwise the only
recipient of the money is the political organisation,
and they are receiving a quantum based upon the
number of members that are recontesting the
election. So within the context that you describe,
the real answer to your question is: with the
intention of that member in the example that you
have given, have they been preselected or
endorsed by your party to stand somewhere else?
If an existing member is actually endorsed in that
fashion, then in fact the payment would be
unaffected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — So in that case they
actually need to have an intention to stand for
election and they need to have endorsement; is that
what you are saying?
Mr JENNINGS — By the party, yes, because
the whole payment is structured to the party, not to
the individual. So the answer is yes, with that
party. If they leave the party and they stand as an
Independent, then they are eligible as an
Independent to apply for themselves if they are
going to contest, but they would need to contest
the election.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I think this issue of
the registered officer relying on the intention of the
elected members is problematic in some ways in a
practical sense. If I could give an example which is
a bit close to home in some ways: the member for
Brunswick in the Assembly indicated that she was
not going to continue and run for election for the
seat of Brunswick, but still apparently wanted to
stand somewhere. Does she have an intention to
stand for election under the terms of this
amendment? In her circumstance, for example, she
had said, ‘I’m not going to run for Brunswick’, but
was looking for another seat, and there has been a
process of — eventually, I read — finding one. I
understand that if she is endorsed for a seat other
than the one that she holds that is a different issue,
but it goes to this issue of intention.
It just seems to me that that is not a
black-and-white measure for the purposes of
handing over public money. I just want to know if
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you would comment on the member for
Brunswick’s circumstances as they relate to this?

Committee divided on suggested amendment:

Mr JENNINGS — Definitely no to the second
part. On the first part, the purpose of this provision
relates to the intention of the primary purpose of
this provision, and it applies to all MPs on the
basis of their intention. So the whole scheme in
this element has been derived from what is a
reasonable expectation that taxpayers may have in
relation to a confidence that individual MPs will
not accumulate money in the last year without
contesting an election. The logic has been driven
by that. When you apply that rule to political
parties, then you actually relate to the anomaly or
the concern or the conundrum that you have
actually been talking about — what does it mean
for political parties? — because in fact at that point
in time you just have to start talking about the
intentions of individual MPs.

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

In relation to how admin funding works, the
practical implementation of this issue is that the
maximum payment is 45 members for parties of
the order of magnitude of yours and mine. Your
party at the moment has 44, which in recent terms
is the low watermark for your party. A high
watermark for your party might mean that it gets to
be 60 or so. So within that 60 — if that was the
prevailing circumstance for your party —
15 members could actually decide to retire or leave
the party and you would still be receiving the
maximum. That is the reality of the situation we
are talking about. In the case of the Labor Party, if
14 of our members could not recontest, that would
not change our payment at all.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I just put on the
record that the coalition will not support this
amendment from Mr Jennings. As indicated, we
obviously only received this nine-page amendment
when the committee started today. There is a lot of
complexity in this, a lot of potential ambiguity in
it, so we will not support Mr Jennings’s further
amendment 1.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Elasmar) — The question is that the
amendment moved by Mr Jennings, suggested
amendment 1, be agreed to. For members’
information, this is a test for his amendments 2, 3
and 4 as well.

Ayes, 22
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Further suggested amendment agreed to.
Clause postponed.
Clause 46
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Elasmar) — We are debating clause 46. I
know, Mr Jennings, that the test was in further
suggested amendment 1, but you still need to move
your further suggested amendment 2 to clause 46.
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
2.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 46, page 55, line 8, after “Division” insert
“1C or”.

This is a consequential renumbering as a result of
the suggested amendment that the committee has
just passed in clause 45.
Further suggested amendment agreed to;
clause postponed; clauses 47 to 49 agreed to.
Clause 50
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
48. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 50, page 57, line 18, after this line insert—
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‘(3) In section 211(3) of the Electoral Act
2002, after “the election” insert “or the
candidate is elected at the election”.’.

For the committee’s benefit we go back to the list
of amendments that were circulated in my name
last sitting week which outline an amendment to
clause 50. The effect of that suggested
amendment 48 is to provide that a payment for the
first preference votes applies for successfully
elected candidates in addition to candidates who
receive at least 4 per cent of first preference votes.
That is a significant change that we have actually
made to introduce payments for funding for small
parties that have a member of the Parliament but
do not receive 4 per cent of the primary vote.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition will
not support this amendment and indeed will not
support clause 50 of the bill. This is the clause
which inserts the new level of electoral funding as
we discussed when we started the committee stage
in the last sitting week. This is the provision which
takes current electoral funding from $1.20 indexed
to about $1.73, I think, in current money paid for
each first preference vote received by a candidate
who achieves more than 4 per cent of the primary
vote and lifts that to $6 for a first preference vote
received by a Legislative Assembly candidate and
$3 received by a Legislative Council candidate for
a first preference vote. This is obviously a
substantial increase in the impost on Victorian
taxpayers for the cost of elections, and of course it
introduces the differential between Council and
Assembly members which we also discussed in
that committee stage back in June.
The amendment by the Leader of the Government
now seeks to expand that pool further in terms of
the candidates who can receive electoral funding
and remove the current 4 per cent threshold for a
number of candidates who are subsequently
elected to Parliament. We do not believe that
expanding this mechanism at this higher rate —
the $6 and $3 rate — is an appropriate use of
taxpayers funds. We all know of course the
pressures that Victorian taxpayers are under
currently with day-to-day household expenses, and
there is no community support for paying political
candidates and political parties $6 per vote in the
lower house and $3 per vote in the upper house. So
we will oppose Mr Jennings’s amendment and we
will oppose clause 50 of the bill.
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Mr JENNINGS — It is incumbent upon me to
inform the committee that this amendment extends
provisions of public funding to elected members
that do not receive at least 4 per cent of the first
preference votes. This amendment recognises that
while some elected members in the upper house
have not received more than 4 per cent of the
public votes, their support is sufficient under
Victoria’s system of preferential voting to elect
them to the Parliament. Preference flows form an
important part of the voting system in Victoria, and
this amendment recognises the public support for
elected members who enter the Parliament on the
basis of preferences.
Committee divided on suggested amendment:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
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
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Suggested amendment agreed to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Elasmar) — Members, just for your
attention, the suggested amendment moved by
Mr Jennings to clause 46 was agreed to. That
means that clause 46 by itself stands postponed
under standing order 14.15(3). Now it is the same
case here. Suggested amendment 48 moved by
Mr Jennings has been carried. I know
Mr Rich-Phillips has indicated he wants to vote
against the clause, but now clause 50 stands
postponed under standing order 14.15(3).
Clause postponed.
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Clause 51
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, clause 51
inserts a new provision to follow section 212(2) of
the Electoral Act 2002 in relation to the payment
of electoral funding. The insertion states:
The amount payable is reduced by double the amount
of the part of the amount of any political donation that is
received in contravention of this Part by …

an endorsed candidate or an Independent
candidate. Can you outline what the effect of what
appears to be a double penalty, or a penalty of
double the amount, is in respect of the electoral
funding provision?
Mr JENNINGS — Well, my reading is the
same as yours. If a political donation exceeds the
cap, the amount that exceeds the cap is then
reduced from public funding twofold. So if it is
anything above $4000 — say, $6000 — then the
$6000 is reduced to $4000 and you pay a double
penalty, a $4000 penalty.

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Amendment agreed to.

Clause agreed to.

Mr JENNINGS — I move:

Clause 52

50. Clause 52, page 62, line 27, omit ”50(2)” and
insert ”52(2)”.

Mr JENNINGS — I move:
49. Clause 52, page 60, line 23, omit “(2)(a), (b)” and
insert “(2)(b)”.

This is something that I flagged in the committee
stage earlier today in relation to a question that I
received about loans. Amendment 49 makes a very
simple change to the clause, but a very significant
one, in relation to the financing structure of the
campaigning of political organisations. What this
means is that a party can use the first instalment of
the scheduled payments that it will receive after an
election as collateral for a loan leading up to the
preceding election for political purposes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — This is a provision
that the coalition will not support. We obviously
have concerns about the way in which the funding
model is being dramatically expanded by this bill,
and we do not believe it is appropriate to
effectively further expand that to allow the
prepayment to be used as a collateral payment.
Therefore we will not support Mr Jennings’s
amendment 49.

This is a consequential renumbering as a result of
the new clause in amendments 10 and 11.
Amendment agreed to.
Committee divided on amended clause:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Clause agreed to.

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Clause 53 agreed to.
New clause
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
NEW CLAUSE
51. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Insert the following New Clause to follow
clause 53—
‘CC New Division 2A inserted in Part 12
After Division 2 of Part 12 of the
Electoral Act 2002 insert—
“Division 2A— Policy
development funding
215A Policy development funding
(1) The Commission must make
payments of policy development
funding to eligible registered political
parties to reimburse costs relating to
policy development in accordance
with this section.
(2) An eligible registered political party is
entitled to an annual payment of
policy development funding equal to
the greater of—
(a) the sum of $1.00 for each first
preference vote given for a
candidate who was endorsed by
the registered political party at
the previous general election; or
(b) $25 000.
(3) A registered political party is an
eligible registered political party if—
(a) the registered political party has
been a registered political party
for the whole of the calendar
year; and
(b) the registered officer of the
registered political party did not
receive a payment under
section 212(3) in respect of any
election during the calendar year
or the previous general election;
and
(c) the registered political party was
not entitled to receive a payment
of administrative expenditure
funding under section 207G
during the calendar year; and
(d) the Commission is satisfied that
the registered political party
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operates as a genuine political
party; and
(e) the registered officer of the
registered political party has
complied with subsection (4).
(4) For the purpose of having an
entitlement under subsection (2), the
registered officer of the registered
political party must, within 20 weeks
of the end of the calendar year,
provide to the Commission a
statement, in the form approved by the
Commission, specifying that the
registered political party has spent or
incurred policy development
expenditure in relation to the calendar
year—
(a) not less than the amount of the
entitlement under subsection (2);
or
(b) less than the amount of the
entitlement under subsection (2),
being the amount specified in the
statement.
(5) For the purposes of subsection (4),
policy development expenditure
means expenditure as determined
from time to time by the Commission
but does not include political
expenditure or electoral expenditure.
(6) The registered officer of the registered
political party must ensure that any
payment received from the
Commission under this section is
not—
(a) paid into the State campaign
account; or
(b) used for electoral expenditure.
215B Audit of statement
(1) A statement under section 215A(4)
must be provided to the Commission
with the certificate of a registered
company auditor within the meaning
of the Corporations Act.
(2) A certificate under subsection (1)
must state that the auditor—
(a) was given full and free access at
all reasonable times to all
accounts, records, documents
and papers relating directly or
indirectly to any matter required
to be specified in the statement;
and
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(b) examined the material referred to
in paragraph (a) for the purpose
of giving the certificate; and
(c) received all information and
explanations that the auditor
requested in respect of any
matter required to be specified in
the statement; and
(d) has no reason to believe that any
matter stated in the statement is
not correct.
(3) A statement is to be taken not to have
been provided to the Commission
unless the certificate required by this
section is attached to the statement.
215C Powers of Commission
(1) If the Commission is satisfied on
reasonable grounds that information
provided in the statement or the
certificate is materially incorrect, the
Commission may by notice in writing
request the auditor to provide further
information as specified in the notice
within 14 days of the date of the
notice.
(2) If the auditor fails to provide the
requested information, the
Commission may by notice in writing
request the registered officer of the
registered political party to provide
further information as specified in the
notice within 14 days of the date of
the notice.
(3) If the registered officer of the
registered political party fails to
provide the requested information, the
Commission may—
(a) withhold any payment under
section 215A until the requested
information is provided; or
(b) if a payment has already been
made under section 215A, take
proceedings to recover the
payment under section 215D(4).
215D Making of payments
(1) An amount is only payable if the
statement required to be provided to
the Commission has been provided to
the Commission.
(2) The amount payable is—
(a) if the statement specifies that not
less than the entitlement has been
spent or incurred, the whole of
the entitlement; or
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(b) if the statement specifies that an
amount that is less than the
entitlement has been spent or
incurred, an amount equal to the
amount specified in the
statement.
(3) If an amount is payable under
section 215A, the Commission must
make the payment to the registered
officer of the registered political party
within 30 days after the Commission
has been provided the statement.
(4) If a payment is made and the recipient
is not entitled to receive the whole or a
part of the amount paid, that amount
or that part of that amount may be
recovered by the Commission as a
debt due to the State by action against
the person in a court of competent
jurisdiction.”.’.

For the committee’s benefit, this is an amendment
that was circulated in the last sitting week. It
inserts new provisions 215A to 215D, which
establish a new form of public funding for smaller
parties in the form of a policy development fund.
The policy development fund is designed to level
the playing field for parties seeking representation
in Parliament by lowering the barriers to entry for
smaller parties, including new parties. The fund is
limited to parties who are not eligible to receive
administrative funding and will be used to
reimburse those parties for the costs associated
with policy development. In this way the fund
acknowledges that smaller parties have very
different costs to established parties, whose
funding is directed towards more administrative
things, like staffing costs, office rent, IT and
systems.
The policy development fund also seeks to address
concerns that the cap on political donations may
have an adverse impact on the development of new
parties. A political party will be eligible for annual
payments from the policy development fund if the
political party has been a registered political party
for the whole of the calendar year, the political
party did not receive public funding for the
calendar year or the previous general election, the
political party was not entitled to receive
administrative expenditure funding during the
calendar year, the electoral commission is satisfied
the political party operates as a genuine political
party and the registered officer has provided the
required documents to the VEC setting out the
amount of policy development expenditure
incurred by the political party in a calendar year.
An eligible political party will receive funding to
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reimburse costs incurred for policy development
equal to the greater of the sum of $1 for each first
preference vote given for a candidate who was
endorsed by the political party at the previous
general election or $25 000.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, this is
obviously a new provision — it is not in the bill.
What is the rationale for now seeking to introduce
this policy funding mechanism that did not exist
when the bill was put together?
Mr JENNINGS — The committee will be
aware that there have been a number of
amendments made to the bill in the last two sitting
weeks that have a consistent theme. The consistent
theme is to shift —
Mrs Peulich — Bribery and corruption.
Mr JENNINGS — No, exactly the opposite,
Mrs Peulich, of bribes and corruption, because in
fact the whole intention of this legislation is to
reduce the potential for sectional interests to dictate
public policy. That is the intention of the bill. This
is an allocation of public money —
Mr Finn — Taxpayers money.
Mr JENNINGS — taxpayers money, as
Mr Finn says — to provide for political expression
of will and political activity. The recurring element
of these amendments has been to redistribute the
proportion of public funding away from the major
parties towards small political parties. Whether
those parties have members within the Parliament
or whether they seek to have members in the
Parliament or seek to participate in the
parliamentary process, this funding provides them
with a base level of funding that enables that
participation, and it is modelled on the system that
is in place in New South Wales.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
I just clarify: you said ‘irrespective of whether they
have members in Parliament or are seeking to have
members in Parliament’. This amendment
obviously predated the amendment we just made, a
couple of clauses back, which provides that any
party with an elected member receive electoral
funding — they do not have to meet the 4 per cent
threshold. Therefore my reading of this is the
policy development funding would only be
available to parties that are in fact not represented
in Parliament, because every party in Parliament
will now receive electoral funding.
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Mr JENNINGS — That is correct.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Am I correct in my understanding that a registered
party is not required to contest an election in order
to be eligible to receive the policy development
funding — they merely need to be a registered
party and not receive those other funding streams
that we have discussed?
Mr JENNINGS — This just goes back to the
definition of registered political party within the
act. The VEC will deregister any party that does
not have any member that has stood within five
years, so five years is the threshold. If an election
has actually occurred within that five years, there
would be an expectation of the electoral
commission that a registered political party would
have stood a candidate at the election. If in fact
five years passes, and an election passes in the
interim, that they have not stood a candidate, they
would not be eligible for this funding.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
In respect of the eligibility for this policy
development funding, the criteria is a party has
been a party for a whole calendar year. With the
insertion of this amendment into the bill, when
would the first tranche of policy development
funding be payable? Would it be payable in
respect of the 2018 calendar year for those parties
which have been registered for all of this calendar
year?
Mr JENNINGS — The answer to the question
is that it will be paid following the return that is
actually made by the registered political party after
the 2018 election, just as other political parties will
be acquitting their requirements and their
eligibility for funding from the electoral
commission in the same time frame.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — But that will be in
respect of having been registered for all of 2018?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So, Minister, the first
tranche of funding will only be payable to those
parties that are currently registered and that are not
represented in Parliament now?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So there are a
number of parties that are currently seeking
registration that will not be recipients of that
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funding, at least in respect of 2018. Can I ask
about the criteria for what is policy development?
The amendment provides:
… policy development expenditure means expenditure
as determined from time to time by the Commission but
does not include political expenditure or electoral
expenditure.

What are the parameters around the definition of
‘policy development’? Yes, the commission will
provide guidelines, but what is the government’s
expectation and what is the Parliament’s
expectation of policy development as the basis for
the guidelines the commission will produce?
Mr JENNINGS — My belief would be that the
commission will be looking for expenditure
relating to the distribution of policy documents,
forums and opportunities for discussion, seminars
on policy discussions or perhaps the publication of
the treatise of such an organisation. Those are the
types of activities that you would assume. So some
of it could be in publication form; some of it could
be in relation to forums, seminars or
conferences — those types of activity.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, would there
be any parameters around the scope of that policy?
Could a party that spent its time developing a
defence policy or a foreign affairs policy, which are
not state-based policies, be eligible for funding
under this provision? The reason I ask the question
is that there is the potential for groups which have
not traditionally been political parties seeing the
opportunity to have a funding stream of $25 000 a
year to support their activities and seeking to
become a political party even though their focus
may not be on matters of Victorian government
administration, nonetheless we are creating an
opportunity for their activities to be funded by virtue
of their being a political party. So would the
parameters around policy development include a
need for them to be matters of essentially Victorian
government administration?
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Mr JENNINGS — I doubt that it will be a
field day, and I doubt that the electoral commission
will be making assessments of either the scope of
policy offerings or their effect on the electorate,
because they do not make that assessment about
any of us, so they are unlikely to do so. You would
hope, in the spirit of the legislation within this
jurisdiction, that the political discourse will accord
with state responsibilities and state policy matters,
but in fact there is no prescription on that because
the wisdom of any political party establishing a
policy platform that may concentrate on state or
federal issues is not applied to anybody else.
Dr RATNAM — I would just like to speak
briefly to this amendment and speak to how
important this type of funding is for smaller
political parties and for the health of our
democracy. As we have remarked previously in
the debate, political plurality is really important to
the Greens and it is really important to political
debate, and it is really important to the health of
our democracy to challenge the two-party system
that has actually led to a number of issues with our
democracy that this Parliament deals with on a
daily basis. We appreciate the barriers to small
parties engaging in politics, and this funding will
go a long way to supporting those political parties
to have a meaningful and more powerful say in our
democratic and political debates.
Committee divided on suggested amendment:
Ayes, 22
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Patten, Ms
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Ratnam, Dr
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Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
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Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 18
Mr JENNINGS — I will not even identify the
examples, but it may well be that from time to time
parties of our order of magnitude become confused
about state and federal issues. So I —
Mrs Peulich — But not at the cost of public
funds. That is a bit of a difference.
Mr JENNINGS — So this is a very modest
expenditure of public funds —
Mrs Peulich — Modest? It will be a field day.

Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
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
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Suggested amendment agreed to.
New clause postponed.
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Clause 55

Clause 54
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
NEW CLAUSE

Mr JENNINGS — I move:
53. Clause 55, page 69, lines 12 to 14, omit all words
and expressions on these lines and insert—

52. Clause 54, page 67, line 6, after this line insert—
“(9) For the purposes of this section, any
amount that is a political donation made
or received for Commonwealth
electoral purposes and is not paid into a
State campaign account of a person or
entity—
(a) is not to be included for the
purposes of calculating the sum of
political donations made by the
donor for the purposes of
subsection (2)(b); and
(b) does not require the provision of a
disclosure return under
subsection (2) or (4).”.

The amendment that I am moving now is
amendment 52 that was circulated in the last sitting
week. The effect of this amendment is to insert a
new section 216(9) to clarify that a disclosure
return is not required for a political donation made
or received for commonwealth electoral purposes
and not paid into the state campaign account of the
recipient. This is one of a series that we moved last
time, and there will be a number of others today, to
make sure that in introducing these reforms we do
not fall foul of commonwealth law in relation to
donations or administration funds that come into
political organisations in Victoria. So it is one
further amendment to make sure that we do not fall
foul of commonwealth provisions.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition will be
supporting this amendment and the following
amendments, which relate to making the
distinction between matters relating to
commonwealth campaigns and Victorian
campaigns, be it in relation to donations, and also
in relation to expenditure. So, as the minister said,
there are a number of amendments which make
that distinction on an expenditure basis and a
donation basis, and the coalition will be supporting
that range of amendments, which clarify that
distinction.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed
to.

“exceeds the general cap is made for
Commonwealth electoral purposes and is not
paid into the State campaign account of the
person or entity.”.
54. Clause 55, page 72, line 13, before “The” insert
“(1)”.
55. Clause 55, page 73, line 31, after this line insert—
“(2) For the purposes of calculating the sum
of all amounts received from a person
or entity during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(ii) or the sum of all
outstanding debts to a person or entity
during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(v), any amount that is
a political donation made or received
for Commonwealth electoral purposes
and is not paid into a State campaign
account of a person or entity is to be
disregarded.”.
56. Clause 55, page 73, line 33, before “The” insert
“(1)”.
57. Clause 55, page 75, line 14, after this line insert—
“(2) For the purposes of calculating the sum
of all amounts received from a person
or entity during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(ii) or the sum of all
outstanding debts to a person or entity
during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(v), any amount that is
a political donation made or received
for Commonwealth electoral purposes
and is not paid into a State campaign
account of a person or entity is to be
disregarded.”.
58. Clause 55, page 75, line 17, before “The” insert
“(1)”.
59. Clause 55, page 76, line 35, after this line insert—
“(2) For the purposes of calculating the sum
of all amounts received from a person
or entity during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(ii) or the sum of all
outstanding debts to a person or entity
during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(v), any amount that is
a political donation made or received
for Commonwealth electoral purposes
and is not paid into a State campaign
account of a person or entity is to be
disregarded.”.
60. Clause 55, page 77, line 2, before “The” insert
“(1)”.
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61. Clause 55, page 78, line 18, after this line insert—
“(2) For the purposes of calculating the sum
of all amounts received from a person
or entity during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(ii) or the sum of all
outstanding debts to a person or entity
during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(v), any amount that is
a political donation made or received
for Commonwealth electoral purposes
and is not paid into a State campaign
account of a person or entity is to be
disregarded.”.
62. Clause 55, page 79, line 12, after this line insert—
“(3) For the purposes of calculating the sum
of all amounts received from a person
or entity during a financial year under
subsection (1)(b)(ii), any amount that is
a political donation made or received
for Commonwealth electoral purposes
and is not paid into a State campaign
account of a person or entity is to be
disregarded.”.

We are now on clause 55, and we go back to the
amendments that I circulated last time we sat. All
of them are designed to make sure that the
Victorian law does not fall foul of commonwealth
reporting obligations.
Amendments agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
63. Clause 55, page 79, line 18, after this line insert—
“217NA Annual returns in respect of financial
year commencing on 1 July 2018
The period in respect of which an annual
return is to be provided in respect of the
financial year commencing on 1 July 2018 is
the period commencing 25 November 2018
and ending on 30 June 2019 and this division
is to be construed accordingly.”.

This is an amendment that was circulated last time
in my name, and it provides that the annual return
in respect of the 2018–19 financial year is for the
period from 25 November 2018 to 30 June 2019.
What that means is that the political parties will be
required to make their first annual return in relation
to the compliance regime of the new funding
arrangements and the new donation reform, so the
first return provided by those parties to the
electoral commission will cover the period
25 November to 30 June next year.
Amendment agreed to.
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Mr JENNINGS — I move:
64. Clause 55, page 81, in item 3 of the TABLE, omit
“$2000” and insert “$4000”.

Amendment 64 has already been tested by earlier
amendments, and is in fact to change the threshold
by which a political party will be recognised as
coming within the provisions of the bill. It
increases the $2000 threshold to $4000 of political
expenditure before it will be covered by provisions
of this legislation.
Amendment agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS — In relation to what I am
about to move, it is the item that was circulated in
my name earlier today. It is connected to clause 55
by relating to the returns being provided to the
electoral commission. It is to insert a table in
amendment 4 about the quantum of payments that
have to be accounted for within that annual return.
Those numbers are the same as we have already
adopted in the committee, being for a party
$200 000 for the first member, $70 000 for the
second member and $35 000 for subsequent
members. I move:
3.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 55, page 80, line 10, after “return” insert
“provided under this Division”.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Acting President, I
seek your clarification on whether we are referring
to Mr Jennings’s further amendments 3 and 4 or
just —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Mr Melhem) — At this point we are only dealing
with amendment 3; we are going to come to
amendment 4 shortly. We are dealing with
amendment 3 at this point in time, which amends
new section 217P. It is a consequential addition of
words as a result of Mr Jennings’s further
amendment 1. We are only dealing with
amendment 3 at this stage.
Mr JENNINGS — Sorry, Acting President, I
was segueing perhaps too quickly. Further
suggested amendment 3 is a consequential
amendment in relation to further words to be
inserted to make it consistent with further
suggested amendment 1, which I moved earlier
today. So it is a consequential amendment.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So, Minister, just for
the avoidance of doubt I want to clarify that your
further amendment 3 has the effect of providing
that an annual return in relation to administrative
expenditure is not required to be published by the
commission. There are some returns that will be
published by the commission, but the effect of this
amendment is to provide that a return in relation to
administrative expenditure will not be published.
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beyond the scope of what is provided for within
this bill.

I have been encouraged to answer what I think was
the first question. Administration funding and the
broader application of the annual return will not be
published. It will only be elements that relate to the
political expenditure that are actually published.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
It is a bit difficult to take comfort from that insofar
as the commission is subject to the FOI act and
there is not an exemption for the commission. We
saw as recently as yesterday information which
was previously understood to be personal
information — the names and salaries of staff in
the previous government — apparently released
under FOI. So the scope for personal data to be
released under FOI is seemingly there. There is
nothing in this bill which seeks to say information
that comes in in returns — the unpublished
information that comes in in returns — is not
subject to the FOI act. It would ultimately come
down to the commissioner saying, ‘No, it’s
exempt’, and potentially an applicant seeking a
review by the FOI commissioner and subsequently
a review by VCAT, which could overturn the
electoral commissioner’s view that the
unpublished contents of the returns are in fact not
subject to FOI.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Minister, a further question arises in relation to the
reporting regime under this bill both in this
provision but also more broadly. For the first time
a lot of information is being reported to the VEC
which traditionally has not been reported to the
VEC about expenditure by parties — obviously
campaign expenditure and administrative
expenditure. Can you clarify — and I do not know
the answer to this — whether the VEC is subject to
the Freedom of Information Act 1982 and whether
therefore these returns, even those elements which
are not published, could be accessible under the
Freedom of Information Act?

Mr JENNINGS — I accept that. It may be a
bit of an unfortunate 24 hours in which you ask
that question, but the way that you described it is
the way that it would operate in practice. This
legislative reform is not designed to change the
practice and the consideration that the VEC would
undertake to acquit its obligation under its primary
act, which this is, and its appropriate consideration
of the scope or limitations of how the FOI act
should apply to it. By design you would actually
hope that they would be able to acquit the
appropriate decision in achieving obviously what
is a potential privacy policy concern that you have
raised.

Mr JENNINGS — We believe that whilst the
VEC is covered by freedom of information
legislation, in terms of the reporting requirements
in the annual return publishing and the release of
information that the VEC would undertake they
would be consistent with the obligations and
expectations established within this act. Any
matter beyond that in terms of anything that dealt
with privacy or other considerations in terms of the
public interest in the exemptions and the release
would be constrained by the VEC’s view about the
appropriateness of that information being released,
just as the pre-existing circumstances may have
occurred. The only change in this matter in terms
of disclosures that will be imposed because of this
legislation does not add to the disclosure regime

Further suggested amendment agreed to.

Mr JENNINGS — It is to clarify that an
annual return given to acquit administrative
expenditure funding will not be published by the
commission. That is the effect of the amendment.
New section 217P will only require an annual
return given under the disclosure and reporting
scheme to be — sorry, I have got a very circular
explanation.

Mr JENNINGS — I move:
4.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 55, page 81, omit items 4 to 8 of the
TABLE and insert—
“4

Section 207GA(1)(a)— $200 000

5

Section 207GA(1)(b)(i)— $200 000

6

Section 207GA(1)(b)(ii)— $70 000

7

Section 207GA(1)(b)(iii)— $35 000”.
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I apologise to the committee that I got ahead of
myself before by starting to talk about this matter.
This amendment replaces $2000 with $4000 in the
indexation table under new section 217Q. This is a
consequential amendment as a result of
amendment 19, which changed the threshold
amount to qualify as a third-party campaigner from
$2000 to $4000.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — We do not support
these new thresholds, but as this is just the
indexation provision I do not intend to divide on
this amendment.
Further suggested amendment agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
66. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 55, page 81, after item 10 of the TABLE
insert—
“10A Section 215A(2)(a)— $1.00
10B

Section 215A(2)(b)— $25 000”.

On the way through, just for the committee’s
benefit, I am not moving amendment 65 as
previously circulated. I am moving amendment 66,
which has the effect of inserting the amounts
referred to in the policy development funding
provision as inserted by amendment 51 into the
indexation table. This is a consequential impact of
amendments that have already been adopted by the
committee.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Again, this is a
provision that we do not support, but as it is again
just the indexation provision we will not divide on
it.
Suggested amendment agreed to; clause
postponed; clause 56 agreed to.
Clause 57
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, I would
like to ask you — we touched on this earlier —
about the provisions of new section 218B,
‘Offence to enter into or carry out scheme’. What I
am seeking here is to understand what is a scheme.
New section 218B says:
(1) A person must not enter into, or carry out, a
scheme, whether alone or with any other person,
with the intention of circumventing a prohibition
or requirement under this Part.
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Now, what is not clear is what that actually means.
If a party or an individual finds a way in which to
comply with the act and they may change what
they are doing in order to comply with the act —
there is a new act, new provisions, all parties and
Independent candidates will be looking at what
they do with donations, funding, electoral
expenditure et cetera — and they interpret the act
to apply in a certain way, how does this provision
affect their decision to make certain arrangements
which they believe comply with the act?
Mr JENNINGS — Ultimately it relates to two
things. For the person who could have this offence
alleged against them, ultimately it depends upon
their disclosure and the clarity of transfer of money
going back from third-party campaigners,
associated entities and political donors into
political organisations or registered political
parties. In fact the prescriptions of the bill are to
outline a clear passage of transparency, because
each of those entities that I have just described —
third-party campaigners, associated entities,
registered political parties — can actually spend as
much money as they like in the political system.
What they cannot do is transfer payments from one
to the other or find some financial device to
actually change the intention of the bill, which is to
limit the transfer of money from one to the other to
a $4000 capped limit. So the importance for the
person who is potentially subjected to these
offence provisions is that they need to be able to
account clearly what, if any, transfer of money
between those entities occurred.
If they enter into a mechanism or a scheme, as you
described, that obscures or hides from public view
the transfer of money from one of those entities to
another, then that is the offence. The requirement
then from the commission is to make an
assessment about whether this has been a
manipulation of the transparency provisions and
the clarity of that, or a mechanism or a scheme that
has been designed to obscure that. The
commission would determine that on the basis of
the evidence before it. If in fact people have acted
in good faith, that would be a legitimate defence in
relation to how the legislation works.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
That provides some clarification, but if I could
give you an example. The bill does not provide a
cap on affiliation fees, so if a third-party
campaigner that is currently a donor to a party
decides in conjunction with that party that it will
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change its relationship and it will now pay an
affiliation fee to the party — so it might pay a
$10 000 affiliation fee, because affiliation fees are
allowed and donations are not — would that be a
scheme for the purposes of an offence under this
provision?
Mr JENNINGS — It would be if that $10 000
ended up as part of a political campaign. If it ends
up in a political campaign fund, then yes, it would.
This is a conversation we had at great length last
time in the committee. Affiliation fees we actually
think will reach a natural ceiling because in fact
the money will be quarantined in its use to
administrative funding. If it transfers into the
political campaign funding, then that would fall
foul of the legislation.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So in that instance,
Minister, it would be a breach of the legislation,
quite apart from this provision, because they would
be using affiliation fees for a purpose which the
bill does not permit for the use of affiliation fees?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — If it was used for
administrative expenditure, though, it would not be
a scheme under this provision, it would not be a
breach of this provision?
Mr JENNINGS — That is true.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Can I use another
example, Minister, where again a third-party
campaigner traditionally made a donation to a
party which ran a campaign. The party and the
third-party campaigner look at the new provisions
in this bill and decide that the third-party
campaigner will undertake a political campaign.
So it liaises with the party, the party tells it what
creative it wants, what approach it wants to take,
basically designs a campaign for the third-party
campaigner, but it is the third-party campaigner
that actually commissions the campaign and
undertakes the expenditure — $50 000, whatever,
a large amount above the thresholds in the bill;
would that be a scheme for the purposes of this
provision?
Mr JENNINGS — Ultimately the test that the
commission would apply to what you just
described is whether the third-party campaigner
was acting independently and with a degree of
autonomy or a degree of direction and being a
coordinated part of the registered political party’s
campaign. Ultimately it would be assessed on the
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evidence that is available. There is nothing to
preclude third-party campaigners running
campaigns that may run in parallel or recommend
voting for any party, but it needs to be clear who is
paying for it, how they are paying for it and how
much they have spent on it. In relation to the
direction or influence, there may be question
marks that the commission would actually
examine in relation to the degree of whether that is
a contrivance or whether that is a true separation of
entities.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — But, Minister, the
difficulty with that is that the provisions around
what a third-party campaigner can do do not
require them to act independently. There is nothing
in the sections of the bill we talked about back in
June that says a third-party campaigner must act
independently or must not act in concert with a
registered political party. So are you suggesting
that this catch-all provision on schemes now
introduces a requirement for independence in the
actions of a party or a third-party campaigner?
Mr JENNINGS — No. You asked me for
some examples, and I think I gave you some
comfort in relation to that, but it is a matter of the
allocation of money being clear, the allocation of
money being accounted for as part of either a
separate campaign or an integrated campaign. You
would expect in a system such as ours that in fact
there will be parallel third-party campaigns and
political campaigns by registered parties.
Ultimately at the end of the day it is the clarity of
the delineation of the resource that is allocated and
the decision-making that is associated with the
structure of the campaign.
Clause agreed to; clauses 58 to 62 agreed to.
New clause
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
NEW CLAUSE
67. Insert the following New Clause to follow
clause 62—
‘DD New sections 222DB and 222DC
inserted
After section 222DA of the Electoral
Act 2002 insert—
“222DB Review to be conducted
(1) The Minister must cause an
independent review of the operation of
the amendments of this Act made by
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the Electoral Legislation Amendment
Act 2018 (the 2018 amendments) to be
conducted by an expert panel appointed
under section 222DC.
(2) The review must be completed within
12 months after 25 November 2022.
(3) The review must examine and make
recommendations in relation to the
following—
(a) whether this Act should be further
amended to provide for a cap on
political expenditure and if so—
(i)

whether the cap should apply
generally or to specific
persons or entities;

(ii) the value of the cap;
(iii) the consequences of a failure
to comply with the cap;
(b) the impact of the 2018
amendments upon third party
campaigners, small community
groups and not-for-profit entities;
(c) the operation of the disclosure
scheme given effect to by the 2018
amendments including, but not
limited to, the operation of
disclosure returns;
(d) the effectiveness of the 2018
amendments so far as they relate to
electronic assisted voting.
(4) The review may examine and make
recommendations in relation to
contemporary trends and issues in
respect of the electoral funding
including, but not limited to, the
funding of political parties or candidates
(however described).
(5) The Minister must cause a copy of a
report of the review to be laid before
each House of Parliament on or before
10 sitting days after the day on which
the review is completed.
(6) If the review recommends that this Act
be amended, the Minister must use the
Minister’s best endeavours to ensure
that the Act is amended in accordance
with the recommendations before the
general election to be held in November
2026.
222DC Review to be conducted by expert
panel
(1) The review of the 2018 amendments
must be conducted by an expert panel

Tuesday, 24 July 2018
comprised of 3 members appointed by
the Minister.
(2) Before appointing the expert panel, the
Minister must propose 3 members to the
Electoral Matters Committee
established under section 5 of the
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003,
each of whom must have experience in
one or more of the following areas—
(a) community advocacy and
engagement;
(b) legal and regulatory compliance;
(c) contemporary issues relating to
electoral funding.
(3) A proposed member must not be any of
the following—
(a) a current employee of a public
service body, a public entity or a
special body (within the meaning
of the Public Administration Act
2004);
(b) a current employee or executive of
a registered political party;
(c) the current Electoral
Commissioner or an employee or
other member of staff of the
Commission;
(d) a current or former Member of the
Parliament of Victoria.
(4) The Electoral Matters Committee may,
within 30 days of receiving advice of
3 proposed members of the expert panel
from the Minister, veto one or more of
the proposed members.
(5) If the Electoral Matters Committee
vetoes one or more of the proposed
members, the Electoral Matters
Committee must propose 2 alternative
member for each vetoed proposed
member, each of whom—
(a) must have experience in an area
specified in paragraph (2)(a), (b)
or (c); and
(b) must not be a person specified in
subsection (3).
(6) If the Electoral Matters Committee
proposes 2 alternative members for a
vetoed proposed member, the Minister
must appoint one of the alternative
members instead of appointing the
proposed vetoed member, unless the
alternative member does not satisfy the
requirements of subsection (5)(a) and
(b), in which case the Minister must ask
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the Electoral Matters Committee to
propose another member.
(7) In conducting the review, the expert
panel may inform itself as it sees fit,
having regard to appropriate privacy
considerations relating to electronic
assisted voting.”.’

This amendment will provide for a review to be
conducted of these amendments with a particular
focus on the impact of the caps, the impact of the
scheme on third-party campaigners and
not-for-profit organisations, the operation of
real-time reporting and the effectiveness of
electronic-assisted voting reforms.
Reviews of significant legislative reforms are
increasingly common and will provide a useful
opportunity to consider the operation of the
amendments after the first election cycle. The
review will be conducted within 12 months of the
November 2022 general election, and a copy of the
report will be tabled in Parliament. The review will
be conducted by three independent experts with
relevant experience in community advocacy and
engagement, legal and regulatory compliance, and
contemporary issues relating to electoral funding.
To preserve the independence of the expert panel,
the panel will not include current MPs, the
Victorian electoral commissioner or members of
the commission’s staff or members of the
Victorian public sector. The Electoral Matters
Committee will have a veto power over the
proposed members and must provide two
alternative appointees with the required skills for
every vetoed member. The minister must then
choose from the alternate candidates.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, just one
question: why wasn’t this included in the original
bill?
Mr JENNINGS — As you know, we believe
in continuous improvement.
Dr RATNAM — I would just like to speak
briefly to this review clause. The Greens support a
review of the amendments made by the bill that we
are debating, and we believe that such significant
changes should be subject to review. In particular I
want to highlight that the review will specifically
look at expenditure caps, as mentioned in my
second-reading speech. The lack of expenditure
caps in the bill is the most significant missed
opportunity, we believe, with this legislation. It
will also look at the disclosure scheme. While the
bill provides a significant improvement, it is short
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of best practice, and an online continuous real-time
disclosure regime should be brought in as soon as
possible. We would expect such a review — as
countless reviews before have found — to
recommend even stricter disclosure. It will also
cover the impact of the changes on not-for-profit
and small community groups, and I covered our
concerns about the impact of the bill on these
groups earlier in my contributions.
The Greens’ negotiations with the government
have ensured that these matters are covered in the
review, and we thank the minister for
incorporating those. The terms of reference are
wide enough to ensure any unforeseen matters can
also be considered and that other trends in electoral
funding will be subject to review.
New clause agreed to.
Clause 63
Mr JENNINGS — I move:
5.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 63, page 87, lines 13 to 30, omit all words
and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘(2) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the following are entitled
to be provided with one Parliamentary
adviser—
(a) each independent elected member
of the Parliament of Victoria;
(b) the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of
Victoria which is not a party
forming Government and which
has only one elected member.
(2A) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of
Victoria which is not a party forming
Government and which has more than
one elected member but less than
6 elected members, is entitled to be
provided with—
(a) 2 Parliamentary advisers; and
(b) one Parliamentary adviser for each
2 elected members of the party.
(2B) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of
Victoria which is not a party forming
Government and which has more than
5 elected members but less than
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12 elected members, is entitled to be
provided with—
(a) one Parliamentary adviser; and
(b) one Parliamentary adviser for each
2 elected members of the party.
(2C) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of
Victoria which is not a party forming
Government and which has more than
11 elected members, is entitled to be
provided with one Parliamentary
adviser for each 2 elected members of
the party.
(2D) For the purposes of determining the
entitlement under subsections (2), (2A),
(2B) and (2C)—
(a) the number of elected members of
a party represented in the
Parliament of Victoria; and
(b) the number of independent elected
members of the Parliament of
Victoria—
is to be determined as at the date that
the result of the general election at
which the members are elected is
declared by the Commission under
section 121 of the Electoral Act 2002.
(2E) The entitlement determined under
subsection (2D) is to be recalculated as
at the date that the result of an election,
other than a general election, is declared
by the Commission under section 121
of the Electoral Act 2002 only in
relation to—
(a) the elected member who held the
seat that became vacant and
resulted in the holding of the
election; and
(b) the candidate that is declared
elected at the election and is an
elected member of a party
represented in the Parliament of
Victoria or an independent elected
member of the Parliament of
Victoria.”.’.

My apologies to the committee. I got ahead of
myself before, but on this occasion I intend to
move further suggested amendment 5 in my name,
which was circulated today. This amendment is
proposed in place of amendments 68 and 69
circulated in my name on 22 June. This
amendment replaces new sections 99(2) and
99(2A) of the Public Administration Act 2004 as
inserted by clause 63 of the bill.
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The amendment will provide new ratios for
calculating the entitlement to employ
parliamentary advisers as follows: an Independent
elected member or a party with only one elected
member is entitled to be provided with one
parliamentary adviser; a party with two to five
elected members is entitled to be provided with
two parliamentary advisers and one parliamentary
adviser for each two elected members; a party with
six to 11 elected members is entitled to be
provided with one parliamentary adviser and one
parliamentary adviser for each two elected
members; and a party with 12 or more elected
members is entitled to be provided with one
parliamentary adviser for each two elected
members.
The entitlement will be determined as at the date
when the result of the general election is declared
by the Victorian Electoral Commission. The
entitlement may be recalculated following a
by-election, supplementary election or re-election,
but only in relation to the elected member whose
seat has become vacant, resulting in the election,
and the candidate at the election who is declared
elected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, I have a
couple of questions. I take from that final provision
that where a member leaves a party that will not
result in a change of the staffing level that was
previously provided to the party.
Mr JENNINGS — That is correct.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, could you
just run through in numerical terms the difference
in the staffing allocation of what this amendment
does versus proposed amendment 68, which you
previously introduced? Obviously you spoke about
the ratios in this proposed amendment, and there
were ratios in the previous proposed amendment.
Can you give the committee an indication of what
the actual effect of the relative amendment is? Is it
to provide more staff to smaller parties and have it
taper out at a lower level for major parties? Is it an
overall reduction in the number of staff which
would have been provided under the former
model? In simple terms what is the actual effect of
these ratios which you have talked about?
Obviously, we have not had the opportunity to
calculate their actual impact, but presumably the
government has done that. Could you just compare
this with your previously proposed clause 68,
please?

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Mr JENNINGS — In fact I will go back even
further. I am pleased to do this because this is
something that had I been left to my own devices I
would have done at the beginning of this term to
give guarantees to non-government members
about the number of their advisers. I am glad I am
finally catching up close to the end of the term.
During the course of this term there had been
28 advisers provided up until this point in time
across the Parliament to support MPs. Currently
the coalition have 22 members. Under this
proposal there will be an additional five positions
if they act as a coalition, but 22 advisors for the
Liberal Party and five advisers for the National
Party. The Greens currently have one full-time
equivalent, and this would actually take it to five.
The Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party currently
have one, and this would take it to three. The
Australian Conservatives have one, and they will
stay at one. Reason Victoria is at one, and they will
stay at one. Vote 1 Local Jobs is currently at one,
and they stay at one. The member for Shepparton
has one, and she will receive one. The member for
Morwell currently does not have one, but he would
be entitled to one if re-elected. The member for
Melton does not have one, and he would be
entitled to one if he is re-elected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
In contrast to your previous proposed
amendment 68, are you able to give an
indication —
Mr JENNINGS — The beneficiaries of this
change have been the Liberal Party, the National
Party, the Greens and the Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party. Each of them have picked up either
one or two advisers.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Relative to
amendment 68?
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all bills and all other parliamentary business in this
place, and we do so with extremely limited staff as
has just been outlined. We helped negotiate this
amendment with the government and believe it
will help ensure business in this place and the
debates we conduct on important matters are the
better for it. It goes a long way to improving the
health and strength of our parliamentary systems
and therefore our democracy too.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition will
not oppose this amendment either. I just place on
record, to balance the table that Mr Jennings
outlined, that of course the government as an
incumbent government has substantial resources as
well. I think the story on Channel 7 last night
indicated something in the order of 260 staff, but
Mr Jennings might want to correct me.
Mr Jennings — No, I don’t.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The allocation that
we are talking about today should be kept in that
context as well.
Mrs PEULICH — If I may just ask a question.
Have there been any estimates as to the additional
costs for the additional staff members in terms of
technology, space, desks and rooms — any
indication of the cost of that?
Mr JENNINGS — The cost that is associated
with the increase from what was provided for
within the bill, in terms of staffing costs to this
cost, is in the order of $638 000.
I have to interrupt business.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional
orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Committee resumed.

Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mrs Peulich — Four extra ones for the Greens.
Is that correct? From one to five?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, but Mr Rich-Phillips
asked a different question.
Dr RATNAM — I have no further questions,
just a few comments. The Greens believe this is an
important amendment that will enable MPs of
smaller parties more staffing resources to better
engage with Parliament in the business we conduct
here. The Greens, for example, cover all portfolios,

Mr JENNINGS — I have finished in relation
to the cost of the staffing. In relation to the on
costs, that will have to be factored in in the running
of the Parliament.
Mrs PEULICH — So the costs of additional
access to IT officers, desk space and so on have
not been factored into these calculations?
Mr JENNINGS — That will be an additional
cost.
Further suggested amendment agreed to.
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Mr JENNINGS — I move:
6.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 63, page 88, line 8, lines 4 to 9, omit all
words and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘candidate has the same meaning as it has in
section 3 of the Electoral Act 2002;
elected member has the same meaning as it
has in section 206(1) of the Electoral
Act 2002;
general election has the same meaning as it
has in section 3 of the Electoral Act
2002;
independent elected member has the same
meaning as it has in section 207G of the
Electoral Act 2002;
party has the same meaning as registered
political party has in section 3 of the
Electoral Act 2002.”.’.

This is a consequential amendment to assist the
implementation of the scheme that I have just
outlined. So it is to support that provision inserted
by that last amendment. Further suggested
amendment 6 inserts new definitions of
‘candidate’, ‘elected member’, ‘general election’,
‘independent elected member’ and ‘party’ within
the relevant section, which is section 99, of the
Public Administration Act 2004, and these terms
will have the same meaning as provided within the
Electoral Act 2002. So it is to provide consistency
to enable that scheme that we have just adopted in
further suggested amendment 5 to be
implemented.
Further suggested amendment agreed to;
clause postponed; clause 64 agreed to.
Progress reported.
Suggested amendments reported to house.
Report adopted.
Ordered to be returned to Assembly with
message informing them of decision of house.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Bangerang Cultural Centre
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:35) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs. The action that I seek is for the
minister to provide assistance to the Bangerang
Cultural Centre to establish a business model that
will ensure the centre’s long-term operation. For
36 years the Bangerang Cultural Centre has been
the jewel in the crown for the Bangerang people,
Australia’s first Aboriginal cultural keeping place.
I have spoken many times in this place about the
importance of the Bangerang Cultural Centre to
the Bangerang people and have asked that the
minister commit funding to ensure the centre
remained open. I warned that without adequate
support the Bangerang Cultural Centre would be
forced to close. All funding applications and
requests by me and the Bangerang people have
been ignored by the minister, and the centre has
now ceased operation. More than that, the
treatment of the Bangerang Cultural Centre by the
minister has been nothing short of disgusting. The
vague, generic responses I have received from the
minister to questions on this issue show the utter
contempt Minister Hutchins has for the Bangerang
Cultural Centre and the Bangerang people.
On 7 December 2016 I raised the matter in an
adjournment debate for the minister. Her reply
nearly six months later stated that her department
did not have a funding stream available for
Bangerang’s request. The minister added in her
response that she would pass my request to the
Minister for Creative Industries. Fourteen months
later I am yet to receive any further response.
On 8 September 2017 I again asked the minister
for a funding commitment for the Bangerang
Cultural Centre. The response I received from the
acting minister was verbatim from the first
response, without mention of forwarding it to the
creative industries minister.
On 19 January 2018 I wrote to the minister
warning that the cultural centre would be forced to
close without urgent government assistance. The
reply dated 27 February stated that I would receive
subsequent advice shortly. I am still waiting for the
further advice. To add insult to injury, the minister
toured Bangerang Cultural Centre on 10 July and
told the management she was there to announce
funding for another Aboriginal organisation but
not for the Bangerang.
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I once again implore the minister to intervene and
ensure the reopening of the Bangerang Cultural
Centre and its ongoing operation. The action that I
seek from the minister is for the minister to cease
ignoring the terrible plight of the Bangerang
Cultural Centre, which has been forced to close its
doors, and acknowledge the importance of the
centre to Indigenous people by providing
assistance to establish a business model to ensure
the centre’s long-term operation.

Merri Creek
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:37) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
for Water and is in relation to erosion and sediment
in the Merri Creek. Much of my adjournment
matter has been provided to me by the Merri Creek
management committee, who are very concerned
with the dramatic change of colour in the Merri
Creek. They report that from its usual darkish hue
it has gone to a worrying pale-yellow hue,
reporting that many locals reported to them their
concerns about that. They report that the spate of
yellow muddiness began after rain in mid-May and
continued for more than three weeks — an
unprecedented time. Old hands in the region said
that the turbidity in the Merri Creek was much
worse than anything they had seen in their decades
of creek watching. What caused the massive
pollution event? Was it natural or the result of
disturbance from urban development activity?
The pale yellow colour of the Merri Creek is the
key clue that the committee followed in its
investigation. The colour is far from normal for the
Merri. Most of the Merri catchment drains dark
basalt-derived clay soils which give the creek its
usual dark colour, but some of the Merri’s upper
tributaries drain areas with a very different
geochemistry — the highly weathered subsoils are
very erodible and pale in colour.
Kalkallo Creek near Donnybrook was a prime
suspect. Information from others and a quick visit
by the Merri Creek management committee
confirmed this creek was thick with pale yellow
sediment. Nearby, also in Donnybrook,
Merri Creek carried far less sediment.
Kalkallo Creek is notorious for its erosion gullies,
metres deep, in its headwaters near Old Sydney
Road. Less well known are the highly erodible
sodic subsoils in the flatter parts of the catchment.
The management committee has seen these
subsoils rapidly lose their structural integrity when
wetted. Worryingly, these soils appear to
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extensively underlie new residential and
employment areas being developed west of the
Hume Highway.
The committee made two site visits in May and
identified major problems. Exposed subsoil in a
constructed waterway near Donnybrook Road was
fast eroding and the structure of the waterway was
failing; a sediment basin was full of
sediment-laden water, but much of the sediment
was not settling to the bottom of the basin, instead
flowing downstream; and the construction of a
temporary drain on the north side of Donnybrook
Road has led to the exposure of yellow subsoil and
significant erosion, which needs to be brought
under control. They detail a range of issues in
relation to that, but mostly they are in relation to
essentially a lack of planning controls around this
that could have prevented these issues from being
problems in the first place.
The action I seek is that the Minister for Water
urgently investigate this issue and ensure
corrective action is taken to bring this important
urban waterway back to better health.

High Street, Reservoir, level crossing
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(18:41) — My adjournment matter tonight is for
the Minister for Public Transport in the other
place, and it concerns the Level Crossing Removal
Authority and the High Street, Reservoir, level
crossing. In 2014 the local member, Robin Scott,
said by way of many signs around the area that
only Labor will remove the Reservoir crossing.
Over two years ago, in January 2016, the
government announced that they will remove the
Reservoir and Preston crossings. Rightly so, they
expressed that these two crossings were two of the
most dangerous and congested crossings in
Melbourne’s north and said that contracts and
work would begin in 2018.
What we have come to learn of this Labor
government is that they love glossy
announcements but they are very slow to deliver.
According to the Level Crossing Removal
Authority website, both projects are still in the
planning phase. After two years, no decision has
been made on the final design. According to the
website, option 1 is to build a rail bridge over High
Street, which would be around 9 metres high at its
highest point and 1 kilometre long, with a new
island platform above ground; and option 2 is to
lower the train line into a 1.3-kilometre-long open
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trench under High Street with the new station
platforms below ground level.
We have experienced the ugliness of sky rail in the
northern suburbs already. Further north, people are
frustrated with sky rail; they are angry. They are
angry about the fact that sky rail has occurred up
there when they were never promised that that was
going to happen. It was always going to be at
grade or below grade. They have got these
monumental bridges coming over their houses, and
they are being kept awake at night.
The action I seek from the minister is to rule out
sky rail for this section of line in Reservoir before
the upcoming election and end the delays for this
project.

Family violence
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan)
(18:42) — My adjournment matter is for the
Attorney-General. The action I seek relates to the
unintended gendered impacts of the government’s
proposed mandatory sentencing reforms, and I
note that they are yet to come before this house.
I have received representations from Fitzroy Legal
Service, the Centre for Excellence in Child and
Family Welfare and other peak bodies, whose
concerns I share. They stress that the risk of a
mandatory jail term for injuring a police officer
may in fact have the unintended consequence of
deterring victims of family violence from calling
police for help in the first place, heightening their
risk of harm and forcing family violence further
underground. They provided two examples to me:
families caring for loved ones with mental illness
or drug problems choosing to manage those
dangerous emergencies alone; and victims of
family violence choosing not to call the police for
fear of retribution from their partner should that
call lead to their partner being locked up.
Given an injury under this proposed legislation
means temporary mental harm, a significant pain
or an injury that is more than superficial or trivial,
it could occur incidentally in the course of an
arrest, particularly where the family member is
affected by mental illness, alcohol or drugs. The
consequence is that someone who desperately
needs police assistance may simply not call them
because they are conflicted in their desire to
protect their loved one. Certainly I heard
comments made that it would just take this
happening once — for example, in somewhere like

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

the Fitzroy flats — and one person being locked up
and everyone in that whole community would be
reluctant to call the police.
Accordingly the action I am seeking is that the
Attorney-General, in recognising these potential
effects, causes them to be monitored in a detailed
and comprehensive way as part of the reforms that
probably will go through this house shortly, with a
mechanism to review the legislation should we see
a flattening in family violence reporting or an
increase in serious family violence incidents.

Mair Street, Ballarat
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (18:45) —
My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety and it relates
to the redevelopment of Mair Street and more
broadly Sturt Street as well, in Ballarat.
I am in receipt of an email from someone I believe
is an employee of VicRoads. It reads:
Hi all,
Just wanted to drop a … line in regards to the
comments made in the Courier today about parking in
the CBD (referring to Sturt Street but it’s all the one
CBD of course).
Those assertions do not reflect our position on the
matter as we continue to develop our projects in the
CBD.

This VicRoads worker who has written this is
actually referring to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety when he says, ‘Those assertions do
not reflect our position on the matter’. One must
ask: who is actually running VicRoads? Is it the
minister or is it Mr Matt Hustwaite, who sent this
email saying that the views of the minister do not
reflect the position of VicRoads?
The position put by the minister in the quote from
the Courier referred to in this email was:
The problem at the moment is that there’s lots of car
parking — I’ll go there today and park in the main
street — but that’s disturbing in itself because it means
there’s not enough people coming in and using the area.
Let’s be blunt, there are far too many car parks in the
CBD vacant, and that is a serious issue.
The idea that you would have a CBD with car parks
everywhere indicates we’re not getting enough passing
pedestrian trade.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

That particular quote does not reflect the view of
the vast, vast majority of people in Ballarat who
understand that there is actually a significant
problem with the lack of parking within our CBD.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety is
completely detached from reality and from the
general view of the Ballarat community — that is,
that we have a significant issue with car parking in
Ballarat. Indeed this is a view that the Ballarat
council has been grappling with for a while. The
fact that the minister for roads has decided to come
to Ballarat and dictate to our community and say
that we have an appropriate level of car parking is
just absolutely absurd, and it is something that our
community wants nothing to do with.
However, more specifically I wanted to go to the
issue of the Mair Street redevelopment, where the
government has proposed slashing something in
the order of 200 car parks from Mair Street. The
issue is that the traders in Mair Street have been
seeking the plans for the redevelopment from
VicRoads, but VicRoads have refused to give
these plans to the traders so they can appropriately
assess what impact it is going to have.
The action I seek is for the minister to immediately
release the government’s plans for Mair Street so
that the community can have certainty, and in
particular the traders, about what impact this will
have on their businesses.

Tibetan community
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan)
(18:48) — My adjournment matter is for the
Premier, Daniel Andrews. The current
environmental threats facing Tibet are a powerful
reminder of our interconnectedness as a species
and a biosphere. The Tibetan Plateau is known as
the Earth’s third pole because of its strategic
importance as the largest repository of fresh water
outside the North and South poles. It is the source
of the Earth’s eight largest river systems, and it
sustains more than 1.4 billion people.
Tibet is also a climate change epicentre. It is
warming at nearly three times the rate of the rest of
the Earth, with the glaciers in the Himalayas
disappearing at a rate of 7 per cent a year. These
events are made worse by rapid urbanisation,
deforestation, desertification, natural resource
extraction and the introduction of mass
hydroelectric projects. This has occurred as China
has become increasingly hostile to the Dalai
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Lama’s widely supported calls, since 2008, for
Tibetan autonomy, not separation.
I was fortunate to attend a Refugee Week panel in
Footscray in late June, where I learned that
153 Tibetans, mainly Buddhist priests, have
self-immolated since February 2009. The local
Victorian Tibetan community held strong and
talked about the 153 activists literally destroyed
over the plight of the Tibetan people and the
destruction of their country. Such direct action
lends consideration to the degree to which their
human freedoms are under threat.
In representing a multicultural community that
holds human rights as both fundamental and
pre-eminent, it is important for the Victorian
Parliament to support our communities and
advocate for human rights around the world.
Today I call on the Premier to publicly support the
human rights of the Tibetan people and the Dalai
Lama’s position on Tibetan autonomy; to endorse
independent media, non-government organisations
and the United Nations having unfettered access to
all Tibetan areas; and to publicly support the
Victorian Tibetan community’s advocacy for a
meaningful dialogue between the Dalai Lama and
the Chinese leadership towards a peaceful
resolution.
The PRESIDENT — Ms Truong, I have got to
rule that out because it is a national issue. It is not
one that you can actually invite the Premier to take
a position on. In fact it is beyond his jurisdiction
and the jurisdiction of the state government to
actually be involved in those sorts of matters. I
guess the value for you is that you have got it on
the record on this occasion and you have learned a
lesson, but it does not stand as an adjournment
item.

Community safety
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:50) — I
wish to raise a matter this evening for the Premier.
It concerns his comments once again of recent
times that there are no gangs in Melbourne and
that we do not have a gang problem. I wish to refer
him to the Facebook contribution of a resident of
Point Cook on Sunday of last week. The resident
said:
Please take caution when walking around P/Cook
community at night, my son last night was bashed
unconscious by group of 8 Sudanese whilst on his way
home. Phone stolen, keys etc., when he came to his
senses from being KO’d they asked him to reset his
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phone and for iCloud info, when he couldn’t remember
they KO’d him again. Started with 2 jumping him then
6 more came from behind bushes and one had a knife
and my son had some minor cuts as he tried to resist.
Police have all info albeit it limited, but this post is for
all to PLEASE take extra care, the assault occurred
around SL shopping area not far from McDonald’s.

This is not an isolated incident. I have over the last
two years on numerous occasions been notified of
incidents in which people have been assaulted,
attacked, bashed and robbed in the western
suburbs of Melbourne by gangs. For the Premier to
say that there are no gangs, I have to say, leaves
me almost speechless. Certainly the people of the
west know that that is not true, and the more he
denies the reality of it the more they regard him
with a fair degree of disdain.
What I am asking the Premier to do is to join me in
the western suburbs. I will be very happy to take
him to meet the victims of gang violence so that he
can be aware of the impact of this very severe
problem. I know it is not just in the western
suburbs; it is in quite a few areas in Melbourne, but
I am just concentrating here on the west. I would
be very happy to take the Premier around to meet a
number of people who have been victims of gang
violence in Truganina, Tarneit, Point Cook and
Werribee. These are areas where gang violence is
rife. I think it is very, very important that the
Premier as the leader of this state is aware of what
is going on in the state that he leads. I ask the
Premier to join me, and I will, as a very great
pleasure, introduce him to a number of victims of
the gang violence of which I speak.

Sports funding
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:54) — My
adjournment debate matter this evening is for the
Minister for Sport in the other place. It beggars
belief that Daniel Andrews is prepared to give
$225 million for a free kick to rebuild Etihad
Stadium, when many local sporting clubs,
particularly in rural and regional Victoria and in
my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region, are
struggling for basic facilities. While the AFL gets a
free multimillion-dollar kick, the Andrews
government is introducing loan facilities where
grassroots players and clubs have to come cap in
hand to ask for a loan to rebuild their basic
facilities, and then they have to pay it back with
interest.
The irony is not lost on many families across
Gippsland. Let us look at one example of a great
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club that desperately needs an upgrade to its
clubrooms and could do with an absolute grant
rather than a loan and an interest-free payment.
The Churchill Rams soccer club has shovel-ready
plans. Their old facilities were built before the
Boer War — they are antiquated. They are no
longer fit for purpose in any way. They have a
great club with many juniors coming on. They are
rebuilding their women’s team, but it is incredibly
difficult to encourage women to come and play
and then stay afterwards when the shower facilities
are so substandard.
The cost of the build is $500 000 — that is the
minimum cost for one of the loans. Now, if they
were to pay back the loan at the current rate over a
15-year period, the cost each month would be
close to — just under — $3500 per month. To
repay that is out of the reach of most families and
many small businesses, let alone a not-for-profit
club of mums and dads. The scheme says that it
will pay half the interest rate, but also interest rates
are subject to fluctuating markets and therefore in
this current climate are apt to rise in the future.
There are other clubs around — I could list a
whole range — from the netball clubs in
Leongatha to Yallourn-Yallourn North Football
Netball Club and the recreational reserves in
Lucknow and Boisdale up in East Gippsland. We
have great kids, and they need to be encouraged to
play a variety of sports, particularly our girls, and
have positive life experiences through great clubs.
My action for the minister is to replace this loan
scheme with a grants scheme instead that the
Churchill Rams and a whole range of other clubs
can use to receive the funds they need to upgrade
and renew their facilities.

Munro Street, Hawthorn East, public
housing
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan)
(18:56) — My adjournment matter this evening is
for the attention of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, Martin Foley, in the other
place, and it relates to a public housing block
which is located in Munro Street in East
Hawthorn. My office has been contacted by a
number of people, and in particular two of the
tenants have contacted me recently on separate
occasions, regarding the disturbing behaviours of
some of the tenants in this block and the Box Hill
housing office’s inability to deal with the serious
matters that have been raised.
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The block was originally occupied, according to
the two residents that phoned me, by quiet elderly
residents who kept to themselves. In more recent
years I am told there has been an influx of tenants
who display both mental health and drug and
alcohol issues, leading to antisocial and illegal
activities. One of the tenants told my office that
they had been forced to relocate temporarily due to
the drug fumes invading her unit, with police being
required to regularly attend the block.

Mac.Rob has with capacity, which they have been
arguing for some time. Last year almost 56 per
cent of the 4000 select entry places in Victoria
went to boys, and these places were across four
schools. It is clear that Melbourne High, which
caters for boys, has capacity for around 400 more
students than Mac.Rob, and Mac.Rob has been
very interested for some time in expanding its
capacity so that it can provide extra spaces for girls
and young women.

This is not the only public housing facility where
residents fear for their safety due to the illegal
activity and antisocial behaviour of some of the
other tenants, and indeed I acknowledge some
others who come into these public housing
facilities. I have raised in this place previously the
ineptitude of the Andrews government in dealing
with the serious crimes that are occurring within
public housing. Just like other Victorians, public
housing tenants deserve to be safe in their homes.
But, as we all know, crime is gripping the state,
with Daniel Andrews in denial about the crime
crisis in Victoria.

I note that the announcement made by the
government said that options will be looked at to
expand Mac.Rob, including ‘increasing capacity
on the current site and leasing or buying a new
site’, but that the review will not look at expanding
the current site adjacent to the school in Albert
Reserve ‘to ensure the surrounding parkland is not
affected’. I must say I do not understand why a
distinction is being made on this front in relation to
Mac.Rob, because the government has been quite
comfortable in building a brand-new school within
Albert Reserve and indeed finding new facilities
for Parks Victoria. Parkland is being used for those
two projects but not in relation to Mac.Rob, which
for some reason, despite the fact that it has been
there for decades, is put in a special category.
Indeed one of Mac.Rob’s issues is the amount of
land that they have. While I am told Melbourne
High has 7 hectares for 1375 students, Mac.Rob
has 0.57 hectares and has 943 young women, so
there is a huge difference there.

Mr Finn — He can deny it as much as he likes.
Ms CROZIER — Yes, Mr Finn, he can deny it
as much as he likes, but these people, like many,
many other Victorians, know what is going on
around their streets and their communities.
But let me get back to this main issue. At this
particular site there have been claims of bullying,
abuse and threats by tenants, which have been
relayed to the Box Hill housing office, which, it is
claimed, has failed to deal with these matters.
These are in addition to those other antisocial and
crime-related issues that the police have to deal
with on a regular basis. The action I seek from the
minister is that he investigate these issues at this
particular public housing site and provide an
assurance that the Box Hill housing office will
address the behavioural concerns raised by these
very concerned tenants.

I note that some $500 000 worth of funding was
announced in order to review how select entry
provision for girls is affected and also to look at
options for creating more capacity for Mac.Rob.
What I would like, by way of action, is an update
on progress to date on these actions that were
announced on 11 March, and in particular I would
be very interested to hear from the minister, as part
of that update, an account of what the Victorian
School Building Authority has been doing in
partnership with Mac.Rob to progress the
objectives that were announced on 11 March.

Mac.Robertson Girls High School

Glen Eira planning scheme

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(18:59) — My matter is for the Minister for
Education in the other place, and it is in relation to
Mac.Robertson Girls High School. I note with
interest the announcement that was made by the
minister back on 11 March in relation to fixing the
imbalance between the number of boys and girls in
select entry schools and also the issues that

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (19:02) —
My matter for the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Planning in the other
place, and it concerns the planning scheme in Glen
Eira. Glen Eira is an area that needs significant
protection. I note that it is an area where in
2013–14 Matthew Guy as planning minister
provided significant protection through
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neighbourhood residential zone layers to prevent
the intense development of many areas of the
municipality. Under this government those
neighbourhood zones have been trashed, have
been weakened significantly, removing the
two-dwelling cap and allowing a cap of nothing.
There is no cap: you can have as many dwellings
as you wish on a property. Indeed the general
residential zone issues are also significant, with an
increase in height and, as of right, three storeys in
many locations.

Water regarding urgently investigating the issue
and remediation of Merri Creek; from
Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for Public Transport
concerning the Reservoir rail crossing; from
Ms Patten to the Attorney-General asking him to
monitor the effects of legislation on family
violence reporting; from Mr Morris to the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety in relation to releasing
the Sturt and Mair streets redevelopment plans;
from Ms Truong, which you ruled out of order;
and from Mr Finn.

Parallel with that there has been a battle by many
in the City of Glen Eira to protect Elsternwick,
Bentleigh and Carnegie. The minister put
temporary height restrictions in Bentleigh and
Carnegie a year or so ago, but the issue remains:
what will occur now? We know that the council
has asked the minister, through section 20(4) of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987, for its draft
structure plans for Elsternwick, Bentleigh and
Carnegie to be approved. Residents believe there
has been insufficient justification for some of the
proposed heights. For example, in Elsternwick
12 storeys is significant and is likely to change the
area of Elsternwick that has that proposed height
very significantly so that it would be
unrecognisable from its current shape. What would
justify an increase of five storeys in Carnegie and
some of those other areas of Glen Eira?

President, I seek your guidance in relation to
Mr Finn’s matter. At the beginning of Mr Finn’s
adjournment matter he asked for the Premier to
acknowledge that there are gangs, and at the end
he added a secondary adjournment issue. My
understanding is that we only provide for one
adjournment issue to be raised, so I just seek
guidance.

I say that there needs to be a change of government
and there actually need to be protections in Glen
Eira that protect open space and indeed protect the
quality of life, the livability of Glen Eira, which
has one of the lowest amounts of open space of
any municipality. The council has done significant
strategic work, but I ask the minister to come
forward with clear policies. I do not necessarily
endorse the structure plans put forward by the City
of Glen Eira. I ask him, though, in the coming
months before the state election to come forward
with structure plans and arrangements that provide
sufficient protection. That does not mean five
storeys as of right in Carnegie and Bentleigh, and
it does not mean 12 storeys in Elsternwick. So I
ask him to act and come forward with those
structure plans before the election.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (19:05) — We have had adjournments
this evening from Ms Lovell to the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs regarding the Bangerang
Cultural Centre; from Ms Dunn to the Minister for

The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, I did listen
to the adjournment matter, and it is my view that
the action sought is to have the Premier visit the
area with Mr Finn and meet with some of the
people who have been affected. The opening
gambit of his matter where he said he wished the
Premier to give an acknowledgement first of all
was not requesting an action, so it would not really
have been an adjournment item if it was an action.
But it was really to suggest that the Premier had
not understood the issue, and the action sought was
to bring the Premier to meet with people.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President. I
think you are far more generous than that
deserved, but nevertheless, can I —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Well, you know, as the
minister on duty I can provide any commentary I
want, so let me say that the adjournment provided
by the member, President, was really an
outrageous abuse once again of this Parliament. To
attack an ethnic group and to be racist and call
them Sudanese instead of where they are actually
from —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order,
President, following the adjournment matters it is
the role of the minister to either pass on the
adjournment matters or discharge them. The
minister is now debating a point that was made
during the adjournment matter, and I ask you to
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bring him back to either discharging the matter or
passing it on to the relevant minister.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you to the pious
and principled Mr Ondarchie. Can I say, without
any shadow of a doubt, that this government
sympathises with any victim of crime —
The PRESIDENT — I have not ruled on the
point of order, and you have just continued.
Mr Ondarchie, I understand the point that you are
making. The minister is able, actually, in his
response to make the comments that he sees fit. As
long as they remain apposite to the item that has
been raised, then I do not have a problem with the
minister making those comments.
I do point out, though, that the action Mr Finn
sought was to get the Premier to visit the area with
him. I do not know that it is the prerogative of
another minister to actually deal with that on this
evening and to dismiss it as an action or to
discharge it as a matter on this occasion, because I
would have thought that the invitation was to the
Premier and that that ought to stand as far as this
adjournment item.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President,
prior to Mr Ondarchie’s point of order the minister
made comments that more than suggested — in
fact he said it straight out — that I had made racist
comments. I find that deeply offensive, and I ask
him to withdraw.
The PRESIDENT — I unfortunately did not
hear Mr Dalidakis. Mr Dalidakis, did you make an
interjection along those lines?
Mr DALIDAKIS — President, it was not an
interjection. The member called these people
Sudanese, and in reference to that I said that that
was indeed a racist comment, to be able to
determine their heritage as Sudanese without
having any understanding of indeed who the
perpetrators were.
The PRESIDENT — I do get concerned about
this on a broader scale in terms of some of the
reportage of matters where it is claimed that
certain comments are racist when in fact they —
Mr DALIDAKIS — Are just ill informed.
The PRESIDENT — If they are a matter of
fact, then they are not racist in terms of a
description of an individual or a group. In this
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context I share your view that I am not sure
Mr Finn is in a position to actually determine the
race of all of the people or the background of all of
the people who were involved in, particularly, the
vicious attack that he detailed to the Parliament,
but it is not racist as such. I would certainly hope
that there was some foundation rather than a
judgement by the informant to Mr Finn based on
appearance. I would hope that there was something
more substantive to it than that, and I have to
accept on face value that Mr Finn has established
that. In terms of the way in which he has put the
matter to the house tonight, I certainly do not think
that he was being racist if he has established that
fact.
Mr DALIDAKIS — President, I will
withdraw. Allow me to say that it is most
regrettable that a group in our community have
been identified without any evidence to suggest
where they have come from. Let me make that
point, of course.
Can I say that on one previous occasion in the
almost three years that I have been a minister I
have discharged one of Mr Finn’s other requests to
walk through a local community with the local
member. That was, I believe, with Mr Wade
Noonan at that time on a different matter in
relation to level crossing works being done. Can I
discharge this by saying the Premier has no desire
to go anywhere with Mr Finn. We as a government
absolutely sympathise with any victim of crime
anywhere in Victoria, regardless of what that crime
is, we have a range of support services for victims
of crime and we will discharge the adjournment on
that matter.
We also have an adjournment matter from
Ms Bath to the Minister for Sport in relation to a
request that the government replace the loan
scheme with a grant scheme. Let me discharge this
one as well because the loan scheme, Ms Bath,
actually sits on top of the community sports grant
funding, so it is not an either/or option. We have
both applications of funding for sporting clubs
throughout Victoria.
There was an adjournment matter from Ms Crozier
to the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
in relation to the Box Hill tenants’ issue; from
Ms Fitzherbert to the Minister for Education in
relation to an update on progress of the
Mac.Robertson Girls High School
announcement — personally it might be nice to
also acknowledge both my mother and my sister
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were students of Mac.Rob, so it is an important
adjournment item to pass through; and from
Mr Davis to the Minister for Planning in relation to
structural zoning policies. This will be passed
through, but can I just add that Mr Davis did make
mention of a certain height limit for buildings in
Elsternwick, but under the previous government
there was construction of an 11-floor building on
Glen Huntly Road near Glenhuntly train station.

it was on an evening that I was not in the chair,
because I believe that I would have had a
consistent position at that time as well that where
there is a direct invitation to somebody to attend or
to visit, and there have been many examples of that
in the house, in fact it is the prerogative of that
person to discharge the matter rather than the
minister at the table on the evening. But I thank all
members for that.

Further to that, we have written responses to
58 adjournment debate matters which we have for
your perusal.

Ms Bath — On a point of order, President,
along the same lines, the minister has discharged
my matter in relation to a loan scheme, and I was
not asking for an either/or; I was asking
Minister Eren to take that money and put it into
small grassroots club grants in addition to —
separate from — that scheme. So the minister is
going into territory where he really does not have
jurisdiction, because he has not got the sports
portfolio.

Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, my
view is very strongly that the minister is in no
position to discharge the adjournment matter that I
have raised unless he is displaying extraordinary
abilities of clairvoyance or something. It may well
be that the Premier does have no desire to go
anywhere with me; I do not know. I have only
asked him to come with me to meet some victims
of gang crime, but I think it is a bit rich for the
minister to try and second-guess what the Premier
may do in this particular instance. I ask you to
direct the minister to actually pass this request on
to the Premier so that he can respond to it himself.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — I actually disagree. I can,
and in fact I will. On this basis, as I indicated in
my remarks earlier — and I do appreciate your
making a withdrawal, which I actually had not
asked you to do, but I do appreciate that — this is a
sensitive matter and I share your concern about the
branding of people within the community, no
matter what background they have. Whether it is
faith based or race based or whatever, it is
alarming to have people targeted in commentary if
in fact it is not with foundation. So I share your
concern about that, and I think that we have all got
to work a lot harder in some of these areas.
But as I said in those remarks, it is my view that
this matter cannot really be discharged by a
minister in this place because it was a direct
invitation to the Premier, and I believe that it is his
prerogative to actually deal with that and quite
possibly to indicate that he does not wish to meet
with these people in the company of Mr Finn. But
I believe it is the Premier’s right to establish that,
rather than the minister’s.
I do not recall the Wade Noonan precedent that
you have indicated tonight occurred. It is possible

The PRESIDENT — On that one, I will have a
look at Hansard in respect of the request and
Mr Dalidakis’s response this evening.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Can I just clarify that in
fact in discharging that I pointed out that there is
already an existing community facilities support
program and that project funding is separate from
the loan scheme, so there is no need to create more
funding, because we already have an existing
funding program.
The PRESIDENT — I will look at the matter
and if necessary make comment back to the house
tomorrow. The Clerk advises me that perhaps what
I should clarify, and this is certainly my position, is
that I am not seeking to prevent ministers from
discharging matters in the adjournment debate.
Ministers are entitled to discharge matters if they
have knowledge of those matters. Whilst they
might not be the minister responsible, if they have
knowledge of those matters, then it is fair enough
for them to discharge the matters. So I am not
overturning that position that we have had as a
convention of the house, and indeed I believe that
that is also covered by our standing orders over an
extended period. So the practice of the house
stands.
I have simply made the decision in respect of
Mr Finn’s item tonight as specific because of the
way in which it was raised and the nature of that
matter, and that is the basis of that decision this
evening. But, as I said, I uphold the right of
ministers to discharge matters as part of the
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adjournment debate where they have knowledge
and can in an informative way respond appositely
to matters that have been raised. Ms Bath’s I will
have a look at overnight.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.19 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

RESIGNATION OF DEPUTY PRESIDENT
The PRESIDENT (09:36) — Order! I wish to
advise the house of a letter that I have received on
25 July. It reads:
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ELECTION OF DEPUTY PRESIDENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(09:38) — I nominate Mr Nazih Elasmar as the Deputy
President.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(09:39) — I second the nomination.
The PRESIDENT (09:39) — Mr Elasmar, do you
accept that position?

Resignation from the position of Deputy President
I am incredibly proud to have been a member in this place for
almost 12 years.
I’ve always sought to uphold the institutions of the Parliament
and represent my constituency and my party to the best of my
ability.
As you know, I do not plan to contest the coming election.
I stood aside from the position of Deputy President in October
last year in light of allegations that had been made against my
office and the subsequent IBAC consideration of this.
At all times I have maintained no wrongdoing and I look
forward to the conclusion of IBAC’s consideration of this
matter following my request to them.
For 10 months my duties have been undertaken by other
members, including some very long and complex committee
stages in this place. I thank Nazih Elasmar and Cesar Melhem
in particular for carrying this additional load.
I also thank the President for his support during this difficult
period and for his comments in the house yesterday.
It is not my place to comment on the length of time IBAC
takes for consideration of any matter but I had not thought
this would continue for as long as it has when I stood aside.
Our government has much to be proud of. In Western
Metropolitan Region we are achieving so much — I am
particularly proud of work underway at the Sunshine
Hospital, local school improvements and removing that level
crossing in St Albans among many other achievements.
In my last five weeks in this place it is the people of Western
Metropolitan Region that deserve to be the focus of my
attention, not any uncertainty about my own personal
situation.
For these reasons, last night I notified the Leader of the
Government, Mr Jennings, and yourself that I have resigned
my position of Deputy President. I look forward to continuing
to work with alt members in my remaining months in this
place.

On the basis that I have received that resignation, we
need to move to the election of a new Deputy President.

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (09:39) —
I do accept.
The PRESIDENT — Are there any further
nominations for the position of Deputy President?
There being none, I am delighted to declare that
Mr Elasmar has been elected the Deputy President of
the Legislative Council at this point in time.
Honourable members applauded.
The PRESIDENT — I do take the opportunity to
thank Mr Eideh for his work as Deputy President over a
period and his support of my work and my role as
President of the Legislative Council. Mr Eideh, as you
are aware, took over the position when Ms Tierney was
promoted to the ministry, and I do thank him for the
work that he undertook in that role.
I am delighted to have Mr Elasmar as the Deputy
President. I think it is a good choice. He has carried a
lion’s share of the Deputy President workload, not just
in the period since Mr Eideh stepped aside last October
but indeed in the previous Parliament. Members may
recall that at that time the then Deputy President,
Mr Viney, suffered illness and was incapacitated,
unable to discharge his duties in this place. I actually
remember the brave speech he made when he came in
at the end of that term, but he was certainly not
available to discharge the duties of Deputy President for
most of that term of the Parliament, and during that
period Mr Elasmar actually took up those duties and
discharged them with aplomb and with the great dignity
that we know he brings to this place.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Firearm regulation
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that ownership and
use of noise suppressors by licensed firearm owners in
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Victoria is not prohibited. The Chief Commissioner of Police
refuses to grant permits to acquire or use suppressors to any
shooters other than professional shooters.
Competition, sports, and recreational shooters should be
entitled to access the same ‘best practice’ hearing protection
options as all other Australians, which is required by
occupational health and safety legislation in work
environments.
This petition will show the government that shooters want the
same protection for their hearing as ordinary citizens
undertaking recreational pursuits and that they want permits
issued so that licensed shooters can own and use suppressors.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
express its support of licensed recreational shooters in their
quest to protect their hearing and call on the government to
allow them to be eligible to own firearm suppressors.

By Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria)
(5935 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Ms Mikakos — and I voluntarily chose to take that
course of action, Ms Lovell, for your information,
despite offers of support from members of this house.
So if you want to reopen that issue, then you are
disregarding the Chair’s comment in relation to this
issue and you are inviting —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos, thank
you. Ms Mikakos, lovely debate but premature. The
motion is not even yet on the notice paper. It is not a
point of order.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — It is not a members statement;
it is a notice of motion. That is what it is. Ms Lovell, to
conclude.
Ms LOVELL continued giving notice of motion.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
PAPERS

Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Local Government Insurance Risks, July 2018 (Ordered
to be published).
Managing the Municipal and Industrial Landfill Levy,
July 2018 (Ordered to be published).
Ombudsman — Complaints to the Ombudsman: resolving
them early, July 2018 (Ordered to be published).

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Ms LOVELL giving notice of motion:
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
note that you have previously made comment in
relation to a particular matter that occurred earlier this
year, and the fact that I actually chose willingly, despite
having offers of support from the crossbench on this
matter, to —
The PRESIDENT — Ms Mikakos, what is your
point of order?
Ms Mikakos — Ms Lovell is referring to a matter
that you have ruled on on a number of occasions and
that was in fact concluded. It related to comments
around racism —
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order.

Greece wildfires
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (09:47) — My heart this morning is with
the Greek community, with news of the apocalyptic
fires that have ravaged across Greece, particularly in the
Rafina region. Official reports are that at least
74 people have died, including, sadly, a six-month-old
child who died from smoke inhalation, with many,
many more unaccounted for.
The town of Mati, about 29 kilometres east of Athens,
has been one of the hardest hit areas, with the fires
sweeping through the entire village. Fire crews are also
battling another blaze near the costal settlement of
Kineta. On Monday almost 50 brush and forest fires
broke out in Corinth, Crete, where my family is from
originally and of course in central and northern Greece
itself. Many of these fires have been extinguished, with
the cause of the fires still yet unknown. Prime Minister
Alexis Tsipras has declared three days of national
mourning and the disaster a national emergency.
A Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade
spokesperson from the Australian embassy in Athens
has confirmed with local authorities that, thankfully, no
Australians have been injured, but the images from the
region are truly shocking, and my thoughts are with the
members of my Hellenic community here at home and
back in Greece. Can I say to that end that I want to
express my personal thanks to the Premier, who has
extended an offer of assistance to the Greek authorities,
and of course to members of the business community,
who have reached out to me to express their support to
help Greeks here at home and abroad.
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Waste management

Bruce Bertram

Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (09:49) —
The ABC’s War on Waste began its second season last
night, and I watched it, with hundreds of thousands if
not millions of Australians across the nation. Twitter
was lit. Last night’s episode focused on plastics
pollution, and I would like to draw attention to a
fantastic grassroots campaign occurring in my own
community. Through the Straws Suck campaign, cafes
and restaurants in Sunshine’s town centre are currently
switching from plastic straws to paper straws, reducing
what will eventually be up to 40 000 straws per day.
Now this is the start of what change looks like.

Mr BOURMAN — Also, last weekend I attended
Bruce Bertram’s annual sausage and salami making
day. That was an interesting affair, where game
meat — in this case fallow deer — was being smoked
and cured and turned into sausages and salami, which is
a very, very good example of how we can use these
meats in a sustainable way. It also happened to be tasty.

Considering how deeply the recycling crisis has hit
Victoria, with stockpiles of recycling left throughout
the city and igniting into fires at Laverton North, Knox
and the original SKM Recycling plant in Coolaroo, I
am reminded about how important it is and how hard it
is to create change without the political will.
Yes, every day Victorians should be thinking about
what we put in our bins. But the real problems around
waste are systemic. What do we do about supermarket
vegetables double wrapped in plastic or mobile phones
built to be replaced within two or three years? The
policy settings throughout the chain of consumption,
from the end point of landfill back to the initial product
design, still depends upon a take-make-dump model of
consumerism. The reality is that much of our precious
finite resources will be depleted within a generation.
We are handing our children a planet bereft of so many
of the resources we mindlessly send to landfill today.
I am excited by the potential for change. I am excited
because when we build a circular economy here in
Victoria we will not only significantly reduce our
environmental footprint but create the kind of
regulatory stability that allows for Victorian industry to
invest and thrive.

Service dogs memorial
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (09:50) —
Today I just want to mention a couple of things that
went on over the break. Over the break I went down to
KCC Park with Dogs Victoria to watch the unveiling of
a service dogs memorial, which is a memorial to the
dogs from the military and police that have served and
in some cases given their lives whilst helping their
handlers. It is a great recognition of the input of the
dogs, and this has been going on in our military for
quite some time. It was very well attended, despite the
extremely inclement weather. It was raining cats and
dogs! But thanks for the invite.

Give Me 5 for Kids
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (09:52) — I rise
to congratulate the Goulburn Valley community for
once again supporting Southern Cross Austereo’s
annual Give Me 5 for Kids fundraiser, with all proceeds
going to the Goulburn Valley Health children’s ward.
No-one is more dedicated to raising money for Give
Me 5 for Kids than Paul Archer of Shepparton. Paul is
the owner of Natrad Shepparton and for many years has
supported the appeal by collecting and recycling car
batteries. This year Paul raised an incredible
$124 536.20 for the appeal. Congratulations, Paul, on
an amazing achievement.

Shepparton Education First Youth Foyer
Ms LOVELL — I rise to pay tribute to and
congratulate the Shepparton Education First Youth
Foyer, which this week celebrates its second birthday.
Victoria’s three Education First Youth Foyers each hold
a special place in my heart, as I wrote the policy and
created the program and funded and built the three
facilities during my term as Minister for Housing.
This week sees a celebration of two years of operation
for the Shepparton Education First Youth Foyer, and I
am sorry I am not there to join in the festivities.
Supported by wonderful staff headed by manager Anita
McCurdy, students have the chance to learn life skills
from positive role models and continue with their
studies, whether it be returning to secondary school or
completing a course at TAFE or La Trobe University.
The Shepparton youth foyer is not only kicking goals, it
is changing the lives of young people at risk of
homelessness in Shepparton, and I wish all staff and
students a wonderful second birthday and a bright and
prosperous future.

Kialla Children’s Centre
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:53) — Last week
I visited the Kialla Children’s Centre, who were
awarded $7308 of grants for two new shade sails and a
new laptop. The centre caters for more than
100 preschool kids of all ages, and they are under the
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care of coordinators Nicole Short and Tara Jeffrey. It is
a terrific little centre providing early learning for our
little ones.

Tallygaroopna Men’s Shed
Mr GEPP — I officially opened the Tallygaroopna
Men’s Shed on Thursday, made possible with a
$60 000 state government grant and funding
contributions from council, the federal government and
local community groups. President Brian Johnson and
his fellow 17 shedders are looking forward to forging
new friendships, supporting each other and getting
stuck into some new projects.

Mobile black spot program
Mr GEPP — I was with the Minister for Regional
Development, Jaala Pulford, in Katandra West to
announce funding for their new mobile tower as part of
the Victorian mobile black spot project. Locals have
been campaigning for many years on this issue, and
they were delighted that it will be finally delivered —
by an Andrews Labor government.

Goulburn Valley Health
Mr GEPP — On another matter, it was my very
great pleasure to visit with Matt Sharp and Rick Garotti
from Goulburn Valley Health to discuss their 12.9 per
cent state government funding increase of $23 million.
This money will help fund new emergency department
cubicles and additional intensive care unit beds. The
people of Goulburn Valley know that Labor
governments invest in the health care of Victorians,
unlike those opposite, who simply cut funding.

Jumps racing
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(09:55) — Jumps racing has delivered another horrific
scenario, at the Mosstrooper steeplechase race day in
Bendigo on Sunday. In a program of six events, seven
horses fell — five in the first two events. Twelve horses
did not make it to the end of their 3-kilometre-plus
events. Something to Share did not make it out alive.
The stewards report of race 6 states that the gelding
made a ‘faulty’ jump at the 12th obstacle, suffered a
catastrophic injury and was ‘humanely euthanised’.
Rider Braidon Small will require a medical clearance
before riding again. The stewards report of the same
race states that King Kamada was ‘bought down’ by the
fallen Something to Share. A vet examination revealed
the gelding to have blood in both nostrils that was
attributable to trauma. Rider Lee Horner was reportedly
heavily concussed. All in all, 14 horses were injured —
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five described as lame, two with blood in the nostrils,
one with a pulmonary haemorrhage and others with a
range of injuries. All were referred for veterinary
clearance. How many will never be seen again?
Seventeen horses were referred to the jumps review
panel, including Something to Share.
The debacle at Bendigo prompted claims from trainers
and others that Racing Victoria (RV) had put the health
and safety of horses at risk because of the hard track
conditions. One trainer said that he had warned RV two
weeks before that the track was too firm. He believes
that Racing Victoria is accountable for the casualties,
and so do I. Once again it has put profits before animal
welfare. It ignored advice that the track was unsuitable
for jumps racing, and it failed to act on the day. It was
obvious after the first two races that the jumps event
should have been cancelled, but four more races
followed, the last resulting in the death of Something to
Share.

Melbourne Airport rail link
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (09:56) — I
am delighted to note that construction of the Melbourne
Airport rail link will commence under a second-term
Andrews Labor government. Premier Daniel
Andrews’s announcement on Sunday that a re-elected
Labor government will commit $5 billion to this project
ensures that Victorians will finally see this long-awaited
project become a reality. I am also pleased that the
government has opted for the Sunshine route, which
will pass through my electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region.
This route will see the utilisation of the existing Albion
East rail reserve train lines and minimal disturbance to
nearby homes and businesses through the use of
tunnels, as well as proving highly cost efficient, with a
total cost in the range of $8 billion to $13 billion. It will
also see Sunshine station transformed into the new
Sunshine super-hub, which will have increased regional
connectivity via the Ballarat and Geelong line and see
connection with the new metro rail tunnel and of course
the new airport rail link.
This project will be groundbreaking for the western
suburbs, and it will see Sunshine become the centre of
economic activity in the region. The west is set to grow
to the size of Adelaide by the 2030s, so we must
continue to pursue initiatives such as these to boost
economic development and interconnectivity in the
region. This funding commitment matches that made
by both the federal government and the federal Labor
opposition leader, Bill Shorten. The project also has
strong support from Brimbank City Council. I
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commend this project and thank the Andrews Labor
government for another groundbreaking transport
project that will transform the lives of my constituents
out in the west.

Local Roads to Market
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(09:58) — The Victorian government is investing in
Victoria’s regional and rural roads. Our recent budget
delivered $941 million for Victoria’s regional road
network and committed to the establishment of
Regional Roads Victoria. As Minister for Agriculture
my focus is on getting farm product to market, which is
why our $25 million Local Roads to Market program is
focused on ‘first mile, last mile’ road projects. It is
often the connection from the farm to the road network
and then the final link from major roads to a market or
port that needs work.
Today I am very pleased to announce three new
projects in south-western Victoria that will help farmers
get product to market. We will upgrade the intersection
of North Robilliards Road and Timboon-Nullawarre
Road. This will widen and seal a 200-metre section of
Timboon-Nullawarre Road to allow eastbound vehicles
to safely navigate the intersection at North Robilliards
Road. The project will also include installation of an
advanced warning signal. This upgrade will improve
road visibility and safety for milk transport by dairy
processors, including Fonterra, Warrnambool Cheese
and Butter, and Saputo. The total project investment is
$300 000, with $200 000 from the Local Roads to
Market program and $100 000 from the Corangamite
shire.
We will also widen and resheet the road and
intersections on Noskin Road and Browns Road for
B-double movements. Browns Road connects closely
to the arterial Timboon-Colac Road. The council
anticipates that a new contract for the export of live
goats will increase local truck movements. Total project
investment is $30 000, with $20 000 from the Local
Roads to Market program.
We will also widen and seal Tomahawk Creek Road up
to the farmgate of Heytesbury Stockfeeds to improve
B-double access to the arterial Lavers Hill-Cobden
Road. There are currently seven B-doubles daily in and
out, 14 to 20 semitrailers in and out, and local traffic.
This is a $60 000 project with $40 000 from the Local
Roads to Market program.
We are delivering these projects in close consultation
with the Victorian Farmers Federation and the
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Corangamite Shire Council, and I thank them both for
their work to strengthen agricultural infrastructure.
The PRESIDENT — I will just take the
opportunity to advise the house, because I notice that he
is in the chamber, that Chris Welstead, one of our
redcoats, is celebrating a milestone birthday: his
40th birthday. Congratulations, Chris, and enjoy the
day. Isn’t it wonderful that you can celebrate it with all
of us? Isn’t that just the highlight?

Greece wildfires
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (10:00) — I rise today to express my deepest
condolences to the victims of the devastating and tragic
wildfires that engulfed parts of Athens, Greece, these
past few days. These wildfires are now thought to be
some of the worst fires Greece has experienced in over
a decade, with thousands of homes destroyed and
livestock and livelihoods affected, but perhaps the
hardest figure to deal with is that of lives already lost.
As it stands currently I understand that 74 people have
been killed, including children, with hundreds more
injured and many still missing. It is absolutely
heartbreaking to hear stories of emergency crews
finding one group of 26 victims huddled and braced
together as they tried to escape.
I know that I am but one of the many Victorians of
Hellenic heritage who are anxious about their loved
ones at the moment. Of course here in Victoria we are
no strangers to the danger of bushfires and the
devastation they can bring. I am grateful to our Premier
for extending an offer of assistance to Greek authorities.
We stand ready to help if required.
I want to pay tribute to all the emergency services,
firefighters, police men and women and volunteers who
have battled these fires for days and offered what they
can by way of support. The Greek Prime Minister,
Alexis Tsipras, has declared three days of national
mourning, but I know this pain and suffering will be
felt for a long time to come. Whilst there are many
villages and communities that are all but entirely
physically destroyed, I have no doubt that the Greek
people will show strength, courage and unity in the
coming days, months and years.
Of course these fires come at a time where we have
seen record high temperatures across Europe, and I
know wildfires are also causing widespread damage
across Sweden, Finland and Latvia. I express my
deepest condolences to the family and friends of all
those who have lost their lives. My thoughts and
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prayers are with the people of Athens and Greece at this
moment.
The PRESIDENT — I might also just mention that
Ms Symes actually had a milestone birthday during the
break, but I will not reflect on what age that was in
deference to the fairer gender. They say that life begins
then, so congratulations, Ms Symes.

ACTING PRESIDENTS
The PRESIDENT (10:03) — After this morning’s
change in terms of the Deputy President, with
Mr Elasmar assuming that role, there is a vacancy on
the Acting Presidents roster for chairing proceedings,
and it is my request that a new Acting Chair be
appointed.
The PRESIDENT laid on table warrant nominating
Mr Gepp to be an Acting President whenever
requested to do so by the President or Deputy
President and discharging Mr Elasmar as an Acting
President.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT (CONTAINER DEPOSIT
SCHEME) BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
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
Environment Protection Amendment (Container Deposit
Scheme) Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Environment Protection Amendment
(Container Deposit Scheme) Bill 2018 (the 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 amends the Environment Protection Act 2017 to
establish a container deposit scheme for Victoria in order to
promote the recovery, reuse and recycling of empty beverage
containers by establishing a cost effective, state-wide
container deposit scheme.
Human rights issues
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to
the Bill are:
a)

the right to privacy and reputation (section 13);
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b)

freedom of expression (section 15); and

c)

the right to be presumed innocent (section 25).

Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
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.
Section 13(b) provides that a person has the right not to have
their reputation unlawfully attacked. An interference will be
lawful if it is permitted by a law which is precise and
appropriately circumscribed. An interference will be arbitrary
only if it is capricious, unpredictable, unjust or unreasonable
(for example, if it is disproportionate to the legitimate aim
sought).
Obtaining personal information from applicants
Section 31ZB establishes that a person may be required to
provide proof of identity in order to claim a refund at a
collection point, and that a collection point operator may
refuse to pay to a person a refund amount if the operator is not
satisfied as to the identity of the person.
Section 31ZB also requires a collection point operator to keep
such records relating to refunds paid by, and proof of identity
documentation provided to, the operator as are prescribed for
at least three years.
Provision of identification is designed to guard against
fraudulent claims and to potentially assist in investigation of
fraudulent activity. The requirement to provide identification
on request aims to act as a deterrent to those seeking to
defraud the scheme, and is a standard component of container
deposit schemes in other Australian jurisdictions.
Furthermore, the information that will be sought by the
Authority is only information that is necessary for, or relevant
to, the payments of refunds. As such, these provisions do not
limit the right to privacy.
Right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15 of the Charter protects the right to freedom of
expression.
Proposed section 31ZE creates an offence to provide, without
reasonable excuse, information relating to the scheme that is
false or misleading. The offence applies to any person who
makes, sells, imports, supplies or distributes beverages.
In my view this does not infringe section 15 of the charter.
Section 15 recognises that special duties and responsibilities
are attached to the right of freedom of expression and that the
right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary to respect the rights of other persons, or for the
protection of public health.
Section 31ZE restricts a person’s freedom to express false or
misleading factual information in relation to payments or
compliance with the scheme, in circumstances when that
person knows or should know that the information is factually
false or misleading, and allows the person the defence of
reasonable excuse.
In my view the requirement that a person be restricted from
making a factually false or misleading statement in these
circumstances — which is such a common restriction in
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Victorian and commonwealth law that it is hardly thought of
as a restriction — is the minimum restriction necessary to
give effect to the operation of this Bill more broadly.

This is the case in relation to each of the offences above.

Proposed section 31ZF may — subject to regulations —
create an obligation on retailers to display signage that
explains to customers the scheme and the location of local
collection points.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities, because there is no
unreasonable limit to the rights contained therein.

The right that is protected by section 15 of the charter — the
right to freedom of expression — includes a right against
forced expression. It could be argued that section 31ZF is a
section that forces retailers to use certain expressions.
However, any forced expression is limited to the provision of
public signage to provide information about a new law, in my
view the requirement is justified in order to assist retailers and
customers to adjust to and benefit from the scheme.
Right to a presumption of innocence (section 25)
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person has the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to
law. This right requires the prosecution to prove all elements
of a criminal offence, which generally includes the intention
of the person to have committed the offence.
Strict liability offences
The proposed law creates following strict liability offences
and accompanying penalties:
1.

2.

Supplying a beverage without a supply arrangement and
container approval in force, with a penalty of
700 penalty units for a natural person and 2500 penalty
units for a body corporate (new section 31W);
Supplying or offering to supply a beverage in a
container without a refund marking to any person, with a
penalty of 700 penalty units for a natural person and
2500 penalty units for a body corporate (new section
31X);

3.

Claiming a refund for containers not subject to Scheme,
with a penalty of 700 penalty units for a natural person
and 2500 penalty units for a body corporate (new section
31ZC); and

4.

Selling or offering for sale any product in a plastic
beverage container unless the container the container is
by weight made of at least 50 per cent recycled or
remanufactured material, with a penalty of 700 penalty
units for a natural person and 2500 penalty units for a
body corporate (new section 31ZI).

These offences engage the presumption of innocence as they
are all strict liability offences, with no requirement to prove
the state of mind of the accused. The defence of reasonable
mistake is, however, still available.
The requirement to prove the intention of a person to do a
particular act is an important safeguard for the rights of an
accused person. Strict liability offences may be appropriate
where the offences are of a regulatory nature (rather than
serious criminal offences), don’t attract a penalty that includes
imprisonment; and don’t require a person to rely on
information from, or actions by, third parties to ensure
compliance.

Conclusion

Second reading
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:04) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

I rise today to speak on the Environment Protection
Amendment (Container Deposit Scheme) Bill 2018.
The bill amends the Environment Protection Act 2017
to establish a container deposit scheme for Victoria in
order to promote the recovery, re-use and recycling of
empty beverage containers by establishing a
cost-effective, statewide container deposit scheme.
It builds on a decade of campaigning and legislative
work by the Victorian Greens — backed by work in our
communities by thousands of Victorians — advocating
for establishment of a container deposit scheme in
Victoria.
Ultimately, this bill is about tackling the massive and
growing plastic pollution problem that has such
enormous consequences for the natural environment,
for industry and for human health.
The need for change
I have spoken at length over the past years about the
problem of plastic pollution and the urgent need to
address it at all levels — from our homes through to
industry and our workplaces — backed by strong
leadership from government.
Plastic in our environment is devastating marine life.
We know that the majority of seabirds have ingested
plastic, and they are dying as a result.1 Other marine
animals are suffering the same fate by their thousands.
As these animals ingest increasing amounts of
microplastics, these are entering the human food chain.
We don’t yet know what the public health impacts of
that will be.
What we do know is that plastic particles have also
been found in drinking water around the world — both
tap water and bottled water.
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Research has also confirmed the presence of plastic
particles in sea salt sourced from around the world.
Plastics are a particularly pernicious problem, though of
course a container deposit scheme targets reduced
littering and increased recovery and recycling of a
range of drinks containers comprising glass, aluminium
and treated cardboard.
While these materials present different problems when
they enter our environment, it’s undeniable that they
undermine the natural beauty of Victoria’s
environment, and the loss of valuable energy and
materials is undeniably wasteful.
The reality is that container deposit schemes work.
They are proven to be cost-effective, they are proven to
reduce pollution, and they create jobs.
The evidence base
If you look at the most rigorous research from around
the world, analysing data and experience from nearly
50 states and countries, it’s absolutely clear that these
schemes are hugely beneficial.
1. This year CSIRO scientists compared marine
litter data from states in both Australia and the US
with and without container deposit schemes.
They found that the proportion of drinks
containers of overall beach litter was 1.6 times
higher in states with no CDS, compared with
neighbouring states with CDS.2
2. Behaviour Works at Monash University recently
analysed data and reporting from 47 container
deposit schemes around the world. The results
were definitive: these schemes increase recovery
rates and they reduce litter by a significant
amount.3
3. The European non-profit Reloop produced a
meta-analysis of studies modelling the impact of
CDS on councils and municipalities. They
reviewed 20 studies from around the world and
found consistent evidence of savings across a
range of areas, including kerbside collection,
reduced litter management and reduced
landfill/disposal costs.4
Greens leadership on container deposits
Before I address the technical detail of the bill I would
like to acknowledge the work of my colleague Colleen
Hartland on this issue.

Wednesday, 25 July 2018

Ms Hartland has introduced for the Greens two
previous container deposit bills to this place — in 2009
and 2011, and has been instrumental in supporting
public demand for a stronger commitment to and
infrastructure for recycling in Victoria.
Senate inquiries
While the Greens have demonstrated an unwavering
commitment to waste reduction and management over
the past decades, mainstream public and political
discourse has absolutely caught up in recent years.
At a federal level, there have been two recent Senate
inquiries into marine pollution (in 2016) and recycling
(in 2018).
In 2016, the Senate’s Environment and
Communications References Committee published its
tripartisan report into the threat of marine plastic
pollution in Australia.
Toxic Tide relied on the best available scientific and
other evidence, and painted a truly horrific picture of
the true cost of plastic pollution.
The Toxic Tide report — which was signed off by
members of the Liberal Party, the Australian Labor
Party and the Greens — contains evidence that plastic
pollution is harming the fishing and shipping industries.
This year’s Senate inquiry into the waste and recycling
industry in Australia recommended that Australia
prioritise transition towards a circular economy in
Australia; strengthen our local recycling industry; and
implement a national container deposit scheme.5
These are just a selection of the most relevant
recommendations in relation to this bill, and it is worth
noting that the full list is vastly more comprehensive
and ambitious than the lacklustre outcomes of the
ministers of environment meeting earlier this year.
It is also worth noting that there was significant support
from right across the political spectrum throughout both
Senate inquiries, and support for the recommendations
in the final report.
The bill
I will now move onto the technical elements of the bill.
This bill will do a number of things.
The container deposit scheme would place a price on
eligible containers — to be determined by regulation —
that would be added to the cost of a drink at purchase,
and could be redeemed as a refund when the container
is returned for recycling.
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A beverage is defined as a liquid intended for human
consumption by drinking, other than a prescribed
exempt kind of liquid.
A container is a vessel designed to contain a beverage
and to be sealed (when filled with the beverage) for the
purposes of transport or storage before its sale, or
delivery, for the use or consumption of its contents.
A network operator and a scheme coordinator would be
selected through a competitive tender process to run the
scheme. These bodies would have specific
responsibilities for establishing and maintaining
infrastructure, paying refunds and reporting on data and
the effectiveness of the scheme.
Drinks retailers and manufacturers would pay fees to
support the running of the scheme. The amount of the
deposit (to be determined in regulations once the law is
passed) plus a small administration fee would be added
to the cost of drinks containers. The deposit would be
redeemed by consumers on returning used containers to
an approved depot or vending machine.
Collection depots could include large facilities
co-located with recycling facilities, community-run
facilities and reverse vending machines, ideally located
at major retail locations such as supermarkets.
Convenient access to collection depots will be
extremely important in ensuring that people are easily
able to obtain refunds.
Drop-off points could enable people to leave their
containers without actually claiming a refund at that
time. Those points could be authorised to process
refunds after drop-off, providing refunds to people
electronically where they have an existing account.
Alternatively, they could effectively be donations, for
example, to a school or charity, where the refunds are
obtained by that organisation.
A commencement date of 1 November 2019 would
provide 14 months lead time to develop regulations and
enter into contractual arrangements with the network
operator and scheme coordinators.
In undertaking this process, the government now has a
wealth of experience and evidence to draw on given
that this process has recently been undertaken, or is in
the process of being undertaken, in NSW, Queensland,
the ACT and Western Australia. Of course, that is in
addition to several decades of experience and evidence
coming from schemes in South Australia and the
Northern Territory.
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Though the bill sets out the parameters of the scheme,
there is a significant amount of detail to be worked
through in the regulations and experience in other
jurisdictions has shown that the decisions taken as part
of that process are key to the success of the scheme.
The bill does two important things in addition to
establishing the scheme itself.
It also mandates reporting by scheme participants that
will improve the reporting requirements around
consumption and disposal of beverage containers, and
particularly in relation to plastic.
At the moment, it’s impossible to know how much
plastic is out there.
There are some NGOs that attempt data collection and
collation, and I have to acknowledge the work of the
Tangaroa Blue Foundation, Keep Australia Beautiful,
Clean Up Australia and the Boomerang Alliance in this
area.
But the reality is that they will never have the resources
of government — and to do a task like this properly, it
must be well resourced. As things stand, there are no
reporting requirements.
This bill would require the EPA to prepare annual
reports on beverage sales and recovery rates. The bill
would also require the EPA to prepare a review into
this legislation to determine what impact it’s having on
the amount of plastic in the environment.
Finally — and this is an important feature of the bill —
it mandates a minimum quantity of recycled
polyethylene terephthalate, commonly known as rPET,
in all eligible plastic containers supplied or sold in
Victoria.
That requirement would come into place in 2022,
providing significant lead time for industry to comply
with this new requirement.
Mandated recycled content has been introduced in a
number of states in the USA, and this legislation has
been in force for a number of years.
It’s also worth noting that industry has proactively
committed to minimum amounts of rPET in a number
of jurisdictions globally, including in the US and in
Europe.
Earlier this year Coca-Cola announced an industry-first
goal to collect and recycle the equivalent of every bottle
or can it sells globally by 2030.
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Coca-Cola European Partners have been using 25 per
cent recycled plastic in their plastic bottles, 42 per cent
recycled aluminium in their cans and 56 per cent
recycled glass material in their glass bottles for several
years now.
CCEP has committed to doubling the amount of
recycled material in the Coca-Cola system’s plastic
bottles to 50 per cent by 2020 across their entire
portfolio of the 20 different brands they sell.
Coca-Cola Amatil — operating in Australia, New
Zealand and the Pacific — has been slower to take up
this challenge.
They’ve committed to developing a business case for
50 per cent recycled plastic in PET containers in
Australia, including carbonated soft drinks.6
Interestingly, though, the company states that already
one of its products — Mount Franklin water — is
bottled in 100 per cent rPET.
Clearly, a requirement for 50 per cent recycled plastic
content is an achievable and absolutely necessary step
on the way to a circular economy that not only values
and seeks to retain the value of materials, but also puts
a premium on establishing end markets for recycled
product.
This week on War on Waste and Q&A we heard from
experts, members of the public and industry
representatives that government leadership on this issue
is desperately sought, not only on principle but also to
provide clarity and certainty to industry.
This part of the bill represents a significant but
important step forward. But it must be regarded as a
first step, with increased recycled content and recycled
content requirements for other materials to be targeted
by future legislation.
Public support for a container deposit scheme
Earlier this year I asked for public feedback on this bill.
We received submissions from more than 770 people
and organisations; 774 people of a total of 778 support
a scheme being established here, which equates to
98 per cent of all respondents supporting.
When asked what the most important benefit of a CDS
would be, respondents provided numerous reasons.
The majority related to environmental reasons, though
some correspondents also highlighted the economic
benefits.
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Of course the level of public support measured through
our consultation is not representative of wider opinion
among the community.
What the consultation did demonstrate was a
willingness to seriously engage with the issue and take
the time to review and comment on our bill.
But many of you will be aware of a recent
representative survey that also demonstrated very high
levels of support across the community for container
deposits.
That survey, commissioned by the Total Environment
Centre and undertaken by Ipsos, found that the vast
majority of Victorians (84 per cent) support the
introduction of a container deposit scheme.7 Only 7 per
cent were opposed to the idea, with 9 per cent still
undecided.
This high level of public support for a container deposit
scheme has remained steady over the past decade.
Indeed when my colleague Colleen Hartland introduced
her first container deposit scheme bill in 2009, she
pointed to a 2006 survey undertaken by Newspoll that
showed more than 90 per cent of Victorians supported
such a scheme.
In many ways this failure to deliver what the Victorian
public wants — and has expressed strong support for
over more than a decade — is in stark contrast with the
democratic principles of our society.
Victorians want a container deposit scheme. They want
their government to put their money where their mouth
is and put recycling targets and requirements into law.
This situation has only become more urgent in the wake
of China’s National Sword restrictions on waste
imports — an issue that I raised last year and I would
point out is not quite the unforeseen crisis the media
and government would have us believe.
While those restrictions have had a profound impact on
the saleability of some materials — particularly mixed
plastics — some forms of plastics have held their value,
including plastic flake.
Had this government been more proactive in supporting
a local recycling industry in Victoria and establishing a
container deposit scheme, we could be in a very
different situation to that which we face today.
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Drawing on experience from other jurisdictions
Problems with implementation of the New South Wales
container deposit scheme have been very widely
publicised.
Yes, implementation in New South Wales has been
problematic. But the reality is that these problems have
been overblown and used as an argument that container
deposits aren’t a relevant and cost-effective solution to
contemporary waste problems.
Issues with that scheme have been in part due to the
compressed implementation time line in New South
Wales, and also with the governance structure
established through regulation.
Stakeholders — including industry stakeholders —
have pointed to how some of these issues have been
effectively tackled in New South Wales through both
regulation and legislation.
The bottom line is that we know container deposit
schemes work; there is a wealth of research out there
that shows this to be the case.
NSW is one jurisdiction out of scores of jurisdictions
internationally and using that experience to argue
against container deposits simply is not valid.
Concluding comments
Given the sheer scale of the plastic pollution crisis, this
bill represents a very reasonable first step.
A container deposit scheme won’t resolve the recycling
and pollution crisis we’re facing. It won’t stop
supermarkets from selling their rows and rows of
non-perishable plastic-wrapped foods. It won’t solve
the problems caused by six-pack rings and plastic
bottles and plastic microfibres and balloons and plastic
cling wrap and plastic straws and plastic cutlery.
But it will present a very substantial first step in the
right direction.
And it will send a very important signal that Victoria is
prepared to lead by example on plastics.
—————————————
1
‘Threat of plastic pollution to seabirds is global, pervasive, and increasing’,
Chris Wilcox, Erik Van Sebille, and Britta Denise Hardesty, PNAS
September 22, 2015. 112 (38) 11899-11904; published ahead of print
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2
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cean-by-40-91897
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4
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https://reloopplatform.eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Summary-of-studies_i
mpact-of-DRS-on-munis-FINAL-31May2016.pdf

5

‘Senate inquiry into the waste and recycling industry in Australia’,
2017-2018:
https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate/
Environment_and_Communications/WasteandRecycling

6

Coca Cola Amatil Sustainability Report 2017:
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‘Poll backs call to bring back cash for cans to end recycling crisis’, Sydney
Morning Herald, 4 July 2018: https://www.smh.com.au/environment/
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Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 August.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:23) — I am very pleased to speak to the motion in
my name on the notice paper. This is a very important
motion for the house to consider, because essentially
what we are contemplating today is the tension between
the powers and the privileges of this house and the
executive privilege of the government. As I will outline,
we have explored this in relation to a documents motion
relating to compendium documents to the Minister for
Health and Minister for Ambulance Services. A portion
of these have been declined by the Attorney-General on
the basis of executive privilege, but interestingly the
freedom of information (FOI) commissioner has
actually outed the Attorney-General in relation to those
redactions from the documents that were provided to
this house, saying that they are largely factual and
should be released. I will go through that in some detail
because it is a very important tension and an important
consideration and, I think, a reflection on the
performance of this government and their claims of
executive privilege to withhold information from the
house and from the Victorian community.
To go through my motion, I move:
That this house:
(1) notes the failure of the Leader of the Government to
comply, to the satisfaction of the house, with the
resolution of the Council of 23 November 2016
requiring the Leader of the Government to table in the
Council certain documents relating to the weekly
briefing compendium sent from the Department of
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Health and Human Services to the Minister for Health
and Minister for Ambulance Services;

(2) notes the letter from the Attorney-General dated
3 February 2017 in relation to the documents outlined in
paragraph (1) stating that the government, on behalf of
the Crown, makes a claim of executive privilege and
that 25 of the 49 documents identified were only
provided in part;
(3) further notes that a subsequent review of 3 April 2018
by the Office of the Victorian Information
Commissioner of a matching freedom of information
request, narrowed to consider only the redacted parts
from the previously produced documents, determined
that much of the redacted information contains ‘purely
factual descriptions of past and present events’ or ‘some
of the information is available publically or at least
circulated widely’;
(4) notes that the minister’s failure to genuinely comply
with the resolution of the Council is inconsistent with
the Andrews government’s election commitment to
accountability to Parliament by the executive;
(5) affirms the privileges, immunities and powers conferred
on the Council pursuant to section 19 of the Constitution
Act 1975, and the power to make standing orders under
section 43 of that act;
(6) affirms the right of the Council to require the production
of documents;
(7) is of the firm opinion that the Council is fully entitled to
scrutinise the activities of the government and demand
accountability by the government;
and requires the Leader of the Government to table by
12 noon on the next sitting Tuesday following the adoption of
this resolution, the documents required to be tabled by the
resolution of the Council outlined in paragraph (1) that have
not already been tabled.

So it is quite a long motion, but it requires some detail
in relation to that process and it is also of course
seeking to outline, as we have done on a number of
occasions in this place, the powers, privileges and rights
of this Council to require documents be provided by the
government to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria.
Let me just step through it. The motion itself steps
through it, but I will go through in detail some of the
elements, the chronology of what has happened and the
content that has come back. On 4 August 2016 I lodged
an FOI request for a copy of the weekly compendium
provided to the Minister for Health and Minister for
Ambulance Services for the period 1 June 2016 to
1 August 2016. I did receive a decision letter on
3 November 2016 from the Department of Health and
Human Services stating the documents were exempt in
full.
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I quote from that decision letter that I received from the
department, saying:
All of the documents are considered exempt under this
section. The documents would disclose opinions, advice and
recommendations made by officers of the department. Some
of the documents would disclose consultation or deliberation
between officers of the department and its minister. The
documents were prepared in the course of the deliberative
processes of the department, the minister and the government.
The documents are prepared for the purpose of briefing the
minister about all of the department’s policy and program
areas and contain the opinions, advice and recommendations
of departmental officers to the minister. The matters included
in the documents are at various stages of development and
implementation.

So basically it was a blanket refusal to fulfil any
elements of the FOI request at that stage. As I do, I
have got to say, with practically every FOI request I
make to the Department of Health and Human Services,
I appealed that to the freedom of information
commissioner. That was on 7 November 2016, asking
them to review that decision.
I also made a choice that we should undertake a
documents motion in this place. On 23 November the
Council passed a documents motion requesting those
compendiums for the period of time 1 June 2016
through 22 November 2016. Clearly there was a
two-month overlap, but it was an extended period of
time to bring it up to date with the timing of the motion
itself. At that time in the debate I did outline that the
reason these compendiums are important is that the
department has moved from briefing the minister on an
issue-by-issue basis to reducing the number of briefs
and providing a summary — it might be five, 10, 15 or
20 issues — in this weekly single document, the
compendium. By the compendiums being hidden and
an FOI request not being fulfilled, it is essentially
hiding what would have been five, 10, 15 or 20 briefs
provided to the minister, which also would have been
eligible under FOI. Instead of considering the content,
the substance and some detail within that brief, a
blanket refusal to fulfil any elements of the
compendium was basically reflecting this government
seeking to hide information from the public, from
Victorians. This house determined that it was valid for
those compendiums to be requested from the
government.
On 3 February 2017 the government tabled
compendium documents with many redactions. I would
like to just go through some of the detail. We received a
letter from the Attorney-General, the Honourable
Martin Pakula, to the Clerk, in relation to ‘Production
of documents — DHHS weekly compendiums’.
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In that, and I quote, the Attorney-General writes:
In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to produce 29 documents in full and
25 documents in part, which are enclosed. Accordingly, the
government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to parts of 25 documents, on
the basis that their disclosure would be contrary to the public
interest on one or more of the bases described in my letters of
14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016.

Further, in the attachments to that letter from the
Attorney-General, there are details in some of the
individual briefing documents of the reasons why this
information was not provided — the basis of their
executive privilege claim. There are a few other items
from time to time, but consistently the vast majority of
them have a claim in relation to:
These items, or certain information in these items, reveal
deliberative processes of executive government or jeopardise
ministerial relationship with public officials —

so a very wideranging catch-all from the
Attorney-General in relation to why there were
significant redactions in these compendium documents
that were provided to this house. This is not
inconsistent with what we have seen with other
documents.
The earlier letter referred to by the Attorney-General —
and once again I would quite like to remind the house
in relation to that 14 April 2015 document — outlines
the history from 1855 and the House of Commons
power to call for the production of documents and the
process where exemptions can be put in place. I quote
once again from the Attorney-General’s letter.
If the government asserted that documents were the subject of
executive privilege, this was a sufficient reason for refusing
production to the House of Commons.

That was then translated into our Constitution Act,
which provides, according to the letter:
… that this exception represents a limit on the Legislative
Council’s power to call for the production of documents and
that it is for executive government to determine the
application of the privilege to documents subject to a call for
production.

The Attorney-General goes on to outline these
principles:
These principles exist to protect the Westminster system,
including the confidentiality of the cabinet process and the
proper functioning of the public service, as well as to protect
the interests of the state more broadly, including the integrity
of its dealings with the private sector. They are not an
unfettered power granted to the executive government — they
are recognised, appropriate and limited exceptions to
Parliament’s ability to obtain documents.
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Now, we have never contested the confidentiality of the
cabinet processes. I suppose what we contest is that the
Attorney-General in good faith has actually applied the
rest of the reasons in terms of the non-provision of
these documents in a way that is consistent with the
principles that he has outlined and with the expectations
in relation to this house. He also, though, recognises
that it is not an unfettered power and that documents
should be provided.
So, in February simultaneously — and this is why it is a
quite unusual circumstance — because there was an
FOI request that had been reviewed by the
commissioner, a conversation was held with the
commissioner in relation to the fact that a documents
motion had provided some of the documents that were
under review by the commissioner’s office. The
decision was made to narrow the review by the
commissioner just to the scope of the information that
had not been provided to the Parliament in that
documents motion, so narrowing the period from
1 June to 1 August consistent with the FOI that was
provided and just looking at the redactions that had
been made through the documents motion.
Now, we all know that the commissioner is very busy,
and it did take till 3 April 2018 — some 14 months
later — but I then received a decision from the FOI
commissioner that the vast bulk of the material redacted
by the Parliament should be released under the FOI
laws as it was largely factual or already publicly
available. I do want to once again go through in some
detail the advice that was received back from the
commissioner, because I think it is very pertinent to this
motion and the broader issue about the government’s
approach to its claim of executive privilege. I refer to
the decision of 3 April 2018 from the now Office of the
Victorian Information Commissioner. I go to the
conclusions, and if the house will just bear with me I
would like to read a fair bit of this in. The
commissioner said:
16. Having considered the relevant exemptions, I have
determined that the information in the documents is not
exempt under section 30(1). The reasons for my
decisions are set out below and in the schedule.

In terms of the context of this, obviously the
commission does not look at claims of cabinet in
confidence but looks at other claims under the Freedom
of Information Act 1982. The commissioner went on:
17. In summary, I consider that much of the information in
the documents does not satisfy the first limb of
section 30(1), for the following reasons:
(a) it includes purely factual descriptions of past and
present events, at the time;

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
3218

COUNCIL
(b) some of the information is publicly available or at
least circulated widely;
(c) for the most part, the information is not
deliberative. It reflects accepted facts about events,
issues, plans and actions, rather than evaluation or
consideration. It does not prevent options for the
minister to decide upon and does not include
arguments or reasons for taking a particular course
of action;
(d) in some instances, the information refers to
recommendations that have been made. However,
it is stated as a matter of fact, not seeking approval
or assessment of the recommendations. In some
instances, it is apparent that the relevant
recommendation has already been accepted;
(e) while some of the information refers to ongoing or
planned activity, the information is still factual. It
does not include any proposals that have not been
decided on.

It further goes on:
18. Even in instances where the information in the
documents does or may meet the requirements of the
first limb of section 30(1), I do not consider that it meets
the requirements for the second. I do not consider that
disclosure would be contrary to the public interest. In
making this decision I have considered …

and it outlines the case of Perton v. Department of
Education. It continues:
(b) it is necessary for the respondent agency to show
that it would be contrary to the public interest to
release the documents, in that it would harm the
public in some way.

The commissioner went on:
19. The information in the documents relates to issues in the
health sector. I consider that there is considerable public
interest in the disclosure of public health related matters,
which weighs in favour of releasing the documents.
20. In its written submission, the agency argued the
following public interest reasons for denying access …

and outlined them. The commissioner went on to say:
21. I am not persuaded by the above, particularly because
only a very small amount of information in the
documents might be seen as relating to ‘options
canvassed’. Secondly, the agency has not identified what
specific mischief or harm could result from releasing the
documents.
22. I have, therefore, decided that the material that the
agency deleted under section 30(1) should be released,
except for the parts that are exempt under 33(1) …

as discussed further. There is quite a bit of detail there
that basically outlines, in a thoughtful, considered
assessment in relation to the documents that were
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redacted when provided to this house, that there is very
little information that was redacted that actually passes
even the threshold of the FOI test, let alone the
threshold of the test to provide them to this chamber.
I would like to once again go back to the
Attorney-General’s comments on the reason why many
of the items were exempt. The commissioner goes on to
talk about those documents, reflect on the agency’s
decision — the Office of the Victorian Information
Commissioner’s decision — and make some
comments, and I will give some examples. For
example, in relation to the compendium documents of
17 June 2016 the decision is that items 2, 10 and 11 be
released in full. Let us not forget that this was the item
that I quoted earlier where the Attorney-General said:
These items, or certain information in these items, reveal
deliberative processes of executive government or jeopardise
ministerial relationship with public officials.

The commissioner, having reviewed that redacted
section, said:
Items 2 and 10: The information is purely factual.

and —
Item 11: The information includes comments about a
recommendation that was accepted, which is therefore a
factual statement, not a deliberative decision. It does not meet
the first limb of section 30(1).

And it goes on. For the compendium of 24 June the
commissioner says, in relation to items 2, 3, 9, 11, 13
and 14, all of which were redacted:
This information is factual, and much of which is publicly
available.

In relation to the compendium of 1 July:
Item 2: The information relates includes matters that were
discussed with residents, which are likely to already be
known in the community.

And in relation to the compendium of 21 July 2016:
Item 3: The information relates to a planning matter that was
before VCAT. VCAT has since made its decision and this
information is publicly available.

What you can see here is a detailed assessment by the
Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner of
the government’s redactions of a document provided to
this house that shows that it was factual and it was
information that was already available in the public
sphere, and in fact the commissioner made a decision
that the vast bulk of that information should be released
under FOI.
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Interestingly, at 58 days with a 60-day deadline the
Department of Health and Human Services applied to
VCAT to have the FOI commissioner’s decision
overturned. So here is the FOI commissioner making a
simple assessment about factual documents that were not
provided under FOI, that were not provided to this house
when requested, that are very straightforward
assessments and that should be largely released in full.
The department is challenging that decision through
VCAT. It is an incredible obfuscating and delaying tactic
for documents that are now two years old and where the
FOI commissioner has ruled that it is information that is
already in the public sphere. It is quite extraordinary to
see the lengths the government are going to to avoid
releasing these documents and the redacted elements of
them, and there is a real question about what they have
got to hide.
In relation to this chamber, under section 11, the section
that relates to the production of documents, of course we
do have in this section the capacity for an independent
legal arbiter, and I think it is generally of the view that
the details in terms of how that arbiter would work are
limited in the standing orders, but we have effectively
had an independent arbiter assess the government’s
claim of executive privilege and find them to be coming
up exceptionally short. We have had during this
Parliament some discussions with the government in
relation to establishing a proper independent legal arbiter
that can assess the ongoing and regular claims of this
government in relation to executive privilege for
documents. Unfortunately, while there was much
enthusiasm on behalf of the opposition and many other
members in this house, the government has not been
prepared to progress those discussions. It is not
surprising, because when we have had an independent
arbiter assess the claims of the government they have, as
I have said, come up very short.
What this motion seeks to do is to give the government,
at the request of this house if this is passed today, the
chance to right the wrong and the chance to provide the
documents with appropriate cabinet-in-confidence
exemptions but in a way that does not redact factual
information and does not redact information that is
already on the public record. It will provide a benchmark
by which we can judge the further production of
documents in relation to this matter. What we do see,
often with a two-week turnaround time, is that the
government seeks to avoid providing information by just
asking for more time. It always seeks to buy more time. I
would say in relation to the documents that there has
been significant assessment, including given that there is
an expectation that this case may be in VCAT shortly.
There is a lot of assessment. There is a lot of information.
The government will be well-placed to fulfil any
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decision of this chamber in a very short period of time,
which this motion says is the next sitting Tuesday after
this motion is passed, if it is passed today.
As I have said, this motion is about the tension between
the privileges of this house and the executive privilege
claim of the government. This house on many
occasions and in specific relation to this compendium
document has relied on the statement of the
Attorney-General that there is a legitimate claim of
executive privilege in relation to these documents, but
the FOI commissioner has said that there is not. The
independent assessor has said that the
Attorney-General’s claims are not true, are not accurate
and are not a reasonable claim of executive privilege.
What it shows is that we cannot rely on the claims of
executive privilege by this government and that those
claims of executive privilege are false.
This is a very important motion. It actually takes our
debates in relation to documents motions to another
level that we have not experienced in this term. While
we have had many documents motions and many
escalations and penalties and all those sorts of things,
here we have a very clear case of an independent arbiter
assessing documents provided by the government with
significant claims of executive privilege being shown
that those claims of executive privilege do not hold up,
are not appropriate and should not be supported. This is
a very important reflection on the privileges and the
powers of this Council, and I encourage and urge
members to support my motion.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:48) — I will be brief, Ms Pulford, so you can stay
at the ready. I will speak very briefly on this. The
Greens do not oppose this motion put forward by
Ms Wooldridge. We have a long history of agitating
and advocating for transparency and accountability in
government. It has been an experience of every
non-government member, I think, in this term of
Parliament and previous parliaments that requests for
documents have been stymied. We did see the Leader
of the Government suspended from this chamber for six
months as a result of the ongoing issues with accessing
information through the Parliament.
I commend Ms Wooldridge for her perseverance with
this issue, because it is in many ways a very
bureaucratic process that she has endured to get to this
point. I also would say that from the Greens perspective
there is an issue with how much the government use
executive privilege as an excuse for redactions
throughout the documentation that they do provide. So
from that perspective the Greens will not be opposing
the motion today.
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(10:50) — That was short and sweet, Ms Springle. I
would like to make a few brief remarks on behalf of the
government on Ms Wooldridge’s documents motion
relating to matters in the health portfolio. I indicate that
the government will not be opposing this motion. We
are not opposed to this motion, because our government
is committed to transparency.
While we are talking about information about the
performance of our health service, it is appropriate to
just briefly reflect on the record of the former
government in terms of their refusal to release
ambulance response time data. Indeed the best
argument Mr Davis, the then health minister, could
come up with was that they did not want people to lose
confidence in the service. By contrast, we took the view
that this information needed to be published and needed
to be provided to the community. There are ways other
than manipulating the release of data to ensure people
have confidence in the ambulance service, and that is
by investing in the service and ensuring that it functions
at the standards that the community needs and expects.
Now, we do publish performance data every quarter,
and we have kept that promise about response time
data. Indeed any member in this chamber or any
member in the Victorian community who wants to find
out the latest on ambulance response times, for
instance, can visit performance.health.vic.gov.au,
where they can see all the latest performance data. So
this is not something that requires a motion in the
Parliament or FOI requests or anything else. When
Ms Wooldridge and Mr Davis were last in government
they were the things that members of the public were
required to do to obtain that vital data.
We remain incredibly proud of our commitments to
improving the health outcomes for people right across
Victoria no matter where they live and also to investing
in our health services to rebuild capacity after almost
$1 billion was taken from our health system by the
coalition when they were last in government. Of course
we know about the plans for a commission of audit. We
know that is code for cuts, cuts, cuts. Victorians who
are concerned about their health and that of their
families ought to be very concerned about what that
actually means for people in the event of a change of
government in November of this year.
Of course the opposition have been as quiet as a mouse
on their federal counterparts’ short-changing of
Victorian hospitals to the tune of $2.1 billion, which is
quite extraordinary: 7000 fewer doctors, 14 000 fewer
nurses, 330 000 fewer elective surgeries and more than
1.2 million colonoscopies. That is a lot of
colonoscopies. I am trying to imagine that visually, but
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I might stop trying to visualise that and leave that to
people and their doctors to contemplate in private.
There is of course also the $104 million which the
Turnbull government still refuses to pay Victorian
hospitals for services provided back as far as 2015–16.
While we are on colonoscopies — and I will get off
them — briefly, that is 57 500 colonoscopies worth of
health funding. But our focus is very much on restoring
funding levels for our health system, protecting
Victorian patients wherever the opportunity presents
itself from federal government cuts and ensuring that
the health needs of our community are met.
The motion from Ms Wooldridge essentially goes to
this ongoing debate in this place, about the capacity of
the chamber to demand from the government
documents that are cabinet-in-confidence and that are
commercial-in-confidence.
There are members in this place that assert the right to
any document. Of course Mr Barber is no longer a
member in this place, but he did famously say on one
occasion in one of these debates, which we have on a
pretty regular basis, ‘every document, everywhere,
every time’, or something to that effect. Some members
have the view of the chamber having an absolute right
to any piece of information the chamber seeks.
We recognise and respect the important role of the
Council in providing scrutiny and oversight and the
capacity of the Council to seek information from
government as it fulfils its duties and as members fulfil
their duties and responsibilities. But there are
extraordinary lengths that the opposition will go to to
upend conventions around cabinet confidentiality and
commercial-in-confidence arrangements. Only a couple
of years ago the coalition-Greens alliance resolved to
throw the Leader of the Government out for six months.
It was just extraordinary that the Leader of the
Government was punted from this place simply for
upholding his legal responsibilities — his very, very
formal responsibilities — as a member of the executive.
We are not on this occasion opposing this motion, but I
cannot help but wonder if the kinds of things that
Ms Wooldridge is seeking with this motion and with its
predecessor motion are actually a little bit more about
something else rather than the documents. Documents
that are available under freedom of information are
made available to members. The documents that can be
released are released, and the view of Ms Wooldridge
and the Greens, through Mr Barber’s view of ‘every
document, every time’, is not something that we agree
with.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
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Ms PULFORD — Ms Pennicuik seems to be
suggesting by interjection that there is a bit more
nuance in the Greens position now, which would be a
welcome thing because the responsibilities of executive
government are not insignificant, and Ms Wooldridge,
as a former minister, ought to know and understand
that.
I finally make the point that our position on these
matters is absolutely consistent when we are in
government and when we are in opposition. That stands
in quite some contrast to the approach that the Liberal
Party have taken, where when in government a huge
Harry Potter-style invisibility cloak enveloped
government information — important information like
ambulance response time data. There was no desire
whatsoever — and they used their rule of 21-19 — to
deny the upper house’s ability for it to perform its
functions and its roles and its responsibilities, to an
extraordinary degree. So what we see here is some rank
hypocrisy from the opposition, which take a
fundamentally different view, based on the composition
of the upper house and the opportunities that that
presents.
Mr Davis — Which is democratically elected, I
would imagine.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, absolutely the house is
democratically elected, and when you, Mr Davis, were
the Leader of the Government with your majority of 21
you denied —
Mr Davis — We provided every single document
other than ones where we sought that the Council not
insist, and the Council never insisted.
Ms PULFORD — You know you are a master of
secrecy.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I think everyone needs to sit down.
Mr Gepp — On a point of order, Acting President,
Mr Davis is on his feet while the minister is on her feet.
You have given the minister the call.
Mr Davis — So are you.
Mr Gepp — I have just been acknowledged by the
Chair, unlike you. So, Acting President, I would invite
you to tell him to sit down and shut up.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Gepp!
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Mr Davis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Davis, if you want to raise a point of order or if you
want to interject, please do that while you are sitting.
Otherwise it becomes confusing for Hansard if you are
standing and someone else is speaking. The minister to
resume.
Ms PULFORD — Just briefly, I thank the house
and the Victorian community and those who follow
investments in our health service and indeed the
secrecy that was the hallmark of the former Minister for
Health know well Mr Davis’s record.
As for Mr Gepp, I thank him for his great support for
our health services. Indeed I remember seeing Mr Gepp
in Shepparton last week and recall his really pure
delight about having been to the local health service to
mark the occasion of some record funding.
Mr Gepp — A $23 million increase.
Ms PULFORD — A $23 million increase in
funding. So I just knew from the look on Mr Gepp’s
face last week in Shepparton what that funding means
to him and what that means to the community that he
represents. As I said, we are not opposing this motion;
we are opposing the rank hypocrisy, but the motion is
okay.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(11:00) — While Ms Pulford may seek to try and
muddy the waters on this, this is not a motion in
relation to legitimately redacted information in
documents and it is not about cabinet-in-confidence
documents. It is about documents that the FOI
commissioner has clearly ruled are factual or are in the
public sphere already that the Attorney-General and the
government have chosen to claim executive privilege
over, and that claim has been shown to be clearly false.
So it is a very straightforward motion. While the
government has been clearly shown up in the first
instance for not being prepared to provide these
documents, the government now has an opportunity to
show if its promises in relation to transparency in the
Parliament and to the Victorian public have any
veracity at all, because the government has been
seriously wanting up until now. I appreciate the support
of the house in relation to testing that issue and having
the documents released by the government.
Motion agreed to.
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ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (11:02) — I
am pleased to move:
That this house —
(1) congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition on its
recent commitment to build both the east–west link and
a north-east link if elected to government;
(2) acknowledges that this commitment, combined with the
Liberal-Nationals coalition’s plan to remove 55 of
Melbourne and Geelong’s most congested and
dangerous intersections, represents a bold plan to get
Victoria moving again; and
(3) condemns the Andrews Labor government for wasting
$1.3 billion of taxpayers money tearing up the east–west
link contract and, in doing so, precipitating Melbourne’s
ongoing congestion crisis.

There is no doubt that our city population is growing
very significantly, with recent data showing that the
population grew by 143 000 statewide and that 90 per
cent of that growth was in Melbourne in the most recent
year. Likewise, the year before that the population grew
by 147 000, with more than 85 per cent of the growth in
metropolitan Melbourne. So we are seeing huge growth
in metropolitan Melbourne and a huge congestion load
that is being felt by all Victorians. People know this
when they travel to work or home. They know this
when they seek to take their children to school or go to
sporting or family events on the weekend. Even
Saturday mornings and early afternoons have become
incredibly congested times on our roads.
At the same time we know that Labor have been in
power for 14 of the last 18 years, and we know that
their general antagonism towards road projects is
significant. Of course you need a balanced set of
developments — both road and rail, as well as other
transport options, including trams and particularly
buses, which add to the mix of options for people to
move around the city. We know that rail, tram and bus
options — and occasionally ferries, as we have seen in
recent days — can play a very significant role in
reducing congestion. That is in no way in contradiction
to the point that more roads are needed, and roads that
are placed strategically to enable the right connections
to be made and to enable people to move in a
constructive and effective way without bad limitations
or restrictions on their ability to move in a timely way.
We have also seen in our city — as the population has
grown and Labor’s hatred of roads and their hatred of a
balanced form of development have come to the fore
over those 14 of the last 18 years in which they have
been in power — a massive increase in the time it takes
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people to move across our city. Every Victorian knows
this. When you talk to people they say, ‘My life is
being badly impacted because I cannot get home to see
my children’. They say, ‘My ability to go and see
family members is being restricted’ and ‘My ability to
undertake further work opportunities is being restricted
because of the massive congestion’.
There is not only a social cost to the congestion that is
building on our major metropolitan city of Melbourne
but also an economic dimension to this. Freight is a
very significant part of our economy, and there are
those who need to move the logistics of our lifestyle,
whether it be food or consumer goods, or move our
products to market, whether it be products coming from
a construction or manufacturing site in metropolitan
Melbourne or whether it be rural produce. All of that
runs foul of the Melbourne congestion that has a
significant impact on our city today and every day as
the population increases, and the impact on people and
our economy is getting greater and greater.
We know this government has dropped the ball on
freight movements. My colleague David Hodgett in the
Assembly, the shadow minister responsible for freight
and logistics in this context — and I note that the
government has not matched that focus of having a
minister responsible for those freight and logistics
issues — has called this out on a number of occasions.
We have made significant announcements that will
assist with freight movements — a commitment to, for
example, continue the ongoing movement of freight
from inland ports and a focus on building up the
concept of inland ports, particularly from country
Victoria and places like Horsham — through a subsidy
to make sure that freight moves on rail that is
significant, reliable and predictable. That has been a
successful subsidy, and we are concerned that the state
government have indicated that they will only continue
that subsidy for a further year. We have made a
commitment that if elected in November we will fund it
through the full period of the forward estimates. That is
a very significant difference.
Imagine the impact of more trucks going through the
western side of Melbourne in particular from that
decision of the Labor Party to cut the freight subsidy
into the future. This will all add to congestion and make
it harder for motorists and for freight movements. This
is a government that has no plan for freight and
logistics. I noticed some sort of strange, soft
announcement made by the government in recent days
of some ‘Freight Victoria’, or some other
announcement of that type. Well, this is a badging
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operation; it is not a serious operation to address freight
and logistics.

sleepers correctly’. Jacinta Allan has botched it. What a
dope.

We know that the government has dropped the ball on
the Murray Basin rail project. That Murray Basin
project was funded by the coalition in 2014 in
significant measure and matched by the federal
government shortly thereafter, and this government was
slow to get moving on that. In an effort to cover her
tracks, the Minister for Public Transport has sought to
rebadge the project, but nothing will take away from
the fact that perhaps the wrong contractors were
selected and the government had not supervised the
project adequately. This ultimately is the responsibility
of Jacinta Allan as the minister responsible for this
particular project.

What a historic mistake. The government cannot even
lay a railway line when they have got the money in the
bank to do it. I cannot believe it, nor can people who
are associated with rail freight believe it and nor can
people believe it who are advocates of both passenger
and freight rail in country Victoria who have correctly
identified that congestion in Melbourne and Geelong
will be much worse if every piece of freight coming
from country Victoria has to come through the western
side of the city through those congested and built-up
areas. It is much better to get it on rail, it is much better
to bring it those distances on rail, it is much better to
open up Portland for these purposes some of the time
and it is much better to have serious options for farmers
and those in country Victoria who want to move freight
to market. Instead of that we have Jacinta Allan, who
will go down as one of the most hopeless public
transport ministers in the state’s history the way she is
going.

We know that the quality of the work on the Murray
Basin project has been poor, we know that the ballast
has not been properly installed, we know that in some
places the wrong sleepers have been used and we know
in other places the government is recycling old track. I
was told by someone as recently as last week that some
of the track was from 1928, that they have torn up old
track and are re-laying this old and flawed track in short
sections by welding it together in certain parts of the
Murray Basin project in an effort to scrimp and save
money.
I say that if you are going to do this freight-changing
and economy-changing project, the Murray Basin
project initiated by the coalition but botched to date by
this government, you should do it properly. You lay the
ballast properly, you lay the sleepers properly, you lay
the sleepers at the standard that will enable the
reasonably fast movement of those freight trains, you
ensure the axle loads are sufficient to enable the
movement of large grain and other trains at a decent
speed and you lay new rails that are up to the standards
and specifications that enable the movement of those
heavier trains, the freight trains. That is what you want.
You actually want those freight trains on those tracks
because you do not want trucks moving all the way
across the state and often through the city to the ports.
This is a really dumb idea by Daniel Andrews and his
government to botch and mismanage the Murray Basin
project by laying bad rail and inadequate sleepers and
botching the ballast. I mean, this is really basic, dumb
stuff. It just makes you tear your hair out. You look at
this and you go, ‘Really, can you just not get this
important project right? The money was there from the
last coalition government and from the federal coalition
government, and all you had to do was use the money
that was provided and lay the rails, the ballast and the

Imagine if they had not squandered the money on the
level crossings? Now we all support the level crossings,
but we do not support the misuse of public money
through the mismanagement of major contracts. We
have seen more than a 60 per cent blow out in the cost
of those level crossing removal projects from $5 billion
to well over $8 billion and growing.
Having a good project does not absolve the government
from the responsibility to manage the contract properly
and to ensure cost control of the contract, but that does
not seem to be what they are doing. If you blow
$3 billion or $4 billion extra on a project because you
have mismanaged it, that is money that could have been
deployed on other projects elsewhere, other
congestion-busting projects, other projects that would
enable freight to move better, other projects that would
enable passengers to move better and other projects that
would enable cars and trucks to move better.
Squandering public money through the
mismanagement of major contracts and major projects
is costing the state dearly. The opportunity cost of what
is going on in this state is extraordinary, and I think this
has to be called out on a broad front.
The coalition obviously believes that we need more
passenger rail projects too. The commitment to extend
passenger rail services from Maryborough to Donald is
very important. There has been huge advocacy from
Louise Staley, the member for Ripon, and from others
around that area too, including councils and
communities, for this significant project that will
actually support the towns of St Arnaud and Donald.
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That is a very significant project that the coalition is
committed to. We are also strongly committed to
additional passenger rail services to Ararat and to an
openness — in line with council requests on the
western side of the state — to undertake a proper
analysis of a return of rail services to Horsham and
Hamilton. We will do that if we are elected in
November. That is a very important commitment and it
is a commitment that will bring our regional cities
much closer.
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Labor have been in power for 14 of the last 18 years —
14 long years under Labor, 14 years where they have
actually run down much of the country infrastructure.

At the same time we have committed to doubling the
number of services to Shepparton. The rail upgrades
and additional services will make a huge difference to
Shepparton which has not had support over the last
18 years from Labor governments. Over the 14 of the
last 18 years that they have been in power Labor have
done nothing to improve services to Shepparton. In fact
services there have diminished. The reliability, the
punctuality and the quality of services have diminished
under Labor.

I note that the federal government have actually come
to the party and indicated that they will fund the
regional rail revival package. Let us be clear on that
money: 91 per cent of that money is federal money.
The state could only chip in a little bit for some reason.
It was only Darren Chester and the federal government
who stepped forward and said, ‘We’re going to put the
money into revitalising those rail corridors, into fixing
those old tracks, into lifting the standard of those old
tracks’, and 91 per cent of the money came from
Canberra. I say thank you to the federal government for
that, because it was well needed. I have no doubt that if
Canberra had not provided that money, Labor would
not have provided that money. Jacinta Allan and Daniel
Andrews would not have provided that money to
refurbish those rail corridors that are so very important
for the long haul.

V/Line services are an absolute travesty state-wide. We
have seen the performance of V/Line services
deteriorate massively, and that deterioration is putting
country communities at a big disadvantage. You cannot
rely on the ability to get to Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo,
Shepparton, Warrigal, Bairnsdale, Warrnambool,
Wodonga, Echuca and Swan Hill, our key regional
cities, without the disruption and inconsistency that has
now become the hallmark of V/Line services under
Jacinta Allan.

The coalition has a plan for decentralisation. If we are
elected in November, my Assembly colleague Peter
Walsh will be the first minister for decentralisation for I
am not quite sure how long, but for a long, long time.
That is important, because with the population growth
we are experiencing now, we need to be focusing on
ensuring that all of the state grows, not just
Melbourne — that the regional cities and the country
areas of our state are the beneficiaries of that population
growth and are able to play their part.

Let us be clear: the rolling stock for the long-haul
V/Line trains is poor. Some of it was ordered in Dick
Hamer’s day — it is that old — so we get that that has
got to be looked at. That is why we have made a
commitment of $633 million for long-haul country
rolling stock, for VLocity stock. I see the government
has been bouncing around a little bit in the last few
days, saying, ‘Oh, we’re going to do something about
long-haul stock’. They can copy our announcement.
We welcome the copying of our announcement; it is the
nicest form of flattery in this respect. We note that that
long-haul country rolling stock needs to be replaced.
We have said that it will be replaced with
purpose-designed VLocity carriages. Enough will be
built in the first term to replace the old rattlers that are
not up to scratch. Everyone knows that they are not up
to scratch.

People can have a very good quality of life in our
regional cities, but they need the support to do so. That
means the planning support. We have said we will
support country councils with the rural flying squads.
We need to have the proper planning arrangements in
place, and we will work with councils to make sure that
there are steps there. We will work in tandem with
councils and local communities in country Victoria to
make sure that the support is there to actually grow the
whole state, not just metropolitan Melbourne, which
has been carrying a bigger share of the challenge of
carrying population growth than the other areas of the
state. With the exception of Geelong, metropolitan
Melbourne has been carrying the load with respect to
this large population growth.

I was talking to someone the other day about the train
that stopped down at Birregurra: they all had to get off
the train and walk along the tracks because the train
broke down. That is emblematic of the failure of
V/Line under Daniel Andrews and his government.

We need to change the mindset here. We need to make
sure that decentralisation is squarely on the agenda with
government decisions. We began this process when we
were in government, and indeed the Labor Party could
have followed through, moving the VicRoads office to
Ballarat, but they chose not to do so. We are prepared
to look at options with the public service in this respect.
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But some of it must be about private sector
opportunities, and we obviously need to make sure that
the business support and incentives are there to grow
employment in our country areas. Part of the challenge
of decentralisation is better road and rail connections,
and we are determined to see those better road and rail
connections. We are determined to see that those rail
connections in particular are brought forward in a way
that has a better outcome for our community.
The focus on moving people in ways other than roads is
important, and I welcome the commitment of the
federal government of up to $5 billion for the airport
rail option. That is a very significant commitment by
the federal government. It has moved Daniel Andrews
and his government from their slothful approach to
airport rail to a recognition that they needed to do
something. The truth is an airport rail link was funded
by our government in 2014–15 as part of the
Melbourne rail link. That project was ditched by Daniel
Andrews. But I also make the point —
Ms Crozier — It took in Fishermans Bend.
Mr DAVIS — It did take in Fishermans Bend,
Ms Crozier, and you and I know the importance of a
deep rail connection there that will move the population
that is likely to cohabit there in the long term. We know
that a deep rail connection is a very important part of
that. Daniel Andrews’s first action as Premier was to
strip the station from Fishermans Bend — a
station-stripping operation that actually left the area
without proper transport. It is no wonder that area is
now drifting. It is no wonder that there is no proper —
Ms Crozier — Inaction for four years.
Mr DAVIS — Inaction for four years — in fact, for
those 14 years that Labor has been in power over the
last 18 years.
I make the point that on airport rail Daniel Andrews
was dragged to this. It is interesting to go back and read
some old documents. The Labor Party policy in 1999,
before that 14-year period had commenced, was a rapid
transit link to the airport. That never eventuated;
nothing at all came from that document. Nothing at all
was delivered by the government — the Labor
government of Steve Bracks at the time, nor Brumby,
and on that, nor this current government — for 14 of
the last 18 years. On that promise from 1999, they are
now saying they will build the airport rail link in time
for 2026. They will not build it in this term of
government. They will not build it in the next term of
government. They will build it in the term after — well,
it is a long, long, long way away.
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I also compliment the federal government on its
announcement of $475 million committed for a link
that would bring Monash University into the public
transport orbit in a satisfactory way. That $475 million
is a very significant contribution. I know that the
Monash employment cluster is our second biggest area
of employment in the state, including not just Monash
University or the Australian Synchrotron but associated
industries through that area and also importantly
Monash Health. As a former health minister I know the
difficulties that that health service has faced with
transport and connection to the public transport system.
So all of these initiatives that look at additional public
transport are important, and I note that the current
government has failed to understand the importance of
buses. Its way forward with the bus industry was to
have a brawl with the private bus operators — have a
full-on, wing-ding, all-in brawl with the private bus
sector — and to seek to nationalise the private bus
companies. Let us be clear about what Jacinta Allan
was seeking to do in the original contracts that she
wanted signed before 30 June this year: all versions of
the contracts — and I have seen them — sought to
transfer the assets of the private bus companies to the
state or the state’s nominee. So if you were a family bus
company and you had owned a bus depot for 60 or
70 years, you were required to sign that over to Daniel
Andrews and Jacinta Allan or their nominees.
Ms Crozier — Socialism.
Mr DAVIS — Socialism, pure and simple. If you
owned a set of buses, and you might have gone out and
purchased the most modern buses for the purposes of
running all manner of services, you were required to
transfer those buses to Daniel Andrews and Jacinta
Allan or their nominee. If you owned intellectual
property around your bus company, you were required
to transfer all of that to Daniel Andrews, Jacinta Allan
or their nominee, and do that in the term of the new
contracts you were due to sign.
Well, I pay tribute to the private bus operators in the
city who were initially in the gun from this
nationalisation step and to the ones in the country who
understood that if Daniel Andrews and Jacinta Allan
were successful in nationalising their bus operations, in
taking over their bus businesses and in running their
bus businesses in a Stalinist style, the country services
would not be far behind. Their contracts are due up next
year, so you do not have to be a rocket scientist to see
that if Jacinta Allan can tear away the private assets of
the private bus companies in the city this year she might
do it in the country next year.
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And that was clearly the intention of the boffins in
Transport for Victoria and Public Transport Victoria —
two separate bodies of course. We now have an
additional layer, and everyone of course says to me,
‘It’s good that there’s coordination’. I agree that it is
good that there is coordination, and there should be
proper coordination between the different transport
agencies, but no-one believes — no-one I have met in
any of the transport sectors believes — that Transport
for Victoria is assisting with coordination.
Mr Mulino — You should get out more.
Mr DAVIS — I get out a lot, I can tell you.
Everybody believes it is creating more confusion,
more —
Mr Mulino — You’re stuck in here every Friday
filibustering.
Mr DAVIS — Well, yes, you are the ones who want
to sit Fridays. But leaving that aside, the truth of the
matter is that Transport for Victoria is a good concept
badly delivered. It is meddling everywhere. I think that
the bureaucrats on the top of that agency think that they
are some sort of grand pooh-bahs who can control the
world. Everything has got to go through them. They are
the filter to the minister, and I think that the minister is
listening to the pooh-bahs at the head of Transport for
Victoria more than enough. I think she is overly
captured by the pooh-bahs at the top of Transport for
Victoria. So they are sitting there, they are meant to —
Mr Mulino — Can you say pooh-bah one more
time?
Mr DAVIS — I said pooh-bahs — grand
pooh-bahs. It is a turn of phrase meaning a sort of
over-puffed boffin. And the truth of the matter is that a
good idea is Transport for Victoria but the delivery has
been entirely and utterly botched.
Mr O’Sullivan — Are you surprised?
Mr DAVIS — Well, I am not. We have heard about
the performance of the Murray Basin project — a very
important project. We have seen the cost blowouts that
are occurring elsewhere under the Minister for Public
Transport’s watch, whether it be on level crossings or
on the tunnel or on some of the other major projects
around the state. None of them are coming in under
budget, I can tell you that; they are all coming in over
budget.
And let us be clear about what is going on with some of
these budgets. There is an additional layer —
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Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Well, it is a complex process that is
going on here. What they do is they take the invoices
that are coming in, Ms Crozier, and they add to that.
They add a cost centre charge, they add marketing
charges and they add charges for the management of
the project. I understand there is a risk component that
is added on to the charge, and in some projects the
additional charges over and above the actual invoices
for the delivery of the actual project — the hard nuts
and bolts — might be up to 60 per cent over and above
the actual cost of the delivery. And that is funding
bureaucrats, it is funding muffins out on stations and it
is funding coffees. It is funding blowouts in wages costs
where they have got communications staff who are
working in huge numbers. I think some of these
projects have enormous communications staff numbers
and enormous communications costs. Well, these
communications costs are sheeted home to the cost
centre for the project. So in the case of level crossings,
for example, there are the hard physical infrastructure
costs, and then there is plus, plus, plus, plus as the costs
go up. Then we wonder why the cost of these projects
is blowing out so remorselessly.
Again the point I make is that these cost blowouts are
opportunities lost for the state. Good projects managed
properly and delivered properly are good outcomes.
Good projects botched in their delivery and massively
over budget because of mismanagement of the project
and lack of financial control are not the right outcomes
for this state, because that additional money that has
been squandered could have been spent on alternate
additional projects. So we are losing the capacity to
deliver some of the projects we would want to deliver
because the state government cannot manage the costs
of these major projects.
Even good projects are being botched because of the
cost overrun, and that is quite separate from the special
and quite unique botching that has occurred with
respect to that Murray Basin project, which I think we
should rename the Jacinta Allan project. I think it is her
project in terms of its delivery. It was the Liberals and
The Nationals who funded the project initially and the
federal government who funded it next, and all of the
money was there. All Jacinta Allan had to do was to
actually deliver the project, to get the ballast laid
properly, get the sleepers laid properly and get new rails
of the highest quality laid to enable heavy trains to run
at a reasonable speed in all temperatures.
The risk is that if you have got 1928 rails — old rails,
torn up, welded together bit by bit — you are going to
have problems when the summer comes. If you have
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got those laid on top of poor ballast, my goodness, what
a terrible outcome for industries up there that will need
to rely on that rail corridor. If they cannot rely on the
rail corridor, you know what will happen? They will
move back to trucks. Who could blame a farmer who
has got produce that needs to be reliably moved at a
particular time? Of course they are going to move back
to trucks if they cannot rely on the rail.
If the rail has got these 1928 doozies there that have
been rewelded, bits put together — people have shown
me how it has been done and it is just shocking. I do not
think Minister Allan should stick her head up on any
country rail project until she has fixed the problems
there. Rebadging it with a different name is not fixing
the actual delivery. This is one problem with this
government. They do not seem to understand that just
having a spin or a marketing approach is not the same
as actually delivering a project on the ground in terms
of the rails and the actual construction. The government
needs to get these projects right.
I want to say something about the east–west link
contract. This was a project that was part of the John
Brumby plan. It was part of Sir Rod Eddington’s plan.
It goes all the way back there. Some of us have been
around long enough to remember the details of those
plans.
Mr O’Sullivan — Bill Shorten supported it.
Mr DAVIS — Bill Shorten supported it. I think
Cesar Melhem, when he was at the CFMEU, or rather
the Australian Workers Union I should say —
whichever particular union it was — supported it; his
name is on documents supporting it.
This is a project that ought to be built. We know it
stacks up. There are two main reasons why it needs to
be built. There is the obvious connectivity and the
obvious movement of freight and movement of people,
commuters and so forth, but there is also a redundancy
reason. To enable proper east–west movements in this
state you actually need a proper east–west corridor that
provides redundancy. We know the risk. When the
tunnel goes down, when the bridge has a problem or
when that long corridor that is the Monash and the M1
has a problem, the whole city goes into gridlock, and
we know that problem. Labor’s solution to that — we
had obviously signed a contract and begun construction
when the government changed — was to say, ‘We’re
going to tear up the contract. It won’t cost a cent’. Of
course they then tore it up after the election, but it did
not just cost a cent. It cost $1.3 billion to tear up the
contract and to not build the road. So the road is not
built and the state is $1.3 billion poorer.
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That is bad enough. Then the government came
forward with this West Gate tunnel project. We accept
that at this point the project has gone too far to stop.
That is just a fact. Whether we think it is the right
project or not, it has gone too far to stop. One of the key
problems with West Gate — and I will come to several
in a moment — is that it does not provide the true
east–west redundancy that is required. There is still a
major section of road which it connects to and which
goes out towards the ring-road, where if a truck has a
spillage or there is a major accident it will stop the road
traffic on one side of the city, coming either in or out,
whichever it is, or maybe both in some cases. That lack
of redundancy is a major risk for the state. The
Eddington proposal and the one which we adopted in a
variant form would have provided true redundancy by
ultimately providing access across to the ring-road.
That would have provided the opportunity for people
and goods to move fully east–west. If one corridor were
down for whatever reason, the whole city would not be
blocked in terms of east–west movement.
So that redundancy issue is a very significant one, and I
do not think the government’s current proposal fully
provides that. As I said, we are stuck with what they
have done. They have signed the contract with
Transurban. The road will provide some movements of
course and will provide some assistance, but it is not
the best outcome. However, it is an expensive outcome.
It is very good for Transurban, a large company,
obviously Victorian-based initially, with interests
everywhere. Private companies have their own
interests, and I do not judge private companies whose
own interest is to do whatever they do and make a
profit. That is understood. In the case of negotiations
with government, government’s role is to stand there in
the community’s interest and to say that this is in the
community’s interest or it is not.
The agreement has been signed, and we still have not
seen the full contract. Despite this chamber demanding
it through a documents motion, we still have not seen
the full contract.
Ms Crozier — It is hiding.
Mr DAVIS — Indeed. And we have not seen the
full agreements with respect to tolls and variations of
the old CityLink contracts. Despite the Melbourne City
Link Act 1995 requiring that they be tabled in this
Parliament within six days, they have never been
tabled. The Parliament has sought through a documents
motion to get those toll variation deeds, or equivalents.
Maybe they have not signed the formal document.
Maybe they have signed some additional codicil or
some other commitment that ought to be in the public
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domain. Let us be clear: this Parliament under the
Melbourne City Link Act has a responsibility. We all
have responsibility under that act to see those
documents and to decide whether they are in the public
interest. Actually individually, not severally, the
chambers have got the power to revoke those
agreements. Now what we know is in those agreements
is a set of toll arrangements. Let us be clear about these
toll arrangements: they are very, very generous to
Transurban; they are not so generous to Victorians.
I will summarise quickly for the chamber, and I am
conscious of the time. The contracts will have an
escalator in them on the current roads. These contracts
are not for tolls on the new road; these are for tolls on
the current CityLink roads. They are due to expire
sometime in 2030, but according to these toll variations
they will go out sometime into the 2040s, so people will
pay tolls for longer. But in the initial period starting in
2019 there will be an escalator: 4.25 per cent up in tolls
every year, year on year on year for a decade. I make
that a more than 50 per cent increase across that period
in tolls that will be paid on every toll movement on the
roads every day, by every family. If you go in and out
of the city from Tullamarine — one movement each
day to work and back and do that five times a week —
your tolls are going to go up massively; you will be
smashed. That is Daniel Andrews’s toll deal with
Transurban.
It is the same in the south-east. If you come in on the
Monash, you will not only pay the CityLink toll for a
decade or more longer but pay this escalated toll on the
existing road. Nobody has difficulty with a toll being
put on a new road. I think that is broadly accepted in
our Parliament now. It was controversial in the 1990s,
but I think now people accept that if you build a new
road, a toll may well be an appropriate device to part
fund that, and in that sense we have no quibble with
that component. The new proposed city access charge
is novel, and I think the modelling on that bears close
analysis. I do not think the full ramifications of that or
the impact on E-gate or flows of traffic into that close
area of the city have been thought through.
That is what we know about the deal with Transurban.
We have not seen the exact words in the toll deed
variations, and nobody other than the government and
Transurban, has seen any agreements or other
arrangements that may have been entered into. They all
should be properly lying on the table right now. We
should be able to flick through them and examine them,
and if somebody in this chamber wants to move a
revocation or partial revocation of part of that toll
funding, that should be an option available to this
Parliament now. So arguably Daniel Andrews is in
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breach of the CityLink act now. He should have
brought this forward at a fair pace.
The coalition is committed to the north-east link. We
understand the importance of the north-east link, and
we understand that it will make a very significant
difference. There are questions about exactly how this
is to be implemented, and whoever the government of
the day is, it will need to work carefully with local
communities and councils in that area to make sure that
the impact is minimised — the impact on vegetation,
the impact on the creeks, the impact on public open
space and the impact on those whose land may need to
be acquired. That needs to be worked through. I can tell
you that the coalition, if we are elected in November,
are absolutely committed to working with those
councils and communities to get a better outcome. We
are absolutely committed to that. I have spoken to a
number of the councillors and others in those areas. I
understand as someone who represents Southern
Metropolitan Region that there are challenges for parts
of Southern Metropolitan in terms of the north-east link
and how it will operate. Let me be clear: one thing that
is absolutely crystal clear —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr DAVIS — That is the point: it will free up the
Monash, and it will provide the redundancy in part for
some movements, but not unless there is an additional
component — and that is the east–west link — to join
up with the West Gate tunnel project. We might have
our reservations, but the project is now being built; we
accept that. But at the moment the state government
does not have a connection between that and the
Eastern Freeway or the new north-east link that the
government and the opposition both want to build.
We say that that connection has got to be built, and we
will build it in tandem with the north-east link. We will
build that link. It will provide more redundancy for the
city. It will provide a significant congestion-busting
step because it will remove people and traffic from
many of our suburban roads and many of our secondary
roads as well. It will actually have a very significant
effect, and it will ameliorate the impact of the
north-east link just coming to a halt and feeding out
onto the already congested Eastern Freeway.
I am also fearful that this government, the Labor
government, may well put a toll on the Eastern
Freeway, and we would be opposed to that. We do not
agree with putting a toll on that existing freeway. We
think that it would be a mistake, and we have
committed that we will not do that. If we build the
east–west link, yes, there will be a toll there, as people
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would expect with new major roads that are built, but
that will provide a major link. At the moment we see
the Eastern Freeway come to a screeching halt at
Hoddle Street. You only need to see the traffic banked
back, sometimes way back up past Bulleen Road. It
comes to a screeching halt at Hoddle Street.
The government has just spent I do not know how
many tens of millions of dollars doing traffic
treatments — pulling down trees and trying to do traffic
treatments on the north end of Hoddle Street. I know
this area very well; I live not very far from it and I
understand it well. The traffic treatments have been
pretty much unsuccessful. They may have made some
minor difference. But I will tell you that if you connect
up the north-east link to the Eastern Freeway, the traffic
that scoots down through there will come to a
screeching halt at the end of the Eastern Freeway and
then people will say, ‘Where are we going to go now?’.
They are going to try to go down the slightly modified
top end of the Hoddle Street area, but the traffic is
going to be enormous. It will be like a traffic sewer, as
people try to find their way out of the end of that
Eastern Freeway area, going south into Boroondara,
going north into Darebin, going north into parts of
Banyule and going west. Whichever way, they are
going to encounter slow movement and massive
congestion. The state government has not thought this
through.
If the north-east link is to be built, and we think it
should be, we accept that the connection has got to be
there with the West Gate tunnel project, a project that is
now advanced and will be built, but we need to connect
up the north-east link and the West Gate via the
east–west link project and build the north-east and
east–west links in tandem. That is the way that we
should be proceeding.
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communities and deal with local congestion points and
do that in conjunction with councils and communities. I
say that we will work with those councils, both on the
ones we have identified and on the ones that we would
seek to identify in government, to work through the
best way of implementing those road crossing removals
and to do that in a way to get the best planning and land
use outcomes for those communities. If we actually
focus carefully on those outcomes, we can achieve a
better outcome than just the congestion agenda that is
very much a part of our focus.
In metropolitan Melbourne we are conscious of this
congestion. We are conscious of what it means, and we
know that it needs to be dealt with. We accept the West
Gate project. We support the north-east link. We want
the east–west link to be built, and we want to deal with
the congestion that is facing Melbourne. Some of that
will be dealt with with better roads; some of it will be
dealt with with rail; some of it will be dealt with by
trams; some of it with buses, and that is critically
important; some of it will also be dealt with by our
decentralisation focus, which says, ‘Actually our big
regional cities can play a significant role’; and some of
it is about managing the growth on the edge of the city
in a sensible way.
In recent days we have committed to a number of
important rail extension projects, including at Baxter, in
concert with the federal government. The federal
government has committed $225 million, and we have
said we will match that $225 million and build the
extension from Frankston to a new station at Frankston
East, to Langwarrin and on to Baxter. In that case that is
an opportunity to improve our bus services as well.

The coalition has also said that there is an opportunity
to deal with 55 of our road crossings. Those road
crossings across the city — and I am conscious of my
time here — are very important parts of our agenda.
They will make a significant difference. The location of
these major intersections will both provide an
opportunity to both improve movement on roads and
reduce the movement through many of the surrounding
streets — the rat-running and the other movements that
have a significant impact on local communities.

I was talking to our candidate for the Assembly seat of
Nepean just this morning about the 788 bus route. It is a
joke. It is a terrible bus route. It really is unreliable. It is
like a slow milk run as it snakes down the peninsula
from Frankston ultimately to Portsea. It takes well over
an hour to do that, and that is when it runs on time. You
have got to be thinking about those distances and how
this can operate more effectively. A new Baxter hub is
an opportunity to put a fast bus straight onto the
freeway right near Baxter to travel down towards the
end of the peninsula to improve transit times, to
improve connectivity and to improve the travel
experience of people who are coming to Melbourne.

I also make the point that we have identified some of
those and for others we have said we will work with
communities to identify them after being elected. We
would welcome that engagement with councils and
communities as to the latter part of that list, because
that list will provide an opportunity to re-form local

It is the same with the Cranbourne corridor. We are
being very clear on Cranbourne that we want to see the
extension from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East and to
Clyde. With the population growing like Topsy, that
transport corridor is needed. We need to have people
being able to access that rail corridor at an early point,
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not years into the future. We have said we will build
electrified double tracks through that zone. We accept
that there has to be an upgrade of the line from
Dandenong to Cranbourne. That is quite important.
That capacity is going to be necessary for Melbourne
Metro when it comes, but it is also going to be
necessary for the further extension that we are talking
about to assist in maximising the outcome of that. That
Cranbourne to Dandenong duplication is incredibly
important. I note the government has a small amount of
study money in the current budget. We welcome work
being done on it, but we need to get on with that project
as well. That project is something that has got to be
moved very far up the agenda.
Equally, down in that same corridor we have opened up
the prospect of the rail to Koo Wee Rup. There is an old
reservation there; in fact there are tracks through some
of that. Minister Allan in her current very unfortunate
mode might want to tear up the tracks and use them on
the Murray Basin rail project! That is what she is doing
in effect elsewhere. I am not actually suggesting that. I
am saying that is a very bad idea, but there is a great rail
corridor through to Koo Wee Rup and we, as part of the
commitment we made the other day, will not only build
new stations at Clyde and Cranbourne East but also
look at the process of opening up that corridor to Koo
Wee Rup. That is important for quite a number of
reasons. Again, there is the huge population growth in
that corridor, and that corridor will play a very
significant role into the future, but it needs proper
public transport, otherwise people will default back
onto roads. Of course they will; they will have to. If we
do not build that rail infrastructure, they will default to
roads.
Mr Leane — How much rail infrastructure did you
build?
Mr DAVIS — Let me be quite clear. You have been
in power for 14 of the last 18 years, so let me talk about
Cranbourne and your government’s promise back in
1999. You said you were going to restore rail to Koo
Wee Rup in 1999 — 18 years ago — and how many
spikes have been driven into the rail to Koo Wee Rup?
How many spikes have been driven? The answer is
none. The regional rail link was a very important
contribution, but you never drove a single spike. What
did you do?
Mr Leane — Because you were the worst minister
this state has ever had.
Mr DAVIS — I actually did a lot of health projects.
I had $4.5 billion in health projects around the state,
whether it be at Bendigo Hospital, whether it be the
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Royal Children’s Hospital, whether it be the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre. Do you want me to list
them all? I could be here all day. I will run you through
the detail of them at a quiet time if you like —
$4.5 billion in health projects. And what did you ever
do? You did nothing. You sat on your hands and you
tore up the east–west link contract. Your electorate is in
the eastern suburbs and you tore up the east–west link
contract — shame, shame, shame on you! You tore up
the east–west link contract.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — That is
time, Mr Davis!
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (11:55) — I have
got to say that felt like more than an hour. Can I say I
think it is going to become an increasingly common
feature of this place on Wednesdays that we face these
debates where the opposition puts up motions
congratulating themselves. I just wonder whether they
have decided that people are going to be googling
Hansard in the lead-up to the next election and saying
to themselves, ‘I’m really curious. Which party has
received the most votes congratulating them in the
Legislative Council?’, as a way of deciding who they
are going to vote for. They might say, ‘Everybody
gather round the kitchen table. I just extracted
something out of Hansard, and Mr Davis managed to
get 16 votes congratulating himself on their transport
policy. There’s got to be something to this. There’s got
to be. I mean, you can’t just get 16 MLCs voting to
congratulate somebody for this transport policy. There
must be some content to this’.
It seems like it is almost a stress-relief session at times,
with members opposite just unloading on things they
are frustrated about with the transport situation. I think
when you look at the actual content, there is a lot of
rhetoric and not a lot of evidence, not a lot of content.
What I want to start with is that there is obviously a
degree of scepticism in the community about words
coming out of the mouths of politicians on all sides. I
think that when members of the community look at the
transport policies of all sides of this chamber they are
going to look at what we say we are going to do, but I
suspect they are also going to look at what we actually
did — what this government did over its last four years,
and what those opposite did when they were in power
for their four years. That will be very influential.
Over the last four years, were we perfect? We will not
claim perfection, but we have done a lot — and I will
talk about that in a moment. We have done a lot when it
comes to roads, when it comes to level crossing
removal, when it comes to major rail projects. We will
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stand up and defend our track record any day of the
week.
Those opposite are going to have this panoply of
incredible projects, like they did at the last election.
After four years of doing nothing, they were handing
out tickets at Southern Cross railway station for a new
airport rail link. They had done nothing on it and would
not have done anything on it. They had all sorts of
grand plans in their last budget, but there was zero
credibility — because they had done nothing. So, if
Mr Davis wants to get up and vent for an hour every
Wednesday for the remaining sitting weeks on his
vision of a perfect transport system, that is fine, but
voters will not judge us against a vision of perfection
concocted by Mr Davis. What they are going to judge
us against is what we have actually delivered versus
what those opposite can credibly deliver.
Let us also look at this to start with from a slightly
higher position. Mr Davis has just given us an absolute
shopping list of bus routes he would like tweaked and
this and that project where he would rather this tree was
removed rather than that tree, but let us start with the
bigger picture.
If you look back at the last 10 years before this
government came in, there was an average of
$4 billion-plus on infrastructure a year. In this term of
government we are now at a $10 billion-plus average
over the forward estimates, and this particular budget
delivered $13.7 billion. So, when those opposite say,
‘Nothing’s happening’, you just need to look at the
actual figures. You need to look at the cranes in the sky.
You need to look at the fact that the construction sector
is being pushed to its limit. You talk to anybody in the
construction sector, and they will say they have never
been busier.
So let us start with the big picture. When it comes to
transport — when it comes to rail, when it comes to
road and when it comes to the interface of rail and road,
removing level crossings — more has never been done
by a government in this state’s history. So let us start
with that. Let us move from the rhetoric to actual
performance.
Thirdly, the hour-long contribution that we just heard
was dripping with rhetoric: we hate roads. Well, how
about the Monash? How about the M80? How about
the Tulla? I drive on the Monash, and there is an extra
lane open now — delivered, actually delivered. How
about the $2.2 billion for arterial roads in the
south-east? How about the $1.8 billion for the western
roads?
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — Those opposite again will interject
about this or that project that they want to see, but their
performance when they were in government gives them
zero credibility. They have got great words. They had
great words four years ago, and their words now will be
judged against their actual performance.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Brauer College
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:01) — My
question is to Minister Tierney, representing the
Minister for Education. In May I asked the minister to
review plans regarding the demolishing of some
buildings at Brauer College in Warrnambool following
growth in student enrolments over recent years.
According to the minister’s response, the plans are
designed only to cover the school through until 2022
and do not account for predicted growth in enrolments
in years to come. The buildings were built and
self-funded by school families and are needed — and
certainly will be needed in the future — and the cost to
demolish them will be in the order of $750 000. So I
ask the minister: considering this increase in
enrolments, will you reconsider the demolition of these
buildings?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:02) — I thank Mr Purcell for his question. I am
familiar with the buildings that he raises. I was at
Brauer College to announce the money for the
redevelopment, and then of course there are the other
outstanding buildings that he raises today. This is a
question for the Minister for Education. I will obviously
refer the matter to the minister and seek whether he will
revisit this issue, and I am sure that he will provide a
written response within the guidelines.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:02) — I
thank the minister for the response. The buildings are
actually in very good condition, and it is not because of
the condition of the buildings that they are being
proposed to be removed and knocked down in
relocation of services. It is actually just because
enrolment numbers have taken a dive and the
predictions are that these will increase — they are
already on the increase — and that the buildings will be
needed in the very near future. The community and the
council have gone through the process in the past of
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building these when numbers were up and now they are
going to be knocked over and then they will have to
rebuild them. It just seems a waste of $750 000, which
the community believe could be much better used in
providing education programs and services to the
school. As well as that, the council are willing to take
over the control of those buildings. So my
supplementary question is: Minister, will you save the
Victorian people $750 000 by allowing the school
council to take control of these buildings?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:03) — I thank Mr Purcell for his supplementary. Of
course the response to those questions will be contained
in the response to your substantive question. I am sure
that the minister will respond in a written form within
the guidelines.

Asylum seeker support
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:04) — My question is for the minister representing
the Premier. At the beginning of May I called upon the
Premier to establish services for asylum seekers to
replace the Status Resolution Support Services
program. This was as a result of the federal government
announcing that they would be withdrawing financial
support from an undisclosed number of people seeking
asylum around Australia, resulting in many being
unable to afford food and housing. In its response to my
adjournment matter the government stated their concern
and provided a list of existing programs that support
people seeking asylum, none of which addresses the
urgent needs faced by those people who have lost their
payment. While the government’s programs are
commendable, those who have lost their payment need
urgent assistance now, as many will be left homeless,
which is particularly brutal at this time of year. My
question is: is the government aware of exactly how
many people in Victoria are losing their payment over
the coming weeks?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:05) — I thank Ms Springle, predominantly for her
concern more than her question. The reason why I
thank her for her concern is that she and other members
of the community and indeed the Victorian government
are concerned about the quality of support that is
provided to asylum seekers and refugees in this country
and the support services that should be available to
them. I would hope that all Australians would unite in
recognising our obligations as part of the global
community in terms of providing that care. The nature
of her question I thought in the main was going to be
effectively another adjournment matter in relation to
calling for further action, and I think that is pretty much
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embedded in her question, where she asks for
information relating to the number of people who may
be affected by or may be at risk of services not being
able to be provided, so I will take advice on the
information she seeks. I anticipate that she may want
something more than that, and I will wait for her to
supplement her initial request once I sit down.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:06) — I would be happy to oblige the minister in
my supplementary question. For a large proportion of
these people the meagre status resolution support
services payment of $250 a week has been their entire
income. The loss of this payment will render them
homeless and unable to pay for food. What new
measures are the government putting in place to assist
these people?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:07) — There you are, President. I anticipated an
action —
Ms Springle — It was a question.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not so fussed about the
forms of the house as I perhaps should be. I understand
that there are some considerations that the state of
Victoria may need to be mindful of. Part of the
challenge that this nation confronts is the appropriate
support that is provided by different jurisdictions. What
unfortunately quite often happens is a lack of a
recognition or support provided by one jurisdiction that
has been picked up by another. I do not think any
jurisdiction should be let off the hook in relation to their
obligations to people who live in this country, and I will
be mindful of that as I talk with my colleagues about
the way in which those issues are responded to.

Epilepsy Foundation
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:08) —
My question is for the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing, represented by Minister Mikakos.
Somewhat arbitrarily the Epilepsy Foundation has
historically been funded from the disability budget
rather than the health budget. With Department of
Health and Human Services disability funding set to
cease in less than 12 months time and be redirected to
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS), people
living with epilepsy stand to be adversely affected.
Only 5 to 20 per cent of people living with epilepsy will
be eligible for the NDIS, meaning that 80 per cent of
clients currently accessing services through the
Epilepsy Foundation will no longer be eligible for
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support. This is creating a massive services gap.
Research compiled by the Epilepsy Foundation
demonstrates that this will increase the burden on the
health system and very sadly lead to an increase in
avoidable deaths. My question for the minister is: are
they considering recurrent funding and what steps are
being taken to avoid these tragic outcomes?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:09) — I thank the member for her
question. As the member would be well aware, the
Andrews Labor government is absolutely committed to
better support for people with disability, and that also
means getting the NDIS right. I note that other
members have also raised issues around I guess the
poor implementation of the NDIS by the federal
government, but our government is committed to
making sure that people with disabilities get a better
deal and are able to access the same services and
supports as the rest of the community.
The issue that the member has posed really relates to
the intersection between the health system and the
NDIS, and this is a complex issue that requires further
clarification by the National Disability Insurance
Agency (NDIA) as the federal agency that is
administering the NDIS, and it is a priority for our
government to do this as it negotiates with the
commonwealth government for an NDIS full scheme
bilateral agreement.
The member has specifically raised the issue of the
Epilepsy Foundation, and I can advise the member that
this is part of a group called the Victorian neurological
alliance, which is made up of Alzheimer’s Australia
Victoria, the Epilepsy Foundation, Huntington’s
Victoria, Multiple Sclerosis Limited, the Motor
Neurone Disease Association of Victoria, the Muscular
Dystrophy Association and Parkinson’s Victoria. Our
government understands the concerns about both clients
being deemed ineligible for the NDIS as their
conditions are episodic and their care and information
needing to be considered by the NDIS to be a
mainstream health system responsibility and also that
alliance members have not been successful in their
NDIS information linkages and capacity-building grant
applications where these grants were expected to
replace state-based grants.
Just last week I understand that the Department of
Health and Human Services hosted a meeting with
alliance members and other organisations concerned
about the health interface with the NDIS. What I can
advise the member is that our government will continue
to work through these issues, particularly around
funding certainty, with these organisations, also
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working with the NDIA and the commonwealth
government.
I want to also add that Minister Foley has been a true
champion of people with disabilities in our state around
these issues by really taking the commonwealth to task
around the failure of the NDIS to deliver what was
effectively promised to people with disabilities in our
nation. There are many, many problems that are being
experienced also in my own portfolio in relation to very
young children, and that is why in relation to very
young children we have had to step in and provide
additional supports for children to make sure they are
not missing out on early childhood intervention
services, essentially because of the NDIA’s failure to
provide case plans in a timely way to families.
So I thank the member for raising these important
issues on behalf of people experiencing epilepsy in
Victoria, and we will continue to make all the necessary
representations to the commonwealth around these
issues.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:12) —
Thank you, Minister, for that response. As you would
be aware, and as Minister Foley would be aware, time
is really of the essence. In speaking to the CEO of the
Epilepsy Foundation, they are starting the process of
actually downsizing now and reducing services because
they do not have any funding commitments as we are
entering into that caretaker mode. By way of
supplementary, I ask: can the minister commit to a
funding decision before the writs are issued so we can
prevent this immediate loss of services for people living
with epilepsy in Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:13) — I will need to refer that
supplementary question to the responsible minister,
Minister Foley, to respond to the member, but as I have
already explained to the member the department had a
meeting just last week with the Epilepsy Foundation
and the other organisations that I mentioned in my
substantive response, and we will continue to work
through these issues, particularly advocating to the
commonwealth government in respect of these issues
and working with all the organisations that are affected.

Firearm statistics
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:14) — My
question today is for Minister Tierney, representing the
Minister for Police in the other place. It has been a
couple of years since I have asked this question, and it
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seems like a good time now: how many lever action
shotguns have been used in crimes since I last asked,
which was in 2015?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:14) — I thank Mr Bourman for his question.
Obviously that is information that the Minister for
Police would have, and I will refer that question to her.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:14) — I
thank the minister for her answer. If this information is
not kept, which I suspect it is not, why not, because
government policy has been formulated down to this
granular level? If the minister could give me an answer:
if this is not a dataset that is kept, why?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:14) — Again I thank Mr Bourman for his question
regarding data capture. That matter will be referred to
the Minister for Police, and I am sure that she will
respond within the guidelines specified.

Public sector employee information
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:15) — My question is to the Special Minister of
State as the minister responsible for both FOI and the
public service. Minister, which department released the
names and salaries of individual former staff of the
Napthine government under FOI?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:15) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her question.
The advice that I have received is that there was no
release under FOI by any government agency of the
particular salary that was identified in media reports
earlier this week. There was some information that was
provided as an FOI release but not the details of
individuals or their salary payments.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:16) — Thank you, Minister. Minister, then I ask:
could you please advise who actually did release the
information of named individuals who worked for the
former Napthine government and their salaries?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:16) — I am not aware of who released that
information, but I have had conversations with the head
of the public service about the matter. He is very clear
and I am very clear that those personal details were not
released through departmental process. As to the
availability of this information, I am unaware of who
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beyond those departmental sources had access to that
information and then who subsequently released it, but
the department is concerned about this matter, as am I.

Public sector employee information
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:17) — My question is also to the
Special Minister of State and follows Ms Wooldridge’s
question. As the minister would be aware, the Privacy
and Data Protection Act 2014 has a framework around
the release of personal information. In the context of the
minister’s previous answer, is the minister able to
indicate whether that release is consistent with the
requirements of the Privacy and Data Protection Act?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:17) — Well, I think Mr Rich-Phillips knows — that
was a preprepared question, and there is nothing wrong
with him asking the question because it provides clarity
for what I already volunteered, I think, in my
substantive answer to Ms Wooldridge — that in fact it
is inconsistent with the application of those privacy
provisions and under normal circumstances would not
be released as part of an FOI release.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:18) — I thank the minister for his
answer. I note that there are obviously frameworks
outside FOI which are nonetheless encompassed within
the Privacy and Data Protection Act. Focusing on the
broader framework under the Privacy and Data
Protection Act, the principles do require consultation
with individuals about the release of their private
information. Is the minister able to inform the house
whether that consultation took place in respect of the
release of private information?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:18) — As I have already indicated, I am not aware
who held that information and who released it. I am
aware of concerns within the public service about the
release of that information and the actions that the
public service may take in relation to ascertaining that.
My assumption would be that there was no consultation
that took place, because in fact I cannot confirm who
actually held it and who released it, but I would be
amazed if consultation took place.

Public sector employee information
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:19) — My question is again to the
Special Minister of State, and I thank him for his
previous answer. Will the minister ask the information
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commissioner to undertake an inquiry into the
circumstances surrounding the release of that
information?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:19) — As I have already indicated to the chamber
today, I have had a conversation with the head of the
public service about this matter. He is contemplating
what the appropriate course of action will be. I will take
Mr Rich-Phillips’s suggestion to actually have a further
conversation with the head of the public service about
that matter.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:19) — I thank the minister for his
answer, but as the minister would appreciate, the
responsibility for privacy and data protection is with the
information commissioner, which is a new structure put
in place by this government. Will the minister have a
direct discussion with the information commissioner
about this matter rather than the head of the Department
of Premier and Cabinet?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:20) — President, I will take advice on that matter
because, as you would understand, the information
commissioner is an independent statutory office-holder.
I will certainly be not an impediment to the
consideration of the information commissioner making
that determination himself. I will take advice about the
appropriateness of a referral from me in relation to that
matter. That is the issue that I will take advice on. There
is no impediment to the information commissioner
making that determination himself.

Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:20) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, you have previously stated that
there is no connection between Don Dale and Victoria’s
youth justice centres. Today’s Age article on Josh
Searancke regarding hot boxes and punishment rooms
at Grevillea have now proven that to be a lie. Why did
the Andrews government endorse such brutal
punishment techniques at Grevillea?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:21) — Well, where do I start there,
President? Firstly, the member and other colleagues of
hers have asserted in the past some degree of
infallibility. Apparently because I am a lawyer I can
never make a mistake, I can never get it wrong, so they
need to get their story straight in relation to that issue.
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What we are seeing is crocodile tears from Ms Crozier,
because she comes in here on one day saying the
system is just too soft and young offenders need to face
up to tougher consequences, and then she comes in on
another day and says the system is just too tough. So
which is it: it is either too hot or too cold, and she just
cannot make up her mind as to what her position is in
relation to youth justice in our state.
What I can say to the member, which she is clearly not
aware of, is in fact the Northern Territory government
consulted with my department in relation to the reforms
that they have been putting in place there and in relation
to the implementation and the action they are taking in
relation to the royal commission in the Northern
Territory. In fact the provisions that they are moving to
introduce around isolation issues are in fact modelled
on Victoria’s legislation around these issues.
What I want to say to the member also is that I am
obviously not going to comment on any specific claims
made by any particular individual in any media outlet,
and the member would be well aware of the limitations
that exist around these particular matters. But what I
would say to the member is that the only claim for
compensation that is underway at the moment that I am
aware of that my department is facing is actually one
that relates to when Mary Wooldridge was the minister.
So what I can say to the member —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, my
question was fairly specific. It asked the minister about
the Andrews government endorsing such brutal
punishment techniques, and she keeps referring to
individuals and previous governments. I would ask you
to draw the minister back to my question and ask her to
answer it properly.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President,
Ms Crozier has indicated that the nature of the question
was specific, and yet she ignores the fact that the
preamble went on for some considerable period of time
and opened the door to the context which the minister is
entitled to provide in light of the breadth of the question
when read in its entirety.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of
Ms Shing’s point of order, can I indicate first of all that
there was a very short preamble to this question, which
is actually out of context with most preambles that I
hear. It was actually quite short, and it was a specific
question. However, in regard to Ms Crozier’s point of
order, the minister referred but once to a previous
matter that had occurred under the previous
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government. She was not dwelling on the
administration of the previous government; she was
simply indicating that there was one ongoing matter
that I think is under her consideration at the moment but
it dates back to the previous government, and in that
context what she has offered to the house is appropriate
as part of the response to this question.
I will continue to listen. I do see that there is a matter of
whether or not there is condoning of particular
techniques. The minister has already referred to the fact
that there are protocols in place, or a standard situation
in place, to manage circumstances within the system.
She was provoked by the suggestion that she had
misspoken in the past in terms of a connection with
Don Dale and the Grevillea detainment centre, so there
was a provocation there. The question then went on to
the government’s current protocols and whether or not
it condones certain punishments that were described as
‘brutal’, and I think the minister is providing an answer
in that respect.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. In respect
of Grevillea I absolutely reject the parallels that the
member opposite is trying to make. Where is the
evidence that spit hoods were used in Victoria? You are
just talking absolute nonsense in relation to these
matters.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I have actually explained that
the Northern Territory has asked Victoria for advice on
how to reform their system. We have been very willing
and happy to assist them in relation to their reforms, but
we make no apologies for what we did in relation to
Grevillea. In fact your leader supported us in relation to
that. Mr O’Donohue opposed it, and you were all over
the shop — you did not quite know what your position
was.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — What we know is that those
opposite have got no consistency in relation to these
issues. We have done what is necessary to reform the
youth justice system, one that was absolutely left in a
mess by those opposite. It was neglected for four years.
You did not invest in Parkville. You shelved the master
plan in the bottom drawer. That is why we had the
problems that we had. We lost beds in Parkville, and
we had to take the necessary steps to keep young
people, our staff and the community safe.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Crozier and
Ms Wooldridge! Mr Finn!
Ms MIKAKOS — We have ensured that we have
taken the steps necessary. But in relation to the matters
that the member is raising, I can say to her that the
member would be well aware that there are isolation
rooms that are utilised under the legislation. There are
isolation rooms that have been in existence — when
Mary Wooldridge was the minister — and in use at
Malmsbury, at Parkville and of course elsewhere as
well.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:28) —
I note the minister’s answer, the very defensive answer,
that she has given. But my supplementary is: Minister,
the punishment rooms had no power or light, no toilet
paper and no running water in the taps, showers or the
toilet bowls; the hot boxes were cells with nothing but a
toilet and a heater. You endorsed young Victorians
being locked alone in that room for 23 hours, where the
temperatures were cranked up so high they could barely
stand. Minister, has anyone been stood down from their
position on the use of punishment rooms or hot boxes at
Grevillea?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:29) — President, I actually do not accept
what the member is asserting. I do not accept that,
because isolation rooms are provided with standard
amenities. In fact in relation to these matters and the
recommendations that the commissioner has made
around the use of isolation, we have actually gone and
retrofitted isolation rooms at Parkville to make sure that
we have these standard amenities available. So what I
can say to the member is that their leader supported the
use of Grevillea, which was utilised in very difficult
circumstances. The member can make whatever
assertions she makes, but what I can advise the member
is that isolation is used under the legislation where it is
necessary for the safety of the young person involved or
the safety of the facility, and there are very strict
provisions around these issues.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

Minister for Small Business
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:30) — My question is to the Minister for Small
Business. Minister, it has been revealed today that at a
recent chamber of commerce and industry event that
you attended with the Premier you produced an
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electronic payment device and began approaching
attendees directly to solicit political donations. Minister,
do you accept that you have breached section 6.1 of the
ministerial code of conduct?
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, President, let
me say that I welcome getting a question; it has been
some time since those opposite have seen fit to use
democracy to ask questions on my portfolios, but I do
seek your guidance. I am very happy to answer the
question if you believe that that question fits within my
portfolio responsibilities, especially given it was asked
of me in my small business portfolio and it deals with a
different matter in terms of a chamber of commerce
event, I believe, in relation to my trade responsibilities,
if he wants to make that connection.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, it is
clear that this organisation would be a key stakeholder
for the minister, that he was there in his capacity as
minister and that his conduct would be in breach of the
ministerial code, so I suggest that the question is
entirely in order.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, I certainly expect an
answer to this question on the basis that the fact is if
you attended a function — and I do not care if it was as
the Minister for Small Business or the Minister for
Trade and Investment; I do not wish to be pedantic on
that matter — and were identified and perhaps spoke or
certainly were introduced or acknowledged within that
function as being there as a minister of the state
government and you went around as alleged in terms of
activity at that function, then I think you do owe the
house an explanation.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:32) — As I said, President, I was very happy to
answer the question. I was seeking your guidance as to
whether the question was deemed appropriate. You
have done so, so I can simply provide the advice to the
member that in fact it was an event that was a
fundraiser for me as a member of Parliament and had
nothing to do with my ministerial responsibilities.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:33) — Minister, have you personally solicited other
payments during any other events you have attended
and been acknowledged at as minister in the period you
have been a minister?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (12:33) — Mr Gepp and
Mrs Peulich, go outside and have a conversation,
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please, and part of that conversation might reflect on
particularly how, Mr Gepp, you might see your role in
the chair in future given that I am on my feet.
Mr Gepp and Mrs Peulich withdrew from chamber.
The PRESIDENT — I will allow the minister to
answer the question, but I would point out that this is an
interesting area because many members, be they
ministers or members of this house, have fundraising
functions and Mr Dalidakis has suggested that this
event was in fact organised in support of him as distinct
from an event which he attended as a minister in a
government context. Now, there are members virtually
right around this house who would be in exactly the
same circumstance, and therefore that question, put to
other members, might also raise some considerations. I
think this is an area we need to be very careful about in
terms of allegations, notwithstanding that our ethical
behaviour as members of Parliament in fundraising
activities is important and is of public interest.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:35) — Thank you, President. I take the opportunity
to respond accordingly. Can I point out, President, that
on this side of the house I was one of the people that
voted for electoral reform — voted for donations
reform — while those people opposite opposed
donation reform at every step.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I can tell you, President, that
my record, my ethical behaviour, is far beyond that of
Mr Ondarchie or Mr Finn — people that lied to this
chamber about their role on Good Friday.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, that is not
necessary.
Mr DALIDAKIS — President, I would put my
ethical record as a member in this place and my
conduct in and out of this chamber against
Mr Ondarchie’s and Mr Finn’s every day of the week
and twice on Sunday.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
and it goes to —
Mr Mulino — Credibility.
Mr Ondarchie — Indeed. I thank the member for
Fraser for his interjection! I pick up Mr Dalidakis’s
substantive answer and put to you that in fact he may
have misled the house, because the Australia Lebanon
Chamber of Commerce and Industry acknowledged
they hosted a dinner for Daniel Andrews and Philip
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Dalidakis, and it was their dinner, not in fact a
fundraiser for Mr Dalidakis, and we are happy to give
him leave to correct the record if he would like to.
Mr Dalidakis — That is not true. You are
misleading the house now. You are misleading the
house.
Mr Finn — I think you’ve already misled the house.
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Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:39) — There are six responses to questions on
notice: 11 492, 11 515, 11 537, 11 559, 11 581, 12 715.
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Mr Dalidakis — Another lie. Come in, spinner!

Written responses

The PRESIDENT — Order! I actually do not see
that there is a problem in the way that function was
structured. I think that the minister does not have to
correct the record in that respect, and again I might
point out that there is a fairly standard practice in some
of this with organisations in the community.

The PRESIDENT (12:39) — In terms of today’s
questions I direct written responses to Ms Springle’s
question to Mr Jennings, the substantive question, in
two days; Mr Purcell’s question to Ms Tierney for a
minister in another place, as indeed was the previous
one, both the substantive and the supplementary
questions, two days; Ms Patten’s question to
Ms Mikakos, the supplementary question, two days;
Mr Bourman’s question to Ms Tierney, the substantive
and supplementary questions, two days; Ms Crozier’s
question to Ms Mikakos, the supplementary question,
one day; and Mr Ondarchie’s question to Mr Dalidakis,
the supplementary question, one day.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — So the crime is that he uses an
EFTPOS machine.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, President, in the
minister’s response I believe he used an
unparliamentary term reflecting upon members of this
house. He should withdraw that unreservedly.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The term was about
people on this side having lied. He did not name any
specific people. I will not seek a withdrawal.
Mr Finn — I think he did.
Mr Morris — Further to that point of order,
President, Mr Dalidakis did name two members before
he referred to them with an unparliamentary term. I will
just say it again, that he should withdraw that phrase
unreservedly.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, did you refer
specifically to those members?
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President, I
do not believe I used any unparliamentary language.
The PRESIDENT — No, I asked if you referred to
them by name specifically in your comments.
Mr Dalidakis — I would need to check Hansard,
President.
The PRESIDENT — And so would I, and I will.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:40) — My constituency question is
to the Minister for Public Transport regarding the
much-needed extension of Cranbourne rail to Clyde.
Last week the Leader of the Opposition announced that
a Liberal-National government after 2018 will expand
our transport network by extending the metropolitan
rail network from Cranbourne to Clyde. As part of this
transport infrastructure project new stations will be built
at Cranbourne East and Clyde, along with
350 additional parking spaces. Local bus services will
also be improved to connect commuters to the new
railway stations at Cranbourne East and Clyde.
I ask the Minister for Public Transport, given this
project is important to the people of Cranbourne and to
the people of South Eastern Metropolitan Region,
whether the Minister for Public Transport stands by her
previous statements and the government’s previous
response to Infrastructure Victoria that this vital rail
infrastructure is not needed for at least 10 to 15 years?
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Western Metropolitan Region

Eastern Metropolitan Region

Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (12:41) —
My question is for the minister representing the
Minister for Health. In the west our healthcare needs
are being left behind. The new Joan Kirner hospital at
Sunshine will be at capacity by the time it opens next
year, and months after the state budget we still have
neither a location, time frame, scope or scale for the
sorely needed rebuild of Footscray Hospital.
Meanwhile, Melbourne’s west is growing by 30 000 to
50 000 new residents per year, and Western Health’s
service catchment will increase from 800 000 to
1.2 million people by 2026. That is eight years away,
and our communities are already feeling the pressure.
Over a month ago the Victorian Greens formally asked
the health minister to outline how the department
measures demand and the department’s position on
future investment in health infrastructure and service
delivery in Western Metropolitan Region. I ask the
minister representing Minister Hennessy: when will the
government respond to this simple request?

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:43) —
Silcock Reserve or pavilion is in Croydon. There is a
great soccer club at this particular arena. It has had a
growth in female participation and also all abilities and
so there is an application under the World Game
Facilities Fund to the minister so that the capacity of the
pavilion can be increased to accommodate this extra
demand from the number of teams, especially in the
area of female participation, which is a fantastic thing,
in the world game, soccer. The question I ask
Minister Eren, the Minister for Sport, is if he could let
me know how this application is progressing so that I
can let interested people and the council at the club
know how this application is being seen.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:42) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Families and Children and it relates to concessions for
those people requiring assistance with life support
machines. My constituent, who is a pensioner, requires
the use of a continuous positive airway pressure
machine or, as it is more commonly known, a CPAP
machine. My constituent has previously written to the
minister regarding the recent and enormous increase in
costs to his electricity bill and requesting assistance due
to the power requirements to operate his CPAP
machine. CPAP machines are used to treat medical
conditions that if they go untreated can cause a decrease
in the quality of life and they are associated with other
serious medical conditions such as heart disease,
obesity and diabetes. In a response received by my
constituent from the department, it states that CPAP
machines do not meet the threshold of 1880 kilowatt
hours per annum to be able to obtain a life support
concession. I note, however, that in some states CPAP
machines do qualify for electricity concessions.
My question to the minister is: will she review the
threshold for CPAP machines so that pensioners like
my constituent, who have been hit hard with rising
electricity bills as a result of the reckless decisions of
the Andrews government with the closure of
Hazelwood that have forced electricity prices up, will
have some alleviation to paying their power bills?

The PRESIDENT — Order! It is somewhat of a
difficult one if you are asking the minister to actually
break the confidentiality of a grants process by allowing
you to talk about it before it is actually completed.
Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, I am
just seeing if it was actually being progressed. I am not
asking the minister to intervene in any way, I just want
to see where the application process is at, the timeliness
of it. I am not asking for anything other than that.
The PRESIDENT — Okay. Thank you.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:45) — My
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport, and my question is: will the minister
reconsider the Level Crossing Removal Authority’s
approach to revegetation along the sky rail corridor? In
recent days it has become clear that this revegetation
effort is wholly inadequate. We have seen some of the
plantings that have occurred, and I use that term
loosely. They are tiny plantings in Noble Park and in
other corridors as well — minute plants have been put
there. This follows the destruction —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — Let me be quite clear. What has
happened is that hundreds and hundreds of trees have
been clear-felled out of that corridor, including
particularly in that Noble Park area and elsewhere, and
between Murrumbeena and Carnegie — some of them
very large established trees. In fact in the Noble Park
case old red gums were actually just knocked clear
down by this government. What I would seek is that the
government review its replanting process and consider
putting in more appropriate plantings.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:46) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and my question is: can the minister ensure
that there are always buses available to provide public
transport services for the community of Doncaster to
utilise and ensure that local provision of services is
mandatory? The reason I ask this question is it is in
response to an email I received from a concerned
resident, a constituent of mine in Doncaster, who wrote,
and I quote:
My 21-year-old son, casually employed whilst at university,
was left standing at the bus stop at the corner of Church and
Doncaster Road between 7.00 a.m. and 8.00 a.m. … All
normal 907 buses zipped by as ‘Express’ and did not pick up
any passengers — Transdev was too busy rectifying a
problem with … train line … they totally ignored their
Doncaster commuters, who have no other form of public
transport …

Her son finally called her and asked whether she could
drive him to work because there were no buses to catch
at all. This is a community that only has buses to ride.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:47) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. A Leongatha constituent along with his
visually impaired wife and their seeing eye dog almost
met with disaster recently when a motorist failed to stop
and use the correct road rules. Thankfully it ended
without injury, but my constituent raised a broader
issue around the responsibility of government to
improve driver awareness of road rules. Millions of
dollars are being spent on an aggressive rollout of wire
rope barriers — my constituent tells me, and I agree
with him — in poorly chosen locations rather than on
safety awareness programs. The Transport Accident
Commission data shows that in South Gippsland there
were 46 road accident claims from patients requiring
hospitalisation in 2017. With the current emphasis on
run-offs, in terms of road crashes, my constituent wants
to know: what is the government doing to implement
driver safety education programs that focus on all
aspects of road safety?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:48) — My
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Health,
and it relates to a constituent who recently contacted
my office and who has some significant concerns about
the medical treatment her daughter is receiving. She has
significant knee pain and has had so for quite a while
now. Investigations have been undertaken and
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ultrasounds and MRIs have determined that surgery is
required to alleviate the problem. The concern is that
the expected wait is between one and two years for this
surgery. My constituent’s daughter is presently on
Endone to deal with the pain, and obviously there are
concerns about the long-term use of a medication such
as that. The question that I ask of the minister is: will
the minister contact my constituent and work through
the process to ensure that this medical treatment is done
much sooner than in one to two years?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49) — My
question is for the Minister for Public Transport. The
minister and the member for Shepparton in the
Assembly continually boast about the improvements
made to passenger rail services on the Shepparton line
to Melbourne since the last election. Yet page 28 of
budget paper 3 in this year’s budget tells us
improvements to Shepparton rail services will not be
delivered until 2022 at the earliest. Maybe Ms Allan
and Ms Sheed should cease patting themselves on the
back and actually talk to rail passengers about the
current conditions of train travel on the Shepparton line.
On 11 July a passenger travelling to Melbourne from
Shepparton posted on the SheppartonRAILS Facebook
page the following:
On 6:28 a.m. train now — inside doors in B carriage not
closing so heating is insufficient. It was 1 degree when I left
station.

Minister, what measures will you implement to
immediately improve travel for Goulburn Valley
commuters and the deteriorating standard of passenger
rail services between Shepparton and Melbourne?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:51) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for Police.
My constituent is a father of young daughters and is
concerned around the protection provided to his
children by the working with children checks and
certificates. He points to Victorian Bishop Peter
Hollingworth as an example. He stated to me that the
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse heard evidence that
Bishop Hollingworth allowed confirmed paedophile
John Elliot to continue in his role as rector at Dalby,
and rape was also alleged against him.
Bishop Hollingworth had to stand down as
Governor-General and as a patron of Barnardos, the
Kids First Foundation and the National Association for
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the Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect, but he has
been permitted by the Anglican diocese of Melbourne
to continue working as a minister. It is a requirement
that church ministers hold working with children
certificates. My constituent asks: how can the minister
assure him that the working with children check
process is protecting his daughters if it is the case that
someone with Hollingworth’s history is granted such a
certificate?

ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE
Debate resumed.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (12:52) — I was in
the middle of a contribution on a motion that relates to
the opposition’s transport plan and their desire to
congratulate themselves for it. I was in particular
responding to some accusations that this government
hates roads, and it just does not really measure up or
align with reality when one looks at the fact that major
roads throughout this state have had works done on
them and actually had works completed within this
term. There are so many times when governments
promise things and either do not start them or start them
but do not complete them within a term, but if you look
at the Monash Freeway and if you look at the Tulla
widening, these are projects that people are benefiting
from right now. If you look at the outer suburban
arterial roads (OSARs) program, we have got the
western arterial road program in the previous budget.
We have got $2.2 billion for the south-eastern and for
the northern arterial road, with many, many major
projects included within that.
We are talking about projects such as the
Healesville-Koo Wee Rup Road in my electorate. I was
recently there. I stood on that road and did a short
video, which I put on Facebook, and it received a huge
amount of response from the community. That is a road
that is going to be duplicated and made safer and will
see dramatic reductions in travel times — 20 000-plus
vehicles per day, thousands of trucks, the very freight
point that Mr Davis talked about. This is one example
of many projects which are going to be delivered as
part of the OSARs initiative. This is something which I
also applaud the Treasurer for in terms of not just
putting more money into outer suburban roads but
providing a very innovative way of delivering
improvements in outer arterial roads. It wraps up
maintenance of roads with delivery of new roads in a
way that the construction sector has applauded. There
has been a great deal of appetite from the construction
sector to take part in these OSARs packages.
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We can contrast that with the 55 intersections removal
proposal from those opposite. It is pretty light on with
any kind of experts supporting this. Mr Davis, multiple
times, talked about pooh-bahs in a very derogatory
way, which is fine — it is the usual rhetoric we all
adopt — but I must say if his rejection of the advice of
pooh-bahs extends to transport experts within the
department, if it extends to Infrastructure Victoria, if it
extends to the kinds of experts we need to provide us
with detailed independent advice on these major
projects, then I think that is a major worry. If you look
at this 55 intersection removal proposal, it has got real
problems. Its costings are very, very light on, and we
have seen some intersection removals and grade
separations that VicRoads has costed in other
contexts — relevant contexts — which suggest that it is
highly unlikely the opposition will be able to undertake
all the intersection removals they are proposing within
the budget that they have allocated.
We hear those opposite talking about trees being
removed and homes being purchased. Imagine how
much disruption there is going to be if at every single
one of these intersections we are going to see
significant amounts of land acquired, we are going to
see homes acquired and we are going to see schools and
aged-care facilities affected. This is going to be a
significant disruption to the community when there has
been almost no public benefit analysis undertaken and
there have been almost no benefits outlined by those
opposite. In fact I can give you quote after quote from
Mr Davis himself talking about the problems of ‘ugly,
intrusive and noisy 1950s-style viaducts’. He talks
about the problems of grade separations cutting off
schools and businesses. He talks about the problems of
all these kinds of transport interventions in the
community, and yet when it comes to the coalition’s
own policy, even those who are most open to it have
said that it is going to simply push traffic light and
congestion problems either onto off ramps or onto the
next intersection. It is a real problem that their major
transport initiative has almost no independent advice
supporting it.
When it comes to north-east link, I think those opposite
have been all over the shop over the last few months
and years on that project. In April 2018 Mr Guy said:
… it is the Liberal Party’s policy to build the east–west link,
not the north-east link.

Then when he was on ABC radio in answer to the
question of whether, if he was elected, he would sign
those contracts for north-east link, Mr Guy said no. On
the West Gate tunnel the opposition have said a whole
range of similar things — that this is ‘not in the public
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interest for Victorians’, that it is a ‘dud project’ — and
now we have Mr Davis saying, in here, ‘Well, it’s too
far advanced; we have to do it’.
But going back to the north-east link, we are now
seeing all these various positions as they jump back and
forth in relation to north-east link again. Mr Guy has
made comments to people in the community. A local
school principal, for example, said that Mr Guy had
told him that he preferred option C, which went through
Eltham and Lower Plenty rather than Mr Guy’s own
electorate, because it provided a more holistic response.
This is the kind of slapdash way that they are deciding
the particulars of major projects rather than relying on
expert advice. Earlier in May 2016 he again went on the
record saying:
… the coalition will announce a transport package for
Melbourne and the north-east link will be a part of that.

And then later said that it will not be a part of it. Then
of course after the federal government committed
significant funds to north-east link, Mr Guy
backtracked, saying that he does support a future
north-east link. It is all over the shop.
Their position on north-east link is not consistent with
the position of experts or with the position of
Infrastructure Victoria. Their position is now not
consistent with that of their own federal colleagues,
which is why they are backtracking yet again.
Infrastructure Victoria has clearly said the north-east
link is a priority, and if those opposite, rather than
coming in here with political rhetoric, came in here
with analysis from Infrastructure Victoria, they would
have been able to put on the record the fact that the
east–west link does not provide significant economic
benefit, particularly if one builds north-east link. If
those opposite came in here and talked about the detail
of projects such as the east–west link in light of the fact
that the CityLink Tulla widening project has already
occurred, they might explain to us what it is going to
mean to do the east–west link and undertake that
project in light of the fact that this government has
actually already completed the CityLink Tulla
widening. Are they suggesting tearing up major parts of
that project?
I will not go on at length on this motion. It is enough to
say that it is clearly ridiculous for this place to be
spending its Wednesdays discussing motions that
different parties are putting up to congratulate
themselves. Well, actually it is only the opposition that
tends to put these self-congratulatory motions up, but
that is not what the community wants us to be doing.
They want actions, not words, and this is not a motion
that we will be supporting.
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Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (SILENCERS)
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria).
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (14:05) — It is a
pleasure to rise today to contribute to the Firearms
Amendment (Silencers) Bill 2018, which is a private
members bill from Jeff Bourman of the Shooters,
Fishers and Farmers Party. I welcome private members
bills from our crossbench. They always enliven debate
in this place. Mr Bourman’s bill seeks to increase the
availability of suppressors or silencers, and I will
probably interchange those words because I think they
are commonly interchanged and known to be the same
or similar items. Mr Bourman seeks to increase the
availability of suppressors, in particular for recreational
users. The main rationale that Mr Bourman puts is
hearing loss for shooters, that firearm noise disturbs
game and that it can be irritating for people even some
distance away.
The bill also seeks to legislate access to silencers and
remove the discretionary decision-making for access to
such things from Victoria Police. The bill proposes to
treat silencers like a firearm by extending the general
possess, use and carriage offences to silencers,
requiring registration, serial numbers and mandated
storage requirements. The proposed laws seek to apply
a broad definition of what is a genuine need and reason
to possess, carry or use a silencer, and the changes are
linked to the reason the individual has a firearms
licence. This in effect would greatly increase the
number of persons eligible to apply for silencers as
recreational hunters would use hunting itself as a
genuine reason when applying for a silencer. Further
genuine reasons to hold a firearm licence currently
include target shooting, working in security, being a
collector or because the firearm is an heirloom, so the
bill is potentially opening up other categories of
genuine reason.
The current regulatory approach in Victoria is largely
codified by section 57 of the Firearms Act 1996, which
regulates possession, carry or use of silencers in
Victoria. Victoria Police advises that it identifies
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suppressors and silencers as being one and the same for
this purpose, which is good because I have already
started to use the two interchangeably. The legislation
provides that the Chief Commissioner of Police may
grant a permit to a person to possess, use or carry a
silencer. It is an offence for a person to possess, use or
carry a silencer without a permit. In line with the
Firearms Act’s general purpose, the possession, use or
carriage of firearms is conditional on the need to ensure
public safety and peace.
Victoria Police policy provides that police will consider
a permit application for a silencer from the following: a
government department — for example, the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) or a DELWP employee; a licensed firearm
dealer or manufacturer of silencers; a professional
hunter or vermin control business; a person who works
as a subcontractor for a professional hunting
organisation; a veterinarian; a wildlife shelter; and a
zoo employer. Each application is assessed on its
merits, and purely being in these occupations does not
in itself mean a permit will be granted. The applicant
will still need to show genuine reason for the silencer.
What constitutes a genuine reason is narrowly assessed
on a case-by-case basis by Victoria Police. Victoria
Police has stated that noise in and of itself is not
necessarily a genuine reason to obtain a silencer.
Whilst I certainly have some sympathy for the hearing
damage argument, as put by Mr Bourman, it is of
course advisable for licensed persons themselves to
take steps to protect their hearing when using firearms.
Hearing protection devices such as earplugs and
earmuffs are readily available and decrease the intensity
of the sound of a firearm and indeed protect hearing
damage. I certainly wish that my husband had taken
that advice during his band years in his late teens and
twenties.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Ms SYMES — That is true. In relation to being able
to hear noise as well, obviously hearing as one of our
senses is something that enables us to detect warning
signals and allows us to move away from danger. One
organisation that is on the record as opposing reducing
the restriction on silencers is the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation. Its chief executive, Lesley Podesta, said:
All of us use sounds as a warning signal …
Often you cross railway lines and you can look, but you don’t
always see a train because they’re coming around a corner,
but you can hear a train and that’s a really important part of
keeping yourself safe.
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Victoria Police advice has been important in informing
the government’s position on this bill. I have to say that
my exposure to silencers is only from television, and it
is usually associated with something pretty murky,
usually to do with killing someone. I think it is
probably good that the government does not take its
advice from Hollywood; it certainly looks to Victoria
Police in this regard. We have formed our position on
that advice. They have been very clear about the
reasons against reducing the restrictions on noise
suppressors. They relate to safety concerns for other
land users and the risk that noise suppressors may be
used to facilitate criminal activity if they were more
readily available. Noise suppressors reduce sound and
disguise the direction of the shots fired, which may
make it difficult for other land users to identify the
location and direction of hunters.
We have had commentary in the media also from some
farmers that do not support this proposal. Sheep, cattle
and grain farmer Leonard Vallance is the head of the
Victorian Farmers Federation livestock group, and he is
also a licensed firearm user. He said that while most
shooters do the right thing, illegal shooting on rural
properties is a problem, and he did not want that group
having access to silencers.
Further in relation to the police’s position on this, in a
public hearing of the parliamentary inquiry into the
control of invasive animals on Crown land in
December 2016, Assistant Commissioner Rick Nugent
said:
Obviously it is a real concern if we have suppressors in the
hands of criminals, and from a CT perspective it is a real
challenge. There was an incident in recent times overseas
where an active shooter had a suppressor. It was really
challenging for responding police to not know where the
shots were coming from, and it resulted in a number of police
being killed.

Further on that, I guess we are getting onto the topic of
silencers being used in the commission of a crime. It is
not in dispute that while the use of silencers and noise
suppressors in the commission of a crime is rare, the
restrictions in place at the state and commonwealth
level in fact help to keep these offences down and keep
silencers out of the hands of criminals. We have
introduced new laws to get illegal guns off our streets,
including cracking down on drive-by shootings,
lowering the threshold for trafficking from 10 to two
guns, tightening the meaning of ‘possession’ to make
the work of police easier as well as creating a new
offence of illegally manufacturing a firearm and
possessing firearm parts or manufacturing equipment.
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The government is focused on illegal guns in our
community, which are causing huge harm. This is not
about targeting law-abiding gun owners. Indeed it is
about strengthening our approach to support registered
gun owners. In a 2016 report the Australian Criminal
Intelligence Commission conservatively estimated there
were 260 000 illegal guns across Australia. There were
250 000 long arms — for example, rifles and
shotguns — many from the grey market, and
10 000 illegal handguns circulating in our community.
Firearm prohibition orders in particular have been key
to targeting and searching members and associates of
bikie gangs, serious organised criminals and others who
pose a risk to the community who we know have access
to guns. Firearm prohibition orders came into operation
on 9 May 2018, and by June, 85 firearm prohibition
orders had been issued, with 53 of these orders served
to individuals. Police can now conduct warrantless
searches on those individuals who are subject to these
firearm orders to ensure they do not have access to any
guns or pose a risk to community safety.
From those searches I am advised that criminals and
would-be criminals have been found to be accessing
silencers for no other reason than to commit criminal
activity. In June of this year one person was arrested
after being found with ammunition and a silencer,
following a firearm prohibition order search. So while
there are examples that clearly show that people who
are in the business of committing crimes and doing
harm to the community are also seeking to acquire and
use silencers in the commission of offences, we do not
think it is appropriate to make it easier to access these
devices.
With those arguments put against the bill today, I
confirm that the government will not be supporting
Mr Bourman’s private members bill. However, I wish
his hearing all the best.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:15) — I
am pleased to speak on behalf of the opposition in
relation to Mr Bourman’s private members bill, the
Firearms Amendment (Silencers) Bill 2018. I will try to
consistently use the term ‘silencer’ rather than
‘suppressor’, given that is the term Mr Bourman has
chosen for his legislation.
In researching this bill I have come to understand that
Mr Bourman has taken an active advocacy role in
expanding the use of silencers to recreational hunters
for a number of years, including before his time in this
place. As Ms Symes articulated, and as is referred to in
the second-reading speech, the issue of hearing loss and
the ability for recreational hunters to operate in a quiet
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manner when out in the field are reasons why
Mr Bourman is seeking to have this legislation passed,
and therefore it can be seen in the context of an
occupational health and safety issue.
In responding to this legislation the opposition has
consulted widely. For the record my thanks go to those
who provided advice and feedback from the Police
Association Victoria. Advice was sought from Victoria
Police, the Law Institute of Victoria, the Criminal Bar
Association of Victoria, the Sporting Shooters
Association of Australia Victorian branch, the
Combined Firearms Council of Victoria, the Australian
Deer Association, Field and Game Australia and the
Alannah and Madeline Foundation. I note the public
comments by the Victorian Farmers Federation this
morning in media reports opposed to this legislation.
The primary purpose of the bill is to amend the
Firearms Act 1996 to introduce changes to the controls
around the acquisition, possession, use, registration and
storage of silencers for the use on firearms; to
consequentially amend certain other acts; and for other
purposes. In essence the bill seeks to establish a system
permitting the possession, use, carriage and acquisition
of silencers; establish a system of registering silencers;
and establish requirements for the secure storage of
silencers. In seeking to do this, Mr Bourman’s bill runs
to some 40 clauses. In that context it is quite a
significant piece of legislation in and of itself. It raises a
question around the introduction of an extensive new
legislative framework, adding 40 provisions to the
statute book. It is not an insignificant piece of
legislation. In doing that it seeks to replace section 57
of the Firearms Act, which basically empowers the
Chief Commissioner of Police to regulate the
possession, carriage or use of silencers in Victoria. Just
so we are clear, the bill as Mr Bourman has set it out
seeks to do those three things: a system permitting the
possession, use, carriage and acquisition of silencers; a
system for registering silencers; and a system for the
secure storage of silencers. Those purposes can be
achieved, and indeed are already permitted, through
section 57 of the Firearms Act 1996 which, as I said,
regulates the possession, carriage or use of silencers in
Victoria. I suppose the key point is that Parliament in
effect delegates that responsibility to the Chief
Commissioner of Police in Victoria, whereas
Mr Bourman is seeking to codify that in legislation.
Victoria Police, in seeking to apply section 57 of the act
through the licensing regulation division of Victoria
Police, says on its website:
To be eligible for a silencer, you must be an employer or
employee in one of the occupation fields listed below …
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and it goes through some government departments —
licensed firearms dealer …
manufacturer of silencers;
professional hunter;
person who works as subcontractor for a professional hunting
organisation;
professional vermin control business;
veterinarian;
wildlife shelter; and
zoological employer.

Importantly it goes on to say:
Each application for a silencer permit will be considered on
its merits and a determination will be made by the delegate of
the Chief Commissioner of Police.

Whilst it is Victoria Police’s opinion, to summarise that
point, that you could have consideration for a silencer if
you need it for your work, I do note the catch-all, which
I just read into Hansard:
Each application for a silencer permit will be considered on
its merits and a determination will be made by the delegate of
the Chief Commissioner of Police.

I suppose I am just making the general point that
Mr Bourman is seeking to codify the regime around
access and the storage and regulation of silencers, but
that already exists in section 57. I do accept that the
current application of that section does not meet
Mr Bourman’s expectations, but I think it is important
to note for the debate that section 57 already permits in
effect what Mr Bourman is seeking to do through this
legislation.
While there is a general discretion for the chief
commissioner in section 57, if this bill passes its second
reading, I will seek to ask Mr Bourman in committee,
or perhaps he could address this issue in his summation
in the second-reading stage, why his clause 15 also
provides a general discretion for the chief
commissioner to refuse to issue a permit to acquire a
silencer.
So we have 40 clauses in the bill, which seek to codify
the storage, acquisition, regulation and management of
silencers, but from my reading of clause 15 of the bill, it
still provides the chief commissioner with the power to
refuse to issue a permit to acquire a silencer, which in
effect takes us back to where we are with section 57 as
it currently stands. I invite Mr Bourman to address that
point in his summation, because from my reading
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arguably this bill will not change anything. I seek his
advice on that.
The bill, by creating new offences — as I said, there are
40 clauses in the bill — creates a more complicated
regulatory framework for silencers, which Mr Bourman
acknowledges in his second-reading speech, where he
said:
My bill would actually tighten up the requirement for getting
and keeping a suppressor, but it would open it up to
recreational users.

I note Ms Symes’s comments about the response from
Victoria Police. The opposition did not receive
information from Victoria Police, but publicly available
there is, for example, the Government Response to the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee’s Inquiry into the Control of
Invasive Animals on Crown Land, which states on
page 15:
Victoria Police does not support the use of noise suppressors
(silencers) by recreational hunters unless genuine need and
reason can be demonstrated by an applicant. In general
terms —

so this is not a categorical denial —
a recreational hunter would not meet the requirements …

On page 255 of the same report a more detailed
reasoning by Victoria Police was provided. It says:
The main arguments raised against reducing the restrictions
on noise suppressors are safety concerns for other land users
and the risk that noise suppressors may be used in criminal
activity if they were more readily available. Noise suppressors
reduce sound and disguise the direction of the shots fired,
which may make it difficult for other land users to identify the
location and direction of hunters. This difficulty in locating a
shooter is also an important factor in relation to noise
suppressors used in criminal activity. This concern was
outlined by Assistant Commissioner Nugent when questioned
about how common incidents involving suppressors in crime
are …

Leaving aside the criminal issue, the first issue about
the reduced sound and disguise of the direction of the
shots fired I suppose is the point that the VFF was
making in its public comments this morning.
The Firearms Act 1996 at section 57 provides for the
regulation, possession and use of silencers in Victoria,
and Victoria Police have applied a policy to implement
that section. It is the view of the opposition that
Mr Bourman has not made the case why that current
section as it operates should be replaced.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:27) — I rise to make a contribution on the private
members Firearms Amendment (Silencers) Bill 2018
introduced by Mr Bourman. The main purposes of the
bill are to amend the Firearms Act 1996 to establish a
system permitting the possession, use, carriage and
acquisition of silencers; to establish a system of
registering silencers; and to establish requirements for
the secure storage of silencers. They are the technical
purposes of the bill, but I suppose the real purpose of
the bill is to expand the eligibility for possession of a
silencer.
As Ms Symes and Mr O’Donohue have already
outlined but I will repeat, noise suppressors or silencers
are regulated under the Firearms Act — section 57, as
Mr O’Donohue was saying — and in Victoria silencers
cannot be possessed, carried or used without a permit
granted by the Chief Commissioner of Police or his or
her delegate, as delegated by the Parliament. The
persons who are eligible at the moment include
government departments — particularly the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning — licensed firearms dealers, manufacturers of
silencers, professional hunters and persons who work as
subcontractors for professional hunting organisations,
professional vermin control businesses, theatrical
armourers, veterinarians, wildlife shelters or zoological
employers. That is quite a lot. That is quite a large list
of people who are already eligible to apply for a permit
to possess a silencer and attach a silencer to their
firearm or firearms.
I think from first principles the Greens would be saying
we would not want to see that list be expanded at all.
The reasons are really the issue of safety of persons in
the vicinity where a firearm is being discharged. We
know from the report of the inquiry into the control of
invasive animals on Crown land that the police outlined
their concerns with regard to silencers being more
readily available, being less regulated and falling into
the hands of criminal organisations.
In my contribution to the debate on a recent firearms
bill in this place, where the government — with the
support of everybody in the chamber — tightened up
the rules of trafficking of firearms, I made the point that
one of the areas where there is quite a lot of concern is
on the importation of parts of firearms. I will not repeat
what I said — people can go back and have a look at
that — but it remains a concern where firearms are
actually being imported into Australia in parts and are
slipping through customs. I think that is another issue
that is of concern with regard to silencers.
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The points that were being made in the committee with
regard to that inquiry were that if people in the vicinity
in rural areas where firearms are being discharged
cannot hear the firearms being discharged, they are not
sure where they are coming from. That is clearly a
safety issue. It is a safety issue in and of itself with the
number of people who are on public land as it is. For
example, recreational hunters of deer — not to mention
recreational shooters, because I would not call shooting
ducks any type of a hunting activity; it is just a
blast-them-out-of-the-sky activity — would not have a
problem with exposing their hearing to damage if they
did not actually participate in that activity. I think the
government can assist in that regard by bringing in a
ban on duck shooting, as it is banned across the
country. That would take out that hazard for that cohort
of occasional shooters, because they are certainly not
hunting throughout the year. It is only the three months
of the duck shooting season that they are exposing
themselves to the sound of shotguns.
They are also exposing the people who live around
those wetlands to incessant shotgun noise over those
three months. There have been quite a lot of reports
from local people in the rural and regional media of late
who have spoken up about this issue. The sound of
gunshots is an occupational health and safety hazard —
I agree — to a person who is discharging a firearm, but
they can of course know they are going to discharge the
firearm and put in place the hearing protection that is
widely available, as Ms Symes pointed out, in terms of
earplugs and/or earmuffs. But the people who live
around there have no control over when those firearms
are going to be discharged, and they do start from
sunrise and can go through to sunset for three months
of the year. There are a lot of people who are exposed
to that noise who are becoming more vocal in their
objections to being exposed to that noise.
But back to the point, which is about the safety of
people in the vicinity who are unable to ascertain from
where a shot is being fired. Of course this becomes
much more of a problem in a metropolitan or built-up
area where a criminal may have access to a firearm and
a silencer and chooses to discharge that in that
metropolitan area. That is an obvious hazard for any
people in that vicinity, including the police.
The police have made it very clear — and I do not
intend to repeat what Ms Symes and Mr O’Donohue
have already read into Hansard from the inquiry — not
only in this inquiry but in other public statements that I
have seen them make, that they do not support
widening the eligibility of silencers to any other groups
other than those that are already there. As I previously
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said, I think that is already quite a wide group of people
who are eligible.
I am quite surprised really that as a former policeman
Mr Bourman — I know this is an area that he has been
prosecuting for a while — is not aware of the great
concern of the police with regard to this issue and their
lack of support for his advocacy in this area. Of course
we have had the Victorian Farmers Federation this
morning also saying they do not support it. There is not
a lot of support for this particular move, and of course
there is not, because it puts at risk public safety, and
that is really the bottom line with regard to that.
Can I say too with regard to this private members bill
that this is not an isolated move but it is part of a
concerted strategy and campaign to wind back the gun
laws in Australia that has been going on particularly in
the last 10 years across the parliaments of Australia.
This is a campaign that is well funded by the gun lobby
and gun importers. You do not have to look very far to
find out the amounts of money that certain gun
importers with certain relationships to certain
politicians across the country are actually —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — I am not making anything but
a general comment here about what I can easily find out
with half an hour of looking around. I do know that
there has been a winding back of the gun laws state by
state. Tasmania was the latest one to go down that road;
Victoria has. In the time I have been here there has been
a winding back of the numbers of bona fide
competitions that sporting shooters have to be involved
in to prove, to demonstrate, that they actually do need
to have a firearm because they do actually compete in
sporting shooting competitions and that they do not just
register with the sporting shooting club and not actually
ever compete in competitions.
Those particular provisions were put in as part of the
National Firearms Agreement to make it difficult for
people to actually obtain a permit to have a firearm.
That was the point: to make it difficult and to make sure
people had to jump through a few hoops, to put it that
way, to prove that they actually were a bona fide
sporting shooter. So that is what has happened here. But
across the country as a result of lobbying by the gun
lobby, including gun manufacturers and firearms and
parts manufacturers, that is what we have been seeing
happening. Of all people, Tim Fischer has come out
saying he is deeply concerned about the emergence of
what he has described as a US-inspired firearms lobby.
Mr Bourman interjected.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Bourman might scoff at
that, but as I have said, there is a well-funded and
organised gun lobby with ties to weapons importers and
manufacturers and they are supporting this type of
campaign.
I think Australians should be concerned about it,
because we have seen a winding back, as I said, of the
gun laws in the states, piece by piece. For example, one
obvious one is that under the National Firearms
Agreement no person under 18 should be able to hold
and discharge a firearm. In Western Australia there is
no actual age limit. In Victoria, children as young as 12
can go out with a shotgun into the wetlands and
discharge a shotgun at a native waterbird. I find that
unacceptable. I do not think any child of 12 years
should be in charge of a firearm, whether or not
someone is so-called supervising them.
In Queensland, for example, gun owners can be
licensed for 10 years, which is double the time limit in
the national agreement. In Western Australia, gun
owner safety training is not required by law as it is in
the other states et cetera. We do as a community need
to be very aware that there is a campaign by the gun
lobby, by the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party and
by their supporters to weaken Australia’s gun laws, and
we do that at our peril. They have already been
weakened over the last 10 years, bit by bit, state by
state. That is what I see this as part of, and the Greens
cannot possibly support it.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (14:40) — I rise
today to speak on the Firearms Amendment (Silencers)
Bill 2018 put forward by my colleague Mr Bourman. It
has been very interesting listening to some of the debate
in here, and I rise today wanting to put a number of
things across to address some of the sentiments that
have been expressed by other members today and to
address some of the rhetoric that has been introduced
but also to share my experiences and my knowledge of
suppressors and their use for recreational purposes.
I will not talk too much about the technical elements of
the bill. Mr O’Donohue has done that, and Mr Bourman
has explained several parts of this in detail, so it is
probably not worth labouring those points. Rather, I go
back to the point of what this bill is trying to achieve.
Yes, this bill is trying to achieve a level of access for
recreational hunters to be allowed to use silencers or
suppressors, whatever you may want to call them, in the
pursuit of their recreation. But this is something else. It
is also an opportunity for both the government and the
opposition, and anyone else in this chamber, to exhibit
an ability to be able to assess an issue surrounding
firearms objectively, without emotion and without
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some of that rhetoric and sentiment that gets injected
into it based on emotion and to be able to look at an
issue to do with firearms with a commonsense
approach. It is something that is severely lacking most
of the time when we talk about firearms laws in this
country. In my experience over the last few years here
in this place, it is something that has been seriously
lacking. Every time we either bring an issue to the
Parliament — that is, the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party — or are faced with an issue that has been
introduced by the government, the lack of a
commonsense approach when talking about firearms is
astounding.
People get caught up in a whole range of other things
that are just completely not relevant, and even with
something as simple as what we have seen here today
with an amendment about access for certain kinds of
people to suppressors for recreational activity, we have
seen things like duck hunting brought up. The member
speaking about it would not understand that this does
not really apply to duck hunting. We saw the member
speaking for the government bring up Hollywood and
have a good talk about the fact that they are relying on
their knowledge of this issue from Hollywood. That is
probably an admirable statement to make; however, the
sentiment that has allowed them to form their opinion
and in the end their decision on this bill is based on
what they know of suppressors and silencers, and the
only knowledge they have of them is from Hollywood.
I feel that we encounter this every single time we talk
about firearms, and it is quite simply astounding.
Suppressors and their use could be quite useful — they
really could. They have got a number of applications
that would be beneficial in a range of areas. The first
one I want to talk about is occupational health and
safety, and that is why we have certain categories of
people that are already allowed to have access to
suppressors, for reasons of occupational health and
safety. But health and safety goes beyond just
occupations. Many recreational activities that people
partake in have an element of health and safety attached
to them, where we try to eliminate risks and stop
hazards from doing damage. That really is, for me, the
core element of why this bill is in the Parliament today.
I myself am a victim of it. I am almost 50 per cent deaf
in both of my ears — an issue that I discovered when I
was about 18. That issue actually cut the career path
that I was on as an applicant to the Australian Defence
Force very short. It is the reason that I was not able to
join the Australian Defence Force, something that I had
worked towards for a number of years and particularly
throughout my year 11 and 12 period. I worked very
hard towards that application, and it was absolutely
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devastating for me to find out that I had a hearing
problem that was not going to allow me to join the air
force.
I am not alone in that. I am not alone, because there are
thousands and thousands and thousands of firearms
owners in this state and in this country who have
hearing problems. It is really annoying when you get
together with a bunch of people who partake in this
recreation and you are all shouting at each other. It is
not because we are having heated debates. It is not
because we are speaking from long distances away —
no, we are in a reasonably small room and are all
having civilised conversations. We find that some
people have got to get their good ear towards the
conversation. Other people like me, who are deaf in
both ears, find themselves shouting either because the
other person they are talking to is deaf or because they
cannot hear what they are saying. It is something that is
so common amongst shooters that I cannot believe it
has not been addressed already. This is a step that we
can take towards improving the health of these people.
I used to work in the construction industry, and I did a
lot of OH&S as part of that. I was a representative for
the company I worked with for a little while and did an
OH&S course when I was younger. One of the first
things they talk about is risks and hazards and trying to
minimise them. It has been asked of me by a number of
people, ‘Why don’t you wear earplugs? Why don’t you
wear earmuffs when you’re shooting? Isn’t that the
obvious solution if there’s a loud noise — just put on
some earmuffs?’. Most often — sorry, all of the time —
that suggestion is made by someone who has absolutely
no knowledge of hunting, because it is not practical.
For numerous reasons hearing is one of the senses that
you need available when hunting to assist you in the
hunt, but also for safety reasons you need to be able to
communicate with other people and know where they
are. It is something that is done very well, but hearing
protection does get in the way of that.
Going back to what I learned when I was a young
construction worker about occupational health and
safety: personal protective equipment (PPE) is the last
resort; it is the last thing you do after you have
exhausted every other avenue to eliminate a hazard that
could pose a risk to someone’s health or safety.
Personal protection is the last thing, so you would go
back a step and eliminate that hazard altogether. Now,
you cannot eliminate it altogether, which is another
misconception that I will talk about in a minute — the
Hollywood factor — due to the fact that you need to
fire a gun. We are not going to eliminate the noise
completely, so let us try and reduce its harm before we
resort to PPE. This is one of those steps in being able to
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reduce the harm done by noise. If this was a workplace,
it would be mandatory. Given the way we emphasise
occupational health and safety in this state and in this
country, this would be mandatory, which is why it is so
confusing when a serious tool that could be used to
improve the health and safety of people partaking in an
activity is denied; it is irresponsible to be denying it.
If this had been implemented many, many years ago —
I started shooting when I was a little kid or started
going hunting with my father when I was a little kid —
maybe I would not be here today, because I may not
have suffered the hearing damage that I have. I may
have been on a very different career path; I may have
been in the Australian Defence Force by now. It hurts
me to this day that that is not the path I was able to take,
but maybe if this was done at the time, that would have
been the case. So it annoys me that I am standing here
today still arguing the case.
I mentioned that Ms Symes mentioned Hollywood
being the source of knowledge for most people of
suppressors and firearms use, which is really true. Most
people get their knowledge of firearms from TV, which
is something else that really annoys me. If it would be
of any benefit to people watching at home who can
only see me on the TV screen, I would ask for a show
of hands of people in this room who have heard a
firearm fired with a suppressor on it, because I dare say
Mr Bourman and I would be the only two.
Ms Pennicuik — I have heard plenty without,
though.
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rarely — rarely — does a silencer silence a firearm. It
reduces the noise by a significant amount, yes, but it
does not silence it.
In terms of the impact it would have on hearing and
health and safety, it is phenomenal. There is a
phenomenal amount of difference in that volume drop.
It takes the edge off and it makes it a lot safer, but it
does not mask, in most cases, where a firearm shot is
being fired from. It does not silence a firearm. That is a
misconception that is born from Hollywood. It is a
misconception. I really think people should go and
experience these things before coming to a place like
this and trying to have a debate on them, because the
technical knowledge on how they work is very much
key to forming an opinion on this issue.
In closing — I will keep this brief — I would like to
say thank you to Mr Bourman, first and foremost, and
to all of our staff who have worked towards this bill. It
has been an enormous amount of effort, and I commend
them for that work. But given what I have heard from
the opposition and the government, we will not be able
to progress with this bill, which is very unfortunate. As
I said at the start, this is a chance for both the
government and the opposition to show that they can
approach this issue with a bit of common sense without
the fear, without the Hollywood sentiment and without
people rejecting the idea because they do not know
about it. This is not about watering down gun laws, this
is not about the gun lobby; this is about a tool that is
going to help shooters in many different ways.

Mr YOUNG — You may have heard plenty
without, Ms Pennicuik, but until you have heard one
with a suppressor on it, your knowledge of how
suppressors work, as demonstrated by your
contribution, is very minimal — very minimal. You
still did not even understand, after banging on about
duck hunting for a few minutes, that this really would
not apply to duck hunters because there is no practical
way of attaching a suppressor to a shotgun. So you
should brush up on your knowledge before coming to a
debate about suppressors, and that is not done by
watching TV.

There is a real opportunity here. Ms Symes said this is
not an attack on licensed firearm owners. Well, it is.
This is throwing them in the same category as
criminals, because the whole argument about opposing
this bill was that criminals might get them. Well, I have
got news for Ms Symes: if a criminal wants a firearm,
they can already get it. If a criminal wants a suppressor,
they can already get it. They can already make them. It
is not that hard. A criminal will do what a criminal
does, and by having firearm silencers illegal the only
people you are stopping from having access to them are
good, law-abiding people — the honest ones. They are
the only ones.

People talk about this issue without having any
real-world experience in it. Mr O’Donohue actually
brought up in his opening statement the use of the term
‘suppressor’ or ‘silencer’, which is interesting.
Mr Bourman has used the term ‘silencer’ in this bill
because that is the term that is used in the act. So in
essence to make it consistent and to not have several
more pages of amendments changing the word in the
act everywhere, we have used the word ‘silencer’. But

I am bitterly disappointed that the opposition will not
be supporting this, given that they did not actually enter
any of that rhetoric into their contribution, and it seems
like they are going to oppose this on a technical detail,
which is unfortunate. I hope that one day all people in
this house can see past what is being said by those who
are blindly opposed to firearms and look at this issue
objectively and that there can be a sensible outcome. I
commend the bill to the house.
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Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (14:54) — It is
going to be hard to follow such an excellent
contribution. I am going to sum up and jump around a
little bit, but special mention must be given to the
Greens for what was clearly an election year speech. It
was full of innuendo and inaccuracies that are just
really not worthwhile.
So, 5935 — that is the number of people who signed an
online petition. That is more than double the number
for the next-biggest online petition. That does not mean
there is no support for this; that just means we are not
getting support in this house.
I am going to go through a couple of the issues. I did
not write who brought them up, except I will not deal
with any of the Greens stuff. The delegation of power
to the police is the issue. That is the problem; that is
why we are here. The police have the ability to issue a
suppressor to a recreational shooter, but they do not —
as far as I am aware, never have and, under the current
regime, never will. Section 15, I believe, was
mentioned as to the ability for the chief commissioner
to be able to still refuse an application for a suppressor.
Well, that is consistent with my approach in this bill in
aligning it with having and holding a lawful firearm.
However, I make the offer to the coalition: if they
would like me to remove that and would then support
the bill, I am happy to go there. I am happy to take it to
committee and do that, because I too am a bit
disappointed at getting no support, but that is the way it
goes in this place.
The criminals already have suppressors. There are
regular news stories about seizures. The government
admits it. As Mr Young put it, the only people being
affected by the refusal of this bill are the people that
obey the law, which is sad.
Another issue that was raised was I think by the
Victorian Farmers Federation that they will not be able
to hear the illegal shooters because of suppressors.
Saying that you cannot hear the illegal shooters because
the law-abiding shooters have suppressors is just not
logical. Illegal shooters are illegal shooters; they are
criminals already. From my experience and
understanding most of them are unlicensed — well,
they are all doing illegal stuff — so it just does not
work for me, that whole thing.
Probably the biggest disappointment, but not really
surprising to me, is that The Nationals fail to support
this. Now, The Nationals purport to support shooters,
and that is part of their thing. I see a lot of shooters that
feel they are going to get support from the Nats. But
this shows their true colours. Over the years the
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coalition in various forms have enacted at different
times different firearms laws, and every single time The
Nationals have supported them. The Shooters, Fishers
and Farmers Party are supporters of the law-abiding
firearms owners, and from that respect we will never
support anything that will make it harder for a
law-abiding firearm owner, just because. I mean, there
is legislation coming up to do that shortly, which we
will work on. With that, I am going to commend this
bill to the house, and we will see exactly how we go.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 4
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr

Purcell, Mr
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 36
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr

Mulino, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Ramsay, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion negatived.

ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan):
That this house —
(1) congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition on its
recent commitment to build both the east–west link and
a north-east link if elected to government;
(2) acknowledges that this commitment, combined with the
Liberal-Nationals coalition’s plan to remove 55 of
Melbourne and Geelong’s most congested and
dangerous intersections, represents a bold plan to get
Victoria moving again; and
(3) condemns the Andrews Labor government for wasting
$1.3 billion of taxpayers money tearing up the east–west
link contract and, in doing so, precipitating Melbourne’s
ongoing congestion crisis.
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Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:06) — I rise
to speak this afternoon on Mr Davis’s motion, yet
another self-congratulatory motion from the opposition
in relation to a range of roads, which I think should be
generally encompassed by saying Mr Guy has to stop
playing Pin the Tail on the Donkey with Melbourne’s
infrastructure. It must have been a cold night early this
winter when the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Guy, and
his hapless sidekicks realised they had no policies to
speak of and nothing to offer the people of Victoria, so
they thought, ‘How do we out-Dan the Premier? What
policy does Labor have that is not backed up by
evidence and is unwanted by the community that we
can double down on in a “My toll road’s bigger than
your toll road” competition?’.
So they presented to the voters their rather
unfortunately named triple bypass, which has as its
heart, if you will excuse the pun, a combination of two
toll roads. It combines the north-east link and the
east–west link into a ridiculously huge toll road that
manages to touch on all but one of the cardinal
directions in its compound name.
But that would not be very original, would it, squishing
two proposed toll roads together? Everyone would see
straight through it and come to the horrifying realisation
that in the four years of opposition the Liberals and The
Nationals were completely devoid of new ideas. So to
try and dispel this notion Mr Guy released a map, and
on this map are two lines which have all the detail one
would expect of a highlighter streaked over the
Melway.
You see, Mr Guy is trying to design infrastructure for
this city in the fashion of a classic children’s birthday
party game, and I am sure we have all played it in this
chamber: pin the tail on the donkey. To Mr Guy
Melbourne is the donkey and the tail is his silly toll
road plan. Where he pins it is where the tunnel portal
will be. He could pin it at the Chandler Highway,
adding billions to the construction costs and draining
the Yarra. Or he could be all traditionalist on us and pin
it closer to Hoddle Street and wipe out half of Clifton
Hill and Collingwood. Then there is a drop of the
donkey’s tail: will it go due west, just like the east–west
proposal in 2014 that was a flop according to the
government’s own business case, or will it go
south-west in a straight line from Hoddle Street to
Footscray Road, hollowing out Collingwood, Fitzroy
and Carlton and condemning West Melbourne and
Docklands to be soulless traffic sewers forevermore?
How exciting this is! The notional alternative
government of this state has pretty well no idea what it
is doing. It is a blindfolded child with a $30 billion
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thumbtack and a danger to all around it. But this is not
to let the Andrews government off the hook here. Let us
be clear: the north-east link is a complete abomination.
At present costing, which will no doubt blow out due to
its horrendous complexity, the north-east link will be
the most expensive road built in the history of
roadbuilding — the most expensive in the world. It will
be maligned like other costly flops: the Big Dig in
Boston, the Clem7 in Brisbane and the Cross City
Tunnel in Sydney.
I know what government members will contribute to
this debate: ‘Oh, but it completes the ring. You see, it’s
a ring-road. It’s like a circle. The traffic will go round
and round’. Why is it that we cannot learn from past
failures? Why do we insist on making the same
mistakes over and over? Toll roads do not reduce
traffic; they induce demand such that traffic times are
reduced to what they were before the road was built.
This is a scientifically proven fact built on data
collected from hundreds of cities around the world. Yet
the Andrews government refuses to listen, and instead
more than $22 billion of public and private investment
is slated to be wasted on two toll roads that will not
even substantially improve traffic conditions according
to their own modelling.
So what is the difference between the east–west link
and the north-east link? As members of this chamber
know, the east–west link was a proposed toll road
between the end of the Eastern Freeway in Clifton Hill
and the Western Ring Road in Sunshine West. The first
stage proposed by the then Napthine Liberal
government was going to extend from the Eastern
Freeway to CityLink in Royal Park. It would have cost
$6 billion and taken six years to construct. The
government’s own modelling showed that the
east–west link would return a meagre 40 cents in
benefits for every dollar spent and worsen traffic
conditions on Hoddle Street and other arterials.
A grassroots opposition campaign that was supported
by local councils and the Greens pressured the Labor
opposition at the time to oppose the road. The
campaign succeeded and the road was scrapped. Of
course we know that campaign against the east–west
link was called ‘Trains not toll roads’, and while the
Andrews government cancelled the east–west link it
has not started building or planning a new train line to
Doncaster. Instead it has committed to building a new
toll road: the north-east link.
I am going to concentrate in this part of my contribution
mainly on the north-east link, because of course that is a
toll road that has enormous potential impacts in the
electorate that I represent of Eastern Metropolitan
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Region. Will the north-east link reduce congestion on
the Eastern Freeway? No, it will not. The north-east
link will make congestion on the Eastern Freeway
worse than it already is by dumping an extra
150 000 vehicles per day on the Eastern. This traffic
will be confined to local access lanes of the Eastern
Freeway. Traffic from EastLink will have the option of
taking express lanes at the centre of the expanded
Eastern Freeway, but no Manningham, Whitehorse or
Boroondara residents would benefit from these lanes.
The north-east link would increase congestion on the
Eastern Freeway by encouraging even more people to
drive where they need to go instead of taking public
transport. The government’s own transport modelling
shows that it expects this mode shift to be so strong that
25 000 people a day will shift from trains to cars. They
have got to be kidding themselves. We should be
encouraging people to take the train, not enticing them
away from it.
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land to the north-east link. The Boroondara Tennis
Centre, recently awarded best club in Australia, will be
demolished. The toll road will also take up nearly all
the linear parkland next to the Eastern Freeway
between the Chandler Highway and Springvale Road.
These parks were initially given to the local community
as compensation for building the Eastern Freeway in
the first place, so this is a massive loss of trust.
Will the north-east link create a physical barrier in the
community? Yes, it will. The north-east link will bisect
the City of Banyule and the suburb of Bulleen and
exacerbate the disconnection between suburbs on either
side of the Eastern Freeway. The road will effectively
create a wall, which will cut off access from one side of
the road to the other, making it near impossible and
very difficult for people to get to the other side by
walking, cycling or driving a car. It will also limit
options for bus routes and transport connectivity.

The north-east link will push more traffic to the same
bottlenecks that exist today: Hoddle Street and
Alexandra Parade at the city end and the Mullum
Mullum tunnels in the east. Both of these bottlenecks
will be exacerbated by the north-east link.

I want to go just a little bit to the motion of Mr Davis.
Point (1) of this motion is that this house ‘congratulates
the Liberal-Nationals’ on their commitment —

Will the north-east link reduce travel times? No. Within
five years travel times will deteriorate and return to
what they are today and then get even worse. That is
not much of a benefit for $15.8 billion and eight to
nine years of inconvenience and delays caused by
construction.

Ms DUNN — No, the Greens will not be
congratulating the Liberal-Nationals coalition for this.
This is one of the most retrograde moves in relation to
transport planning that this city has seen, so there will
be no congratulations coming from the Greens to the
opposition on this plan. Point (2) of the motion
acknowledges that combined with this commitment
there is a ‘plan to remove 55’ of the ‘most congested
and dangerous intersections’ in a ‘bold plan’, as they
describe it, ‘to get Victoria moving again’. The one way
you can make sure that Victoria will not be moving
anywhere is by building more roads. Local trips: the toll
road will not provide direct access to shopping centres
and industries in the north-east, such that trucks will
still need to take the arterial and local roads to their
destination. Dangerous goods and oversized loads:
trucks bearing dangerous goods and oversized loads are
banned from entering tunnels for safety reasons. Of
course they will still have to use the same local roads
that they do today.

Will the north-east link reduce the number of trucks on
local roads? That is an issue that I know my colleague
Ms Truong faces in her electorate as well. No, the
north-east link would just push the truck problem from
one neighbourhood to another. Some local roads will
experience an increase in trucks. This is for three
reasons. The first is rat-running: trucks will dodge tolls,
particularly if they are doing low-value trips such as
when they are empty, and instead they will use local
roads to get to their destination. The second is local
trips: the toll road will not provide direct access to
shopping centres and industries in the north-east, such
that trucks will still need to take the arterial and local
roads to their destination. The third is dangerous goods
and oversized loads: trucks bearing dangerous goods
and oversized loads are banned from entering tunnels
for safety reasons, and of course they will still have to
use the same local roads that they do today.
If it does get built, will the north-east link carve up local
parklands, green space or school grounds? Yes, it will.
Trinity Grammar School, Marcellin College, the
Veneto Club and the Freeway Golf Course will lose

Mr Finn interjected.

There is a very, very straightforward law around this. It
is called the fundamental law of road congestion, and it
goes like this: extensive research in cities around the
world has shown that building more roads or widening
existing roads invariably induces more traffic, such that
travel times return to what they were before the road
was built. As I have said, there is a name for this
phenomenon. It is very well documented. It is called the
fundamental law of road congestion.
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An honourable member interjected.
Ms DUNN — I would suggest that you look it up
and you learn what it means, because as we continue to
pave this state in roads we are only going to get more
traffic and more car dependency. The fundamental law
of road congestion: increased provision of interstate
highways and major urban roads is unlikely to relieve
congestion on these roads. It is a very straightforward
principle and very well known in transport circles.
The Greens are the only party that are standing up to
these wasteful toll roads. While Labor and Liberal
members for Ivanhoe, Eltham, Bulleen, Kew and Box
Hill stand by idly while their own parties trash the
precious parks and recreational facilities of their
electorates, the Greens will be standing with the
community and opposing this abomination of a toll
road. Roads are not the answer to a sustainable future in
this city. If we truly want to get people out of cars, we
need to provide public transport options for them.
Ninety-two per cent of vehicle traffic on our roads is
private motor cars. We need to get those people out of
those cars and onto public transport. We do not need to
keep building roads. It is not the solution to our
transport issues, and it is certainly not the solution for a
city that is going to see exponential growth.
We will not be supporting the motion. It is not the way
forward for our city and our state. We need better
public transport. We need to get freight onto rail. This
is the only way forward for our city.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:19) — What
an uplifting experience that was, listening to Ms Dunn.
It reminded me very much of that old poem, ‘“We’ll all
be rooned”, said Hanrahan’. Listening to Ms Dunn, one
would think that there is not much hope for any of us. It
was probably one of the more bleak and more
depressing contributions in this place since
Mr Dalidakis’s contribution in question time today, it
has to be said. But you have got to admire her power of
clairvoyance, because she was able to tell us everything
that is going to happen in Melbourne for the next
50 years. I would suggest that whether it be by bus, by
train or by car, she get herself down to the local
Tattslotto shop, because with the ability to tell the
future that she has, I think a huge fortune awaits her.
Ms Dunn — I don’t gamble.
Mr FINN — She doesn’t gamble. Well, fair
dinkum, if you can see the future, if you have the power
of clairvoyance and you do not gamble, where is the
value in that? What a disappointment!
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It is a wonderful thing, I have to say, as a member of
the Liberal Party, to have a leader with vision. Because
Matthew Guy is just that: he is a leader with vision, and
he will be, in 122 days, a Premier with vision. And that
is exactly what this state needs, because over the last
four years we have seen some extraordinary decisions
made by a government that has shown precious little
vision. In fact, the most extraordinary decision of all
must surely be the decision by the current Premier, the
outgoing Premier, to cancel the east–west link at a cost
to the Victorian taxpayer of 1.4 thousand million
dollars. That was after he told us before the election that
it would not cost us a red cent. I suppose he was right,
because it did not cost us a red cent. As I said, it cost us
1.4 thousand million dollars.
In some of my more melancholy moments, and
listening to Ms Dunn I almost got into one, I think of
what $1.4 billion could buy and what it could do for the
people of Victoria, particularly in my own portfolio
area of autism. I see so much need in that area. I see so
many people, so many children in particular, who need
that support, who need the extra money. But instead
that money has been wasted by a government that has
indicated already that it really does not care about the
autism sector at all and it is just prepared to flush
thousands of millions of dollars down the public sewer
system. It is a sad indictment of a government that has
failed in so many areas to respect the community and to
do its job properly.
I travel from time to time from the west out to the east
and back again. It never ceases to amaze me when I am
coming back from the east, where I visit a number of
services. I was out with the member for Burwood and
the member for Ferntree Gully visiting some autism
schools just recently, in fact. I was able to travel with
relative ease, I have to say, down the EastLink and onto
the Eastern Freeway. But at the end of the Eastern
Freeway what have we got? What have we got at the
end of the Eastern Freeway? We have got Alexandra
Parade, and at Alexandra Parade everything comes to a
stop. It is a bit like Carmageddon. It is a bit like that
place where cars go to die, because they are all queued
up for kilometres. It will take you 20 minutes to get
from the outer east, and then it will take another hour to
get through Fitzroy and Brunswick and Carlton. That is
a—
Ms Dunn — Imagine if you took the train!
Mr FINN — It is a disgrace, I agree. It is a disgrace,
and that is why we need the east–west link. That is why
the previous government was going to build the
east–west link. That is why the next government, the
Guy government, will build the east–west link. That is

ROAD INFRASTRUCTURE
3254

COUNCIL

why the people of Victoria want the east–west link —
because it is a disgrace.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — Well, you supported it too,
Mr Melhem. Mr Melhem, you supported it too. Do not
start on me. We all remember what you said about it.
You were a big wrap for the east–west link until you
got in here, and then you changed your tune very
quickly. You had the thumb of the Socialist Left upon
you, and they squashed the life out of you.
Nonetheless I digress ever so slightly. The fact of the
matter is that we need a link between the east of
Melbourne and the west of Melbourne — it makes
eminent sense — and a tunnel between the end of the
Eastern Freeway and the Tullamarine Freeway and then
the Western Ring Road. How good would that be; how
sensational would that be; how much time would that
provide for people who are either getting to work or
trying to get home to see the families at night; how
much extra time in the space of a year would that give
families together; how much money indeed would they
save in petrol, because we all know petrol is a pretty
expensive commodity; how much in the space of a year
would people save with that sort of tunnel where they
could zip through?
I have to say it is absolutely bewildering that those
people who live around Alexandra Parade and who live
in Fitzroy North and Carlton and Brunswick and places
like that are apparently opposed to the east–west link.
Why the hell wouldn’t they want all that traffic, which
is pouring all sorts of nasty stuff out the back of cars,
underground? Why wouldn’t they want their own
streets clear? Why wouldn’t they? Fair dinkum, some
of them are so stupid they even vote Green. That is the
simple fact of the matter. It is a sad state of affairs that
these people have their streets clogged every day with
cars, and they voted for it to continue. If you can
explain that to me, please do, because it makes
absolutely no sense at all.
Then of course we have a government — this
government — which went to the election promising a
West Gate distributor. They were going to spend
$500 million on the West Gate distributor.
Mr O’Sullivan — Shovel-ready, it was.
Mr FINN — It was! Indeed, as Mr O’Sullivan
correctly points out, it was shovel-ready.
Mr Ondarchie — We know what was
shovel-ready.
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Mr FINN — Exactly, we know exactly what was
shovel-ready, Mr Ondarchie, and I have to say the
Premier has been very handy with a shovel over the
entire term of his government. For a Labor man, he has
been spreading it liberally all over the place, and that in
itself is quite extraordinary. But we had this great plan
that the Premier put forward — shovel-ready,
$500 million — which was the West Gate distributor,
and then it became —
Mr Melhem — WestLink.
Mr FINN — No, it was not WestLink. You are
thinking of the east–west link. You are going back to
your days, Mr Melhem, when you supported the
east–west link before you did the Andrews tumble to
get into the party room. You are thinking of the wrong
thing indeed. It changed its name about three or four
times. It was the Western distributor but it was
something else before that and I cannot remember what
it was, but it will come to me in a moment.
We have now a West Gate tunnel, and how much is
that going to cost us? Well, we started off with a
$500 million commitment from the government; we
now have a project worth $6500 million. I do not care
what anybody says, that is one hell of a blowout. That
is a blowout to be proud of! That is a blowout that any
Labor leader would be mighty proud of because, as we
know, nobody wastes money like a Labor government
wastes money, and they are certainly doing it because,
as this plan for the West Gate tunnel currently stands, it
is a disaster. It is a dog of a proposal, it is a dog of a
project, and you might ask: why would anybody go
along with this? Why would anybody want to build
this? Well, we have a situation where a company called
Transurban decided that it would get into the rivers of
gold.
I have said in the past and I will say it again today: I
reckon the deal between this government and
Transurban will one day be examined by IBAC. I say
this as the chairman of the Economy and Infrastructure
Committee, having examined this at length. It is my
belief that there is real dodginess in this particular deal.
Interestingly enough, despite our many inquiries into
this, nobody was prepared to come to the party and
actually give a straight answer on any of the deals that
were done, so it would not surprise me at all if in years
to come — perhaps in the not-too-distant future — the
propriety of these deals with Transurban was examined
a lot more closely.
But at the very least with the proposal being brought
forward by our coalition — the Liberal-Nationals
coalition, as distinct from the Labor-Greens coalition,
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which is the alternative government after November, a
horrifying prospect, I am sure, for everyone — the fact
of the matter is that the linking up of the east–west link
and the north-east link would actually provide a useful
purpose for the West Gate tunnel. It would make what
is now a dog of a project actually something that would
contribute to the betterment of the state, the betterment
of metropolitan Melbourne and indeed of country
people. They have to drive their trucks with their food
and their crops through Melbourne quite often, to
markets, to the airport and to the ports. People of the
country clearly would appreciate the east–west link and
the north-east link as well. So even the West Gate
tunnel would be of some value with this proposal being
put forward by Matthew Guy.
For many, many years I have suffered the congestion
that people in the western suburbs have suffered. Every
morning we see the West Gate —
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr FINN — Well, you don’t. You don’t get out of
bed until about midday. The people in the western
suburbs have to put up with the most appalling traffic
congestion. You often see the West Gate Freeway and
the Princes Freeway blocked. Quite often that traffic is
banked back, sometimes to Werribee, and it is just
appalling. It takes hours to get to work. It is just an
appalling thing that people in the west have to put up
with. We know that Labor does not care about people
in the western suburbs, we know that, but here is an
opportunity with this proposal being put forward by
Matthew Guy to actually do something to help the west.
That is why I support it, because I am from the west, I
represent the west and I will fight for the west — and
this proposal is a good proposal for the west of
Melbourne. So I congratulate my colleagues. I
congratulate the Leader of the Opposition, the incoming
Premier, Mr Guy, and I cannot wait for these roads to
be built.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(15:35) — It is always a very hard thing, to follow
Mr Finn’s often animated and energetic contribution to
the chamber, which is always accurate and detailed. He
summed it up well today when he said, ‘This
mendacious government’.
Mr Finn — Did I say that?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Well, I am paraphrasing you,
Mr Finn. This mendacious government have gone
about three and a half years of misleading the people of
Victoria. One thing is clear out of Mr Davis’s
motion today that congratulates the Liberal-Nationals
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coalition on its commitment to build both the east–west
link and the north-east link. It also acknowledges the
commitment of the Liberal-Nationals coalition under
Matthew Guy to remove 55 of Melbourne’s and
Geelong’s most congested and dangerous intersections
and gets ahead of a plan to get Victoria moving again. It
also condemns this Labor government for wasting
$1.3 billion of taxpayers money to rip up a road that
they said was not worth the paper it was written on.
They spent $1.3 billion of Victorian taxpayers money.
When I was first elected in this place in 2010 the people
of Clifton Hill, Carlton and Brunswick, those people
around Alexandra Parade, Cemetery Road, Royal
Parade and Brunswick Road, came to me en masse and
said, ‘The traffic is bad. We’re breathing it in. The
fumes are getting all over our houses. It’s ridiculous.
Can you do something about it?’. Well, we did. We had
a proposal to take the traffic off those roads and move it
underground away from those residents. Interestingly
enough, when that proposal hit the deck, people
objected to it: ‘What do you mean, you’re building a
tunnel under the road?’. These are the same people,
predominantly voters of the Greens party and Labor
Party, who came to me and said, ‘We wanted the traffic
off our road’. We gave them a solution and they said,
‘No, we don’t want it’. The now government, then
opposition, ran a line that ‘It’s not going to work, it
won’t help, it won’t reduce traffic’ — and they are
more than happy to promote something like the
north-east link or to run all that traffic, as Ms Dunn
rightly pointed out, into a T-intersection on Hoddle
Street and just leave it at that.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will pick up the interjection
from Ms Mikakos, the biggest spender of the rorts,
according to the Ombudsman. I wonder — she also
represents the Northern Metropolitan Region — if she
has ever been down there to that area to inspect the
traffic. It would be a good thing for her to get out of her
office or out of her ministerial limousine and go and
actually have a look at what is down there, because I
have been down there. I talk to the people and I see
what the issues are. Cleopatra, the queen of denial over
there, will not deal with the fact that there are traffic
problems in Melbourne, particularly in that precinct.
There is a solution on the table, and they will not deal
with it.
But more so than not wanting to deal with it, they are
happy to pay $1.3 billion of taxpayers money to do
nothing. Today they still say they do not need that issue
down there. Well, here is an idea, Minister — novel for
you, I know — go and meet the people of your
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electorate. Do something unusual. Go and meet the
people of your electorate, and you will see it for
yourself. This is the same minister who claims she is in
touch with the people of her electorate. While I digress
from the motion before us, right outside her own
electorate office is one of the most dangerous level
crossings that they promised they were going to do, and
they still have not done anything about it. They said,
‘We’re thinking about it. We’re planning. There may be
a sky rail. We’re not really sure’. It is right outside her
own electorate office. Here is an idea: go and meet the
people of your own electorate. You might discover
something.
Only the Liberal-Nationals support an east–west link
and a north-east link.
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Well, I will tell you what,
Mr Melhem, before we need to get the defib out here
and you get too excited, just hold your horses, I am
about to talk to your commitment to the east–west link.
I will talk about that. Don’t worry about it.
We need to fix congestion in the north, but doing that
without fixing the end of the Eastern Freeway will only
see more people stuck in traffic by putting 100 000
more cars on the Eastern Freeway. Only the
Liberal-Nationals support an east–west link and a future
north-east link. Daniel Andrews and Labor, and
Mr Melhem apparently now, did not support an east–
west link and wasted $1.3 billion of taxpayers money
when they tore up the contract after promising voters it
was not worth the paper it was written on. If the east–
west link project had gone ahead, it would almost be
complete now and ready for the north-east link to
connect to the Eastern Freeway, but this government
wasted four years and $1.3 billion of taxpayers money
to do nothing.
At some point in my career I worked for a publicly
listed company. Imagine if I had gone to the board of
that company and said, ‘Give me $1.3 billion for a
capital project to do nothing’. It would be the shortest
meeting I had ever had, and I tell you what, I would
have been looking for a new job the next day. Imagine
going to your bank to borrow money for a house that
you were never going to build. It would not be a very
good meeting with the bank. These people, the
government of Victoria, spent $1.3 billion of
hard-earned taxpayers money to do nothing. If I had
done that when I worked for a listed company, I would
have been sacked. If you went to the bank and tried to
get $1.3 billion to not do a project, they would not want
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you as a customer anymore. This mob should be
sacked.
In November Victorians will be reminded, and they
will remember, that this mob shamelessly spent
$1.3 billion not to build a road, also spent $20 million
to build an upside-down triangle with the word ‘Vic’ in
the middle of it and said, ‘That’s Victoria’s new logo’.
They spent $20 million for an upside-down triangle
with the word ‘Vic’ in the middle.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Mr Morris, I will pick up
your interjection. If I was to, for example, take a sample
of school students today and ask them to go to
Microsoft Word, take an upside-down triangle and put
the word ‘Vic’ in the middle, I am tipping they would
not charge me $20 million for it. They might do it for
$20; they would not do it for $20 million. This
government, the Daniel Andrews government, spent
$20 million for an upside-down triangle which had the
word ‘Vic’ in the middle and charged Victorians
$20 million for it.
If students were to ever visit this place and hear me
talking about that, I reckon they would be going,
‘You’ve got to be joking’. They would think there was
no way you would spend $20 million to make an
upside-down triangle, put the word ‘Vic’ in the middle
and say, ‘That’s your new logo’. Unfortunately it is not
a joke. It is not funny, because that is what this
government did — $20 million!
Somebody who trolled me on Twitter today said, ‘Oh,
well, $20 million is not that much’. Go to any average
family in this state and try telling them that $20 million
is not that much, when they are living with traffic
congestion every single day, when crime is up in
Victoria and when the cost of electricity is going
through the roof. Try and tell the average family that
$20 million is not that much.
That is the sort of thinking we are getting from this
government, because it is not their money. They think it
is okay to spend $1.3 billion not to build a road. They
think it is okay to spend $20 million to create an
upside-down triangle that any year 7 student could
create on Microsoft Word in 5 minutes. They think it is
okay for a minister to transport their dogs in their
ministerial limousine from one house to another. Let
me get that right so everybody understands what I am
talking about. A minister decided to send his limousine
driver down to his home in the suburbs to pick up his
dogs and transport them to his country property while
he was here in Parliament, and they think that is okay.
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They think it is okay because they do not think it is
their money.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Government members will
interject now and say ‘That’s away from the motion’
because they do not want to talk about this stuff. They
do not want to talk about the stuff that they waste
money on in Victoria.
It is about getting Victoria moving, and we have
announced the biggest traffic congestion-busting
project in Victoria’s history. A Liberal-Nationals
government will commit between $4.1 billion and
$5.3 billion to remove traffic lights and roundabouts
through grade separations at 55 of Melbourne and
Geelong’s most congested intersections on our busiest
arterial roads. Traffic congestion costs our economy
about $5.5 billion a year. Traffic congestion makes our
arterial roads dangerous for all road users. Traffic
congestion creates delays and frustrations, which means
we have less time to spend with our family and friends.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — We talk about $1.3 billion
not spent on the east–west link; I am telling you that
apart from that $1.3 billion, people are getting to work
late because you wasted $1.3 billion. People are getting
home late and missing meals with their families and
their children because you spent $1.3 billion not to
build a road. It is shameful that you are doing this. We
are talking about supporting Victorian families, and you
spent that money not to build a road, which means that
either they get to work late or they get home having
missed time with their families. It is totally
unacceptable. And they do not apologise for it, because
they do not care. They think it is not their money and it
does not really matter. It is unacceptable.
Census data shows that 74 per cent of Melburnians take
a car to work every day. That is why that same bandaid
approach that this government has to doing something
about traffic congestion will not work; it simply will
not work. The traffic light removal project continues
the work of the level crossing removal program to
eliminate the congestion hotspots across Melbourne and
Geelong. We all agree that the removal of level
crossings, which started under the Napthine
government, has helped free up traffic congestion, but it
is only one part of the solution. The other part is trying
to remove some of those dangerous and congested
intersections right across Melbourne and Geelong.
This gives me a chance to talk about Matthew Guy’s
announcement, as the potential incoming Premier,
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about the Melbourne superhighway — building an
east–west link and a north-east link, and it is going to
lead all the way down to Geelong. We recognise,
although we are not happy about it, the West Gate
tunnel project. We think it is a badly formed project and
we think it could have been done better, but we are not
in the business of ripping up contracts and spending
money not to build a road. That is not what we do. We
accept that the government has moved ahead with it
and we accept it is going to happen, so we are going to
link them all up together and create a superhighway
from Melbourne’s east all the way to Geelong. That is
going to improve productivity, stimulate our economy
and more importantly create more jobs for Victorians,
and that is why we have taken this broader approach.
Victorian voters, and I dare say Australian voters, are
sick and tired of the three-to-four-year cycle of
decision-making, when we just think about the next
election. This is a generational project that is going to
transform Victoria and particularly Melbourne and
Geelong for a long period of time. They are sick and
tired of these little projects from election cycle to
election cycle. We are talking about a generational
project that is going to help Victorians.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Let me pick up some
interjections that we have had from across the chamber,
particularly those related to defending, interestingly
enough, the $1.3 billion not to build the east–west link.
I take you to comments that have been made by
government members about the east–west link. I will
talk about the contribution that the member for
Footscray and the member for Williamstown in the
other place both made on the east–west link needs
assessment. On 15 July 2008 Wade Noonan said:
I do accept that we need to find a balance in terms of freight
movement through the inner west. I will work with
stakeholders and residents to find the most appropriate short
and long-term solutions. Certainly this government’s
investment in the east–west link needs assessment study is a
significant step down that path.

A Labor member of Parliament, the member for
Williamstown, said, ‘Yes, we need the east–west link’.
Marsha Thomson said similar things about the
east–west link. Julia Gillard, the then member for Lalor,
who subsequently became Prime Minister; Brendan
O’Connor, the member for Gorton; Nicola Roxon, the
then member for Gellibrand; and — surprise,
surprise — the current leader of the federal opposition,
the member for Maribyrnong, Bill Shorten, said that
they thought the east–west link was very, very
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important for Victoria and very important for
Melbourne.

Victorian taxpayers, they do not deserve to be
re-elected.

But then let us take that a little bit further. Bill Shorten,
the then national secretary of the Australian Workers
Union (AWU) and current federal member for
Maribyrnong, along with Cesar Melhem, the then
Victorian state secretary of the AWU and a current state
member of Parliament for Western Metropolitan
Region, said in a submission of 14 June 2007 —

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:50) —
Obviously I am happy to get up and oppose this motion
in which the coalition want to congratulate themselves.
In saying I oppose it, I will say: bully for you, good for
you. It must be a sad world you live in if this is your
highlight, if your highlight is to find some type of
significance for yourselves by moving motions
congratulating yourselves on election commitments that
probably will not be delivered by you — election
commitments that, even if you get the opportunity,
which you will not in the next term, we expect will not
be fulfilled, based on your track record from the last
time you transferred from opposition to government,
when you made huge election commitments.

Mr Morris interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Let me tell you what
Mr Melhem said, Mr Morris:
The Australian Workers Union … believes that the …
east–west link is crucial to jobs and economic growth.

That is what he said. He said that it is crucial. He went
on:
A new transport link from Melbourne’s booming west to the
south-east and eastern suburbs has the AWU’s strong
support …

He spoke of their ‘strong support’ for the east–west
link. He arrives in here and says, ‘No, I’m against it,
absolutely against it’, because he toes the party line.
Mr Melhem, you know better than this. If you have
always been an advocate for the people, as you claim,
here is a chance to stand up today and be an advocate,
as you claim. On 14 June 2007 you supported the
east–west link as being crucial to jobs and economic
growth. Today is a chance to repeat those words. Here
is your opportunity to say, ‘Yes, we get right behind it’.
An editorial in the Herald Sun on 26 October 2013
said:
Some Labor MPs are … anxious that … Daniel Andrews
may be backing the wrong horse in opposing the east–west
link.
MPs spoken to by the Herald Sun think Mr Andrews’s
position is no longer sustainable and this could lead to caucus
tensions and trouble for Mr Andrews’s leadership.
The opposition leader finds himself in policy gridlock.

This is the same man who told Victorians, ‘I will not
increase taxes’. He told us that before the election, and
he has increased or created 12 new taxes. This is the
same man who said, ‘The east–west link contract is not
worth the paper it’s written on and it won’t cost
Victorians a cent to cancel it’ — and here we are in the
middle of 2018 when traffic is at its worst in
Melbourne. The mob over there spent $1.3 billion to
not provide a solution. Not only have they done badly
as a government, not only have they rorted money from

You were going to build a rail line to Doncaster. Ted
Baillieu was out there with Mary Wooldridge and he
said, ‘Look, it’s not going to be a feasibility study.
We’re going to do the study, we’re going to find the
money and we are going to build a rail to Doncaster’.
And then? I might be wrong, but I am pretty sure that
there is no rail to Doncaster. You spent four years in
government and you did what I think was called part 1
of a feasibility study. It was not even a full feasibility
study.
I remember around the election campaign there were
blue shirt people at Southern Cross station handing out
mock tickets to the airport via rail, because you
promised to build rail to the airport. You were handing
out fake tickets and probably the advisers during
caretaker mode, who were getting paid a fortune, were
out there standing with their blue Liberal shirts rorting
the system. It was rorting the system by the
ministers — outrageous waste and outrageous use —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LEANE — Mr Ondarchie, you can say
whatever you want, but I have lost interest. I cannot put
a lot of weight in anything you say anymore after Good
Friday, so just keep going if you want.
Let us talk about what you said during your
contribution. You were talking about a waste of money
for the east–west link. When we came to government
all of a sudden it had been exposed that there was a side
letter from previous Treasurer O’Brien making an
outrageous commitment of taxpayers money to the
contractor. It was an outrageous commitment that
no-one knew about — a secret side letter. Why did he
do that illegal act?
Mr Ondarchie — Why didn’t you build the road?
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Mr LEANE — Why didn’t we build the road? You
went out there, you had your short-form business case
and you said that for every dollar — you said this when
you lied — this project will return $1.40. And when the
facts came out —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting President,
as I have listened to Mr Leane’s contribution here I
have heard him use some unparliamentary language
directed at a member in this place. I well know and
Mr Leane well knows that that is unparliamentary, and
he should immediately withdraw unreservedly.
Mr LEANE — I am happy to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) — We
are not sure what he is withdrawing, but we will
consider it withdrawn.
Mr LEANE — I am happy to withdraw anything,
and I might suggest that if that is something that
members across there are offended by maybe on their
way home they can go through a Dan Murphy’s
drive-through and buy themselves half a dozen cans of
Toughen Up. If you are offended by that, you need to
maybe find a different occupation — because if you are
in this occupation to boost your ego, you are in the
wrong spot.
Actually, you went out there and said, ‘This is going to
return $1.40 for every dollar spent on the east–west
link’, but then when the facts came out and the real
documents came out, it was only returning 45 cents in
the dollar. You went out there and you would not
release —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LEANE — You are all pious about documents
being released now, but when the then opposition and
concerned community groups asked you to release the
full business case, you did not. And when the full
business case came out it was 45 cents in the dollar,
after you said it was going to be $1.40. And then the
best bit was — there are a lot of good bits, but this is
probably one of the best bits — you were going out and
saying, ‘For people that live in Ringwood, this road will
mean they will save themselves something like
45 minutes or an hour to get to the airport’. When you
looked at the traffic times at the time, it was about
45 minutes to get there anyway, without the road. My
concern is that for people heading to the airport first
thing in the morning it was like a time machine. They
might have been still in their shower when they turned
up at the airport. It was just complete lies about this
project.
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And now why do we think anyone would believe you
or put weight on any commitment that you make when
it comes to anything after you had a four-year kip in
government? You had a bit of a kip, nothing moved —
a four-year kip — and now you are some big
infrastructure heroes and you want to grade separate
50 road intersections when the traffic signal system is
all linked to a main computer and eventually you stop
at a red light.
You are going to spend hundreds of millions of dollars
on doing grade separations on road intersections when
it is not going to make any difference to congestion
anyway. The experts in the field have said this. The
experts in the field have said that this 55 road
intersection separation policy could possibly be the
dumbest policy in the world ever. This could possibly
be the dumbest policy in the world ever, and the quotes
about how you are going to spend X amount of
hundreds of millions of dollars are far from correct. It
will be billions of dollars so people in their cars can
catch the next red light down the road that little bit
quicker.
All the compulsory acquisition of traders with their
shops and houses and all that to accommodate this
thing that is, just like I said, probably the world’s
dumbest policy ever — all that grief — would be for
nothing. It is just absolutely amazing that you would
congratulate yourselves — that you would get up and
use time in this chamber to congratulate yourselves —
on what could possibly be the world’s dumbest road
policy ever. Congratulations on getting to that point!
That is a special effort that you have made. Maybe that
is something that you should be congratulated for.
Other than that, I am not so sure why you are
congratulating yourselves on anything.
As far as the north-east link goes, my understanding is
the opposition opposed the north-east link project —
opposed it for months — until eventually they went out
there and people in the electorate said to them, ‘We
don’t want you to oppose this. We actually want the
ring-road completed’. Then, by weight of demand of
people that you are supposed to actually represent, you
did a backflip on that particular project.
I think you are getting up and congratulating yourselves
on policies that you will never enact. There is a stark
difference between that and what this government has
actually done. I have said it before: maybe you just
need to drive around the suburbs, drive around some of
the main roads, and you will see it. You will see the
hoardings up. You will see the cranes up. You will see
the workers in the red vests around the suburbs doing
what they do best in building infrastructure in this state.
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I look forward to you congratulating yourselves over
things that you are not going to do in the future. We
find it quite entertaining. If it gives you some solace
and some feeling of meaning and purpose, then who are
we to deny you that? What we will keep doing is
building the much-needed infrastructure, which we
have a track record of doing. If the Liberal-Nationals
want to go to an election that is all about who they trust
on infrastructure, we more than welcome that. We
plead with you to do that and we plead with you to
continue to attempt to do that, because we know that
actually doing things rather than talking about them has
a much bigger impact on the electorate, and we will be
proven right in a few months time.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (16:02) — What
an extraordinary contribution from Mr Leane. I think all
members could agree that that contribution was
basically entirely devoid of contact with reality. Indeed
I am not sure anybody could necessarily gain anything
from it. But nonetheless, I do rise to make my
contribution to Mr Davis’s motion:
That this house —
(1) congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition on its
recent commitment to build both the east–west link and
a north-east link if elected to government;
(2) acknowledges that this commitment, combined with the
Liberal-Nationals coalition’s plan to remove 55 of
Melbourne and Geelong’s most congested and
dangerous intersections, represents a bold plan to get
Victoria moving again; and
(3) condemns the Andrews Labor government for wasting
$1.3 billion of taxpayers money tearing up the east–west
link contract and, in doing so, precipitating Melbourne’s
ongoing congestion crisis.

In reflecting upon this motion I was going back to a
time when Mr Mulder was the roads minister in
Victoria — an exceptional roads minister, particularly
when you compare him to the current person fulfilling
that role. Mr Mulder came to Ballarat and was
discussing the then recent announcement about the
east–west link, so there was a lot of excitement in
Ballarat about this proposal, because we in Ballarat
know that one of the most crucial things to business and
indeed industry in Ballarat is the connection to
Melbourne and the capacity to be able to get things to
port and the like. We knew that the east–west link
presented a significant opportunity for manufacturers
and others in Ballarat to be able to make their business
more sustainable and efficient with regard to
transporting those goods to where they needed to go.
Unfortunately, though, post the election Daniel
Andrews, despite committing to Victorians that it
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would not cost a cent to scrap the east–west link, went
and spent $1.3 billion to not build the east–west link.
Now, $1.3 billion is easy to say, but when you think of
it in the context of $1300 million, it sort of gives you a
different perspective on how much money this reckless
and irresponsible government has wasted not building a
crucial piece of infrastructure that we needed then in
2014 and we need even more now in 2018. We know
that our state is absolutely crippled by congestion. We
know it is costing billions of dollars as a result of this
government’s reckless actions.
I am reminded not only of the impact that tearing up
that contract had on the state of the state budget —
wasting $1.3 billion — but also of the sovereign risk
issues that arose due to the recklessness of this
government. One might say that this is something that
governments around the world have done before, but I
was reminded of a news article that I read a little while
ago — it is on Reuters — entitled ‘Libya to honour all
Gaddafi oil deals’. It goes on to say:
A Libyan rebel government would honour all the oil contracts
granted during the Muammar Gaddafi era, including those of
Chinese companies, Ahmed Jehani, a senior rebel
representative for reconstruction told Reuters in an interview.

So, we have rebel governments in Libya who honour
contracts and we have an Andrews Labor government
that tears up contracts, wasting $1.3 billion. I do not
think it should be lost on anyone in this place and
indeed on any Victorian that you can trust a Libyan
rebel government more than you can trust the Andrews
Labor government. It is a sad indictment of this
government that they went about the actions that they
did when they tore up that contract and wasted
$1300 million.
It is an indictment of this government and it is
something that will mark their time in office, which we
all hope will come to a conclusion in November this
year and that we will have a Matthew Guy-led
government that will honour contracts, as other
speakers have said. There are things this government
have said and have committed to that we on this side of
the house do not necessarily agree with. However, we
understand that responsible governments do not go
around tearing up contracts, and that is something that a
Matthew Guy government will not do.
I am reminded of a very specific project that is
unfortunately currently occurring in Ballarat, being the
railway station precinct redevelopment, which the
community in Ballarat are certainly up in arms about
because, to be frank, it is a disgraceful project. The only
winner out of it is the private developer, who is going to
go on and receive in effect a block of flats on
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previously public land reserved for railway purposes,
which they could at some time in the not-too-distant
future just sell off as residential apartments, which
would be a very, very sad indictment of the actions of
this government.
There are some very good people who have formed a
group called Save Our Station, and I certainly
acknowledge their very hard work in holding the
government to account for the abysmal plan they are
attempting to carry out. Those people have come to me
at different times and have said, ‘What are you going to
do about this when you win in November 2018?’,
because they are obviously very keen to get rid of this
Andrews Labor government, but interestingly a few of
those people are actually Labor Party members. There
are not just members of the Liberal Party in this group.
It is a broad cross-section of the community: there are
expelled Labor members in this group; there are
members of the Greens party in this group; and there
are indeed a few Liberals in this group as well. They
have all come together with a very specific purpose,
and that is to stop the irresponsible redevelopment of
the railway station precinct firstly and, secondary to
that, to bring down the Andrews government, which is
something that we can all agree would be a very, very
good thing.
There has been the question posed to me of whether, if
we were to come to government, we would just tear up
the contracts with the railway station precinct. As much
as we would like to see that project halted and the
community consulted about what that project is going
to look like, we recognise that it would be irresponsible
to go and tear up a contract like that, because of the
sovereign risk issues that it presents. If there is not
certainty from one government to the next with
already-signed contracts, then the cost of doing
business in this state, as Mr Ondarchie well knows, will
absolutely skyrocket. The value for dollar that you can
get with public moneys would be far and away reduced.
There would be more and more money spent getting
fewer and fewer projects done, and this has already
happened as a result of what the Andrews government
has done in trashing Victoria’s reputation on the
international stage. Victoria has become known as the
place where governments are so reckless as to tear up
contracts.
But then again, they also look after their mates at
Transurban, don’t they? They look after them with new
projects like the West Gate tunnel, or distributor,
whatever it is called at the moment. It has gone through
so many iterations it is rather difficult to keep up with
what it is going to be called today or indeed tomorrow.
We know that they do certainly look after their friends
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at Transurban, and that is to the detriment of the good
people of Victoria.
Our roads are completely congested, and it is certainly
very hard to get anywhere. I know many people who
travel from Ballarat, Geelong and further out in western
Victoria. If they have got an early morning meeting or
appointment in Melbourne — perhaps it is a doctor’s
appointment — rather than risking not getting to the
city on time —
Mr Ondarchie — They come down the night
before.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, Mr Ondarchie, they come
down the night before and stay in the city. They incur
the cost of a hotel room because they want that
certainty to know that they are going to get to their
specialist appointment or whatever it might be, because
we do not have the road infrastructure that we know we
need.
Mr Ondarchie — That’s their tourism strategy,
isn’t it?
Mr MORRIS — Indeed. People might say, ‘If you
can’t drive, just catch the train, because surely the train
is going to get you there on time’. But of course we
know that the V/Line service under the Andrews
government has gone from bad to worse to even worse
than worse, because so far this year on the Ballarat line
we have seen the worst two months for on-time
performance in the history of V/Line. Since records
have been kept this mob opposite have overseen the
worst on-time performance that we have ever seen. Day
in, day out, my email inbox is full and my office phone
is ringing off the hook because rail commuters are just
beside themselves. I have heard from commuters who
are talking about taking the Andrews government to
court because of its lack of support of V/Line in
actually getting people to Melbourne on time.
This is not just a one-off. This is not one month that
there was a poor performance. This is continual; this is
every month. Once we think it cannot get any worse, it
does. But what is even worse than this is that in 2015,
when we would probably just describe the Ballarat train
service as bad, because it has gotten a lot worse since
then, Daniel Andrews actually came to Ballarat. He
apologised to commuters and he said that everybody
from the Minister for Public Transport down was on
notice and it was not good enough and it needed to
improve. Now we have actually gotten worse than that.
We have actually gotten worse than when the Premier
came to Ballarat and apologised and said everyone was
on notice.
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I am not sure how much notice the Minister for Public
Transport can have, how many more lives she can have
or how many more projects she can completely mess up
and make a complete shambles of before she loses her
job. Because without a shadow of a doubt, perhaps with
the exception of Ms Mikakos, a more incompetent
minister is not known to this Parliament, I do not think.
Ms Tierney might —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MORRIS — There could be. Unfortunately this
is the state of Victoria at the moment. As most would
know, I am normally a fairly positive person, but it is
difficult to have a positive outlook on the future of our
state when we have those opposite on the Treasury
benches making such decisions as flushing one
thousand three hundred million dollars down the drain,
because that is in effect what we have seen here.
I would like to congratulate Mr Davis on proposing this
motion and indeed I would like to also congratulate
Mr Guy and our whole team for the work that has been
done.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, and Mr Mulino, the
member for Fraser! I should congratulate the member
for Fraser, who is going to be making that trip up there.
I wonder if he will remember us when he gets up there
to those lofty heights in Canberra. Indeed. Goodness
me.
So I would like to congratulate Mr Guy and Mr Davis
as well as the whole team who have come together to
actually propose a positive future for our state, because,
good heavens, I know we need it. The good people of
western Victoria certainly need it. We have been
neglected. We have been completely forgotten by the
Premier for Melbourne. He does not think that Victoria
exists beyond the tramlines. I am not surprised,
actually, that the Minister for Small Business managed
to confuse Bendigo and Ballarat on his recent —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — Do you remember that? He could
not quite work out where they were.
Ms Crozier — Was that Mr Dalidakis?
Mr MORRIS — It was Mr Dalidakis. He could not
tell the difference between Bendigo and Ballarat.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
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Mr MORRIS — Yes, swiping. He was too busy
with the EFTPOS machine, I think. Everyone has got
$99 — there are just no pin numbers. It is an important
motion this one, and I look forward to it receiving the
support of the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (16:17) —
I am very pleased to be able to follow Mr Morris in
support of Mr Davis’s motion. As he said, it is an
excellent motion. Just to remind members what
Mr Davis’s motion is about, it is very important
because it is about giving us the infrastructure that we
require. I note that it says:
That this house —
(1) congratulates the Liberal-Nationals coalition on its
recent commitment to build both the east–west link and
a north-east link if elected to government;
(2) acknowledges that this commitment, combined with the
Liberal-Nationals coalition’s plan to remove 55 of
Melbourne and Geelong’s most congested and
dangerous intersections, represents a bold plan to get
Victoria moving again; and
(3) condemns the Andrews Labor government for wasting
$1.3 billion of taxpayers money tearing up the east–west
link contract and, in doing so, precipitating Melbourne’s
ongoing congestion crisis.

I do not know in which order to start speaking on this
motion, but can I say the congestion in Melbourne
around the area that I represent is absolutely out of
control. If you think about it, we have had a Labor
government in Victoria for 14 of the past 18 years, and
they have done very little up until recent times. They
spruik a lot about that. I heard Mr Leane with yet again
another extraordinary contribution to the house. It was
more like a rant, actually. He just carries on like a pork
chop, does not say very much and keeps barking on
about various things that the Liberal-Nationals coalition
have done. Let us not forget that it has been a Labor
government in power in this state for 14 of the past
18 years. During that time we have had enormous
population growth and expansion. That is what I am
referring to in terms of the congestion that I am talking
about, because much of that congestion and
development and inner-city living where we cannot
even move is occurring within my area of Southern
Metropolitan Region. The M1, the Monash Freeway,
runs through parts of it and on the edge of it. If you
think about that very busy thoroughfare and what we
need, we need another thoroughfare to assist with
traffic movement in Melbourne but also to assist
Victoria as a whole. That is why this motion is
important, because it really is the plan that we have in
place. A Liberal-Nationals government will have that
and will actually be dealing with this problem.
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We have seen and you all know because members in
this house have heard us talking about the disgraceful
act of the Premier when he ripped up the east–west link
contract. He looked down that camera barrel to Peter
Mitchell on the eve of the 2014 election and he said
there would be no new taxes. Well, that was absolutely
a complete and utter furphy, because we know that
taxes have increased somewhat. And we know that he
said on another occasion that the east–west link was not
worth the paper it was written on. Well, that was an
extraordinary statement at the time, how somebody in
his position of responsibility could make such a
reckless decision. Victorians are paying for that
reckless decision, because it has cost us in excess of
$1.3 billion. That is an enormous amount of money, in
anyone’s terms. To think that that has just been wasted!
I do not understand how the Premier can actually think
that that is a reasonable thing to have done on behalf of
Victorian taxpayers and still try to justify it. When you
say, ‘It’s not worth the paper it’s written on’, and then
go ahead and rip up something that has actually cost us
$1.3 billion, that is an enormous amount of money, as I
said, that could have been spent on services and
resources in very worthy areas.
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We have seen the destruction of youth justice, the entire
youth justice system actually, where rehabilitation —
counselling, education — within those facilities is now
required. It is complete mayhem. There is a complete
breakdown of the system. We are seeing that with the
activities that are occurring inside but also on the
outside. When those young offenders come back out
into the community there are not the proper services in
place to provide the support they need so that they can
contribute to the community. Instead they go on and
commit very serious crimes. I am deviating slightly
here, but my point is there is a huge wait list for
necessary counselling services.
Mr Mulino interjected.
Ms CROZIER — That $1.3 billion, Mr Mulino,
could have been put into necessary counselling.
Mr Mulino — It is a transport motion.
Ms CROZIER — I know it is a transport motion,
but I am talking about the $1.3 billion that was wasted
by your government.
Mr Mulino interjected.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Mr Ondarchie, you are right. The
east–west link would be part way finished. It is a very
necessary piece of infrastructure that this city needs.
We are growing by in excess of 120 000 and up to
140 000 people a year, and most of those people are
coming to metropolitan Melbourne. They are living in
this metropolis, requiring all the services of hospitals,
schools, public transport — all range of things — and
that $1.3 billion could have gone a long way to assist in
meeting those needs.
It also could have assisted in the area that I have
shadow responsibilities for, in child protection. This
government goes on about their record achievements in
child protection, but we do not know actually the full
disclosure of how many child protection cases are
unallocated. The last figures showed that almost
3000 children in this state did not have a case
worker — did not have a case worker. The most
vulnerable of children did not have a case worker.
What is this government saying? They keep speaking
about their recruitment programs in this area and that
area. Well, there is a huge churn because they have not
been able to manage that, and nor have they been able
to manage many other areas in actual fact. Look at the
track record of the minister I shadow in youth justice. In
question time she just displayed again her ineptitude
and gross mismanagement of this very important area.

Ms CROZIER — I said, Acting President, that I
was deviating slightly. My point is that the $1.3 billion
could have been put into very necessary services.
Instead, it was wasted. Mr Mulino may shake his head,
but Victorians remember that enormous amount of
money that has been blown, absolutely blown.
I see the Greens over there. Ms Dunn, hello.
Ms Dunn interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Quite right. You would not agree
with the proposition of having an east–west link, but
our proposition is to have more public transport, more
roads and more rail. We have been on the record time
and time again saying what is needed. You cannot have
one without the other. As I said, this state is growing at
an exceptionally fast pace. We are not keeping up with
the necessary infrastructure, and now the government is
playing catch-up.
The government talks about the east–west link and
what happened under the previous government. Well,
let us just think about what has happened under this
government with sky rail — that proposition that was
never taken to the public. They did not know when the
level crossing removal promise was made that a sky rail
would be in their backyards — huge concrete and steel
structures just inches and metres away from backyards
and private properties. That has been an absolute slight
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on those communities, which have been extremely
concerned about how it will impact on their property
prices, and this government could not give a hoot. They
could not care less. There are terrible situations. People
have certainly come to me, and I know that they have
been to Mr Davis, who has put this motion forward, and
to Ms Fitzherbert, and spoken very deeply about their
concerns about their properties that have been
disregarded and devalued.
That is a shameful thing that the government has
undertaken. They have not taken into consideration at
all the concerns of that community. They did not even
tell them. They did not even have the decency to tell
them what they had planned. Now we have got
kilometres of corridors of massive structures that are
sitting in our sky ways, and the government will
congratulate itself, saying it is getting people from
A to B. We had a plan to get people from A to B along
that Cranbourne-Pakenham line, but it was not putting
these monstrosities in people’s backyards.
I want to commend Matthew Guy, David Hodgett,
Mr Davis and others, who have really thought through
this plan. Of course, we had our $30 billion
announcement, a few weeks ago, which takes into
consideration the West Gate tunnel. There was some
contention around that project at the time, but the
government started digging. We cannot take that back,
we cannot fill in the holes, so we have to incorporate
that into the overall plan that we are talking about here,
and that is part of what needs to be done. With the
north-east link, again look at the government’s plan on
that and their business case. They have not actually
released any business case. They have not done
anything to really get people to understand what they
are talking about here.
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suburbs through the major road thoroughfares will
know how difficult it is with traffic light after traffic
light and the accidents that can occur in peak hour and
how that clogs the whole system. We have seen that
around the inner-city edges and further out. It just clogs
the whole system. So if we can relieve those
intersections, which the plan of Matthew Guy and the
Liberal-Nationals will do, that will be a good thing.
That will be an excellent thing to get commuters but
also very necessary produce moving from A to B.
I know that I have only got a couple of minutes left to
my contribution, but I want to just reiterate the points I
made when I started out by saying that Mr Morris’s
contribution on this motion was indeed excellent.
Mr Davis put it on the notice paper so that we can
debate it, so that we can actually speak to people. What
we are seeking to do here is to explain our position and
to expose the government’s flawed position but also to
remind Victorians of that waste of $1.3 billion. I know
that I am reiterating that point, but I think you have to
say it to believe it. It is an extraordinary figure to have
just squandered. It is like they think it is Monopoly
money or something. I am not quite sure. I just do not
see the rationale. And then to think that they have also
allowed these projects to overrun by billions of dollars.
It is not millions; it is billions.

They talk a lot. It is all smoke and mirrors with this
government. We have seen that time and time again
with many, many projects. They put a press release out,
they get their spin doctors out, they run it all out to the
media and they spruik it, cutting ribbons before projects
are even finished — and we have seen that with the
level crossing removals. They are pretty good at that.
They get their spin doctors out. You would think it was
some political thriller on the television, but they are
living it in real life, and it is extraordinary how many
people can see through this facade of this government
with their spin and their rhetoric.

The level crossing removal project has blown out by
60 per cent — over $3 billion. Again, this is money that
is just thrown down the drain by a government that has
got a very poor track record — let’s face it — on
managing projects. We saw that in the last Labor term,
how hopeless they were. Well, they have not improved
their situation in this term. They have been absolutely
useless and actually quite disgraceful in the way that
they treat the public purse and taxpayers money. They
do not show any regard for it. It astounds me that they
think it is okay for these major projects just to overrun
by billions of dollars. They think it is okay and come up
with some other spin line from their little media team to
say that they are getting on with it. Well, they might
have gotten on with some projects, but they have
caused a huge amount of consternation within the
community — they have — and it is causing people to
understand why their taxes are going up. Never have
we had such revenue coming in, with the high taxes and
other revenue streams, and yet people’s cost of living is
still going up and they cannot move because of the
congestion.

It is incredibly important that we do have the necessary
infrastructure, that we have a mix of road, rail and
public transport needs to get the state moving. That is
why we need to have a plan to get cars moving along
the major freeways as well. Anyone going through the

The government, as I said, has been absolutely hopeless
in managing projects and in being able to understand
that the east–west link is required. It should not be an
ideological argument, as it has been taken. It is
absolutely ridiculous to say that we do not need an
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east–west link. Of course we need another road that is
parallel to CityLink and the M1 freeway because of all
the issues that occur when we have a situation on those
roads. I commend Mr Davis’s motion, and I would urge
all the government members to support us in doing so.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (16:32) — I also rise
today to speak to Mr Davis’s excellent motion outlining
our policy positions and our commitment to the
Victorian people to build both the east–west link and
also the north-east link to create those very important
transport corridors needed by not only all city people
who travel along those byways but also in particular our
rural and regional people in Gippsland who need to be
able to transport their very important agricultural
products either to processing plants on the west side of
Melbourne or into the airport and out into overseas
markets. I will give you a couple of examples of those.
Certainly in my Eastern Victoria Region electorate the
dairy industry is very important. It employs massive
numbers of people, not only in farming communities on
farm but also in processing plants. When I was in the
education space we were working to connect people
and schools more so schoolchildren could get an
understanding of our local industries. We connected
with Murray Goulburn at the time and went to the
Laverton processing plant where they use very
innovative methods — robotics and the like — to
process fresh raw milk. Of course those transports have
to come across town, so right across Gippsland and in
through our congested cityscape and our city highways
and freeways. That is one example of where on a daily
basis we have tankers coming across from Gippsland
into the outer western suburbs of Melbourne.
I also talk frequently with transport people and
horticulturalists in and around Central Gippsland and
the Sale region who ship a lot of their fantastic products
through the airports. I spoke to Gino Tripodi, who is a
very well known person in and around Central
Gippsland and transports the asparagus grown in Koo
Wee Rup, about how very important it is to get that
clean and clear through there and out to our airports and
our overseas markets. Time is money for these people.
They feel like they have been let down. They feel like
there has been a lack of consultation in terms of the
Monash Freeway upgrades and the slow lane there.
They feel that they were not consulted — and I do
believe them — and that there was not that detail
around whether it would be safer with that lane and
what the government thinking was around that. It was
imposed on them, and I know that they are still quite
bitter in relation to that. Time is money in terms of
access through our supply chains.
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With respect to this debate here today it is interesting in
terms of the east–west link, which is certainly part of
that corridor for the transport of produce from regional
and rural Victoria — and we have heard it before so I
will not go into it in great detail — the Andrews Labor
government just ripped up that contract, costing
$1.3 billion. I know there was a cost analysis done at
one stage as to what could have been done — hospitals,
schools, sporting infrastructure, and the list went on and
on — with that $1.3 billion that was ripped up and
washed down the drain. When we look at the east–west
link it is interesting how many third-party endorsements
there are for this great project saying how important this
project is. The Victorian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry endorsed the east–west link and the north-east
link. They made some comments around how
important it is to build both of those to ease congestion
and that they are vital for our long-term economic and
social development. Again, talking about peak times
and congestion and the billions of dollars that were
wasted in terms of time lost and lack of productivity,
there is a figure in the $5 billion range for lost
productivity in that time period.
We are planning not just for now — we did not just
need it today; we needed it yesterday — but for 10, 20
and 30 years from now. This state is growing by
something in the vicinity of 120 000 people per year,
including people migrating from other states and from
overseas. That is a huge amount of people to stuff into
Melbourne, so we also need to look at decentralisation
and the importance of growing not just a city state but a
state of cities. That therefore includes our rural and
regional areas into the west, into Ballarat, certainly up
to Bendigo and Shepparton and into my patch of
Central Gippsland, the Latrobe Valley, Morwell,
Traralgon and the like and down into our fabulous
green growth area of South Gippsland as well. It is very
important that we make the case for people moving to
this state that the regions are a great place to live and
work. It is also important that you can have
connnectivity back into the city, whether it be for
medical appointments or entertainment et cetera, and
that there is potential to live in the regions and
commute into town.
On Monday I took the train down here. Now, I live in
South Gippsland, which does not have a train service,
so I normally catch the bus into the city if I need to or
drive as sometimes I have to, but I took the train to
experience what it is like to travel on the train from
Traralgon. I met up with the Gippsland V/Line Users
Group convener, Natalie Thorne, who was most
instructive — and a very passionate and sensible lady
she is. She lives in Warragul, and she travels in from
Warragul regularly for her work. Now, she provided
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some great insights as to what is needed in terms of our
rural connectivity and the issues around the Gippsland
line. She certainly availed me of information in relation
to the signalling issues that happen on the Gippsland
line and the importance of improving those. She raised
issues around the fact that the V/Line train from
Southern Cross station that goes all the way to
Traralgon and Sale is constantly stuck between Metro
trains, meaning V/Line train users can only go as fast
and as far as Metro trains will allow them.
There needs to be a solution to this problem. She also
availed me of the fact — and this is quite interesting —
that in the early days Labor members were very
interested in having a conversation around this with her,
but in recent times they have been deafening in their
silence, which is quite disappointing. What the Liberals
and The Nationals are more than prepared to do is to
have conversations with people who have insights on
this and to work with them to find solutions. This is a
key issue that we need to solve right across the regions
but no more so than in Gippsland.
Interestingly enough Natalie also talked about carriages
and infrastructure. It is really great to see that the
Liberals and The Nationals will be providing
$633 million worth of new trains and carriages. In my
patch that will go all the way through to the Bairnsdale
line, and it will give those in far East Gippsland really
comfortable places to stay and have a normal proper
service on a great carriage. It also means that when the
tracks are up-to-date these trains will be able to go
reasonably fast and travel at 160 kilometres per hour.
So it is very important that we find a solution to that.
Another interesting thing of note on that train on
Monday was that the disabled toilets were not
operating. I asked the V/Line users group member,
Natalie, about that and she said that that is a regular
occurrence. She also identified the need to find
solutions for having better access for disabled people.
These are the issues that we would like to address when
we get into government, and they are the issues that the
Labor government at present is woefully silent on.
There is another group of people that are most
interested in this besides the Victorian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry that gave it a third-party
endorsement. The RACV has also argued for the
east–west link, as has Infrastructure Victoria.
Infrastructure Victoria is an interesting place because
although they are independent road and rail advisers,
when they put out their 30-year strategy plan in 2016 it
had very little detail around Gippsland, and I found that
quite frustrating. But in this case they have said very
loud and clear that the east–west link that is required to
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make those connections is top of their priority list and
must happen. The other thing that we will look at doing
is dovetailing the north-east link and the east–west link
so that there is synergy around the completion dates. I
know Matthew Guy has outlined some of the time
frames that make sense for people both working and
living in the area.
The other interesting part of this — and I think
Mr Davis is very wise here — is to acknowledge the
plan to remove those really congested areas, the
55 grade separations, around Melbourne and Geelong. I
have identified one crossing in Traralgon that I travel
through every day that could be looked at for grade
separation; it is the Princes Highway-Breed Street
crossing. It is always quite clogged there, so I will be
putting my bid in for one of those when that
opportunity arises.
In summary this is a good and sensible motion. It
outlines what a number of people are saying on a
regular basis: that we need to have through-flow of our
transport system, good connectivity and we need to
have the east–west link for those people who are
moving into the regions and those who are moving into
our state at a huge rate year upon year.
People do use their cars frequently to get in and around
the regions and the traffic needs to be able to flow. Yes,
there needs to be a better public transport system — I
wholeheartedly endorse that — but we also need to be
able to provide an avenue for our rural and regional
products via transport systems to be able to get through
to their markets and overseas exports as required. I
commend Mr Davis and I endorse and support the
motion wholeheartedly.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (16:45) — I am pleased to rise this
afternoon to speak to the motion moved by Mr Davis
which has three key elements to it. The first element is
to acknowledge and congratulate the Liberal-Nationals
coalition on their recent commitment to build both the
east–west link and the north-east link if elected to
government. The second element is to acknowledge
that we have made this commitment and that we are
also committed to removing 55 of Melbourne and
Geelong’s most congested and dangerous intersections.
The third element is to condemn the incumbent
government by noting its decision to tear up the
previous contract for the east–west link. That was a
petulant action by the then incoming government which
cost Victorian taxpayers around $1.3 billion.
The commitments from the coalition are important
commitments that recognise the longstanding need to
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complete Melbourne’s arterial infrastructure. For
decades Melburnians have recognised the need to
connect the Eastern Freeway through to the
Tullamarine Freeway. It was the leadership of the
previous coalition government, the Napthine
government, which put that project on the map, so to
speak, that got that project underway with the creation
of the east–west link project. It developed that project
and saw that project through to contract with a view to
that project, had the Napthine government been
re-elected, today being underway.
We had a bizarre situation in 2014 that because the then
coalition government committed to undertaking the
east–west link and had contracted to undertake the
east–west link, the then Labor opposition said it would
not do the east–west link in an exercise of blatant
partisanship — a desire to have a point of difference.
Only because the incoming government said it would
build the east–west link did we have the Labor
opposition say it would not build the east–west link.
We had the fiction created by the then opposition
leader, Mr Andrews, that to not build the east–west
link, to exit the contracts that had been signed by the
incumbent Liberal-National government, would come
at no cost to Victorian taxpayers.
Of course we saw in November 2014 a change of
government, and rather than back away from the
rhetoric of his previous period in opposition, rather than
make a decision which may not have been in his
political interests but would certainly have been in the
interest of Victorian taxpayers, Mr Andrews refused to
actually complete the project which had been
legitimately entered into by the previous government,
to continue with those contracts and to see that piece of
infrastructure constructed. We had the petulant action
by Mr Andrews in actually ripping up those
contracts — contracts which he had said in opposition,
based on dodgy legal advice, were ‘not worth the paper
they were written on’ but in fact cost Victorian
taxpayers $1.3 billion to break, to exit.
Indeed that was done in an environment where the
government was even threatening the prospect of
legislating to exit those contracts. We had a bizarre
situation where a critical, needed piece of infrastructure
was about to commence construction and the incoming
government decided, in its political interest and not in
the interest of the Victorian taxpayers, to threaten to
void those contracts through Parliament means, which
was put on the table by the government, to ultimately
rip up those contracts and pay penalties under those
contracts, costing Victorian taxpayers $1.3 billion to
actually not commence the construction of that vital
piece of infrastructure, which is one of the most bizarre
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acts of an incoming government, I think, in the state’s
history. To raise the spectre of sovereign risk by
threatening to legislate out of a contract and then to
void that contract at a cost of $1.3 billion and get
nothing for it was a bizarre action of an incoming
government, but it highlights the petulance and
arrogance that was shown by the Premier in particular
as the incoming head of government in 2014.
We now jump forward to 2018. The state has incurred
those costs of $1.3 billion, Victoria has nothing to show
for it and we still have the need for an east–west link.
So I was delighted when earlier this year the coalition
committed to build that east–west link and also
committed to build a north-east link, recognising that
there are two significant links in the puzzle which are
required to complete Melbourne’s arterial network
The east–west link has two options on the table: a
northern route and a southern route, depending on
whether the connection is to the West Gate project or is
to the Tullamarine Freeway. Either of those options will
mean commuters on the Eastern Freeway will be able
to connect through to the CityLink-Tullamarine
Freeway and potentially through to the West Gate,
completing a major and critical link in Melbourne’s
infrastructure, which has been an impediment to
commuter traffic, has been an impediment to business
traffic and has been a major drag on Victoria’s
productivity.
For my electorate, the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, that has also been a major limitation for
constituents in my region — that if they have wanted to
travel to the north of the city or to the west of the city
their only option has been the Monash Freeway and
CityLink. The completion of an east–west link will
provide a vital second link, which will provide an
alternative when obviously the Monash and CityLink
are congested and will provide a vital link for those
businesses and commuters in eastern Melbourne who
currently do not have a convenient east to west link
other than travelling south on EastLink and then using
the Monash and CityLink. So for commuters and
businesses in the east it will be a particularly beneficial
project, and even for those businesses and commuters
in the south-east and indeed through to Gippsland it
will provide a vital duplication to allow east to west
traffic.
Likewise our commitment to the north-east link
recognises that it is not a case of needing one project or
the other. With the growth we are experiencing in
Victoria — with well over 100 000 people settling in
Victoria a year — it is important that we complete that
link as well. Again that will be of particular benefit to
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commuters in the south-east, being able to connect to
northern Victoria without needing to travel through
CityLink, through central Melbourne and out through
the Tullamarine. That will be a vital link for commuters
in eastern Melbourne and in the south-east.
Likewise we see that not only is the arterial network
important but we also need to work on the local road
network, and that goes to our commitment to remove
55 congested intersections on our arterial commuter
road network. South-east Melbourne will be a major
beneficiary of that, with commitments to remove level
intersections at Western Port Highway, at
Thompsons Road and at Hall Road; and to remove a
number of intersections on the Nepean Highway at
Mentone and also at Frankston Road in Frankston.
They will have a major impact on productivity and they
will also have a major impact on safety.
It is only the coalition that has a complete package
looking at our arterial requirements to connect the state
east to west and north to south and also addressing
those congestion issues in suburban Melbourne and in
Geelong. The coalition has a complete package to
deliver on infrastructure, in contrast to those opposite
who ripped up contracts, cost the state $1.3 billion and
had nothing to deliver for it. We have a package that
will complete Melbourne’s arterial road needs, and I
would urge the house to support the motion that was
moved by Mr Davis.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (16:55) — This
is a very simple motion in its structure and in its
importance. If you are in favour as an MP of seeing an
integrated set of projects that actually connect these key
roads — and that is the east–west link and the
north-east link through to the West Gate tunnel project
that is being built at the moment — and if you see that
connecting those is a sensible way forward, you should
vote for this motion. If you believe that leaving those
roads disconnected so that freight and commuters
cannot move in that east–west direction in a sensible
way through an integrated road system, you should vote
against this motion. If you believe that removing those
55 difficult intersections — congested intersections,
some dangerous intersections — in metropolitan
Melbourne and Geelong is an important —
Mr Jennings — Started off so simple.
Mr DAVIS — You are a silly goose, aren’t you,
really? Just be quiet for a moment, won’t you?
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Mr Jennings — You’re spending the Parliament’s
time so wisely.
Mr DAVIS — Like you — your wonderful
contributions. Well done.
Let me just say, if you think that the tearing up of the
contract on the east–west link, costing taxpayers
$1.3 billion, was a smart way forward, like Mr Jennings
obviously did, you should vote against this motion. But
if you think it is a squandering of public money to tear
up a contract for a road that is partially progressed, you
should vote with this motion.
It is critical that the chamber sends a message on these
points today, and it is critical that the chamber looks for
an integrated solution on many of these key road
transport projects. This in no way says we do not need
rail projects, and much of my contribution pointed to
the need for integration between these projects — more
rail projects, more tram projects, more bus projects and
other alternative transport solutions — but that in no
way diminishes the need for a road project to be
brought together in a sensible way. We need those three
main road projects, we need these intersections and we
need to send a message about the squandering of
$1.3 billion of public money on the east–west link.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms (Teller)
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
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 (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms

Motion negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (17:06) — I rise
to make my statement on a report this afternoon with
regard to the budget papers 2018–19. I did want to
make some comments about some of the projects that
are either funded or not funded in this particular budget.
One incredibly important project is the Lake
Wendouree lighting, which is a project that I am very
proud to say the Liberal-Nationals are very supportive
of, and we have indeed committed $1.7 million if we
are elected to ensure that Lake Wendouree is lit after
the next election. We know that this is incredibly
important not just for the health and wellbeing of the
Ballarat community but also as an important safety
measure to ensure those who choose to walk, run or
other around the Steve Moneghetti Track are kept very
safe in doing so.
Another significant project which has been a
completely abysmal mess in Ballarat is indeed the
railway station precinct. This is a project that the
Andrews government has botched from day one and
one that the Ballarat community has vehemently
opposed, despite the Andrews government pushing
ahead headstrong with a project that nobody wants and
nobody supports. One of the incredible omissions by
the Andrews government in the railway station project
is the fact that it is not going to make it easier, indeed it
will make it harder, for people with mobility issues to
access the station. There is a significant issue with
access from platform 1 to platform 2 at the Ballarat
station. The Andrews government, despite saying that
they are spending millions of dollars on this
redevelopment, are not addressing any of the concerns.
Indeed they are going backwards with regard to access
for people with mobility issues at the Ballarat railway
station.
So I certainly call upon Daniel Andrews and Labor to
immediately come up with a plan, indeed a proposal,
that can be put to the community about how it is that
they can ensure disability-compliant access from
platform 1 to platform 2 at the Ballarat station. It is
shameful that the Ballarat station is the only station on
the Ballarat line that is not accessibility compliant. It is
shameful that this government has turned its back on
people with disabilities and their access to public
transport.
Further to the railway station, the train service in
Ballarat has just gone from bad to worse. Now we are
seeing really a Third World train service in Ballarat and
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one that Ballarat should not have to put up with. But it
is of little wonder, I suppose, from this government
who cannot tell the difference between Ballarat and
Bendigo, as we well found out when the Minister for
Small Business put out his brochure confusing the
largest and second-largest inland regional cities in our
state. It is beyond belief that we could have a
government this incompetent. But then again when we
have a Premier for Melbourne, as Daniel Andrews is, it
may come as little surprise to many.
I also wanted to make mention of a project that again
has little to no support in the Ballarat community, and
that is the Mair Street redevelopment, which the
government are choosing to press ahead with against
the will of the community. Not only are they pressing
ahead, they are hiding the exact plans for the Mair
Street redevelopment. They are refusing to release these
plans to the community and to the traders whose
businesses are going to be decimated by the slashing of
hundreds of car parks in the precinct. Not only are they
going to decimate these businesses, they are refusing to
release the plans so that these traders can understand the
impact that this is going to have on their businesses. We
know that this government likes to run and hide, but
refusing to show these plans to the affected traders is
nothing short of disgraceful.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety has
completely botched this proposal. The community are
vehemently against it. Despite the fact that this minister
thinks there are too many vacant car parks in the
Ballarat CBD, he is the only person of this view, and it
is not representative of the Ballarat community’s views
at all.

Victorian Multicultural Commission: report
2016–17
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:11) — I just take the opportunity of again speaking
on the Victorian Multicultural Commission’s (VMC)
annual report 2016–17 and to perhaps express some
serious concerns about the way the restructure is now
functioning following the VMC being drawn back into
the Department of Premier and Cabinet without any of
its statutory authority status being exercised robustly or
as intended.
The most recent example has been the length of time it
is has taken for the government to produce an African
communities action plan. It is an issue that obviously
has attracted a lot of commentary, with some very
serious ramifications for the families whose children
need help, and the nature of that help will vary
according to opinion. Many of those people are victims
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of circumstance, such as the young woman who was
sadly killed at an Airbnb all-girls party the other night,
at the age of 19, when she had her whole future ahead
of her.
The government released its African action plan that
had been much too long in the making. It has had
nearly three years to develop it. It was initiated by the
African community at my encouragement at a
Kensington town hall meeting, following some
disturbances in the CBD, which first of all alerted us
and caused an extensive amount of commentary,
including the publication of video clips of the CBD
riots at the time on WeChat. I remember receiving
many, many calls from members of the Chinese
community asking for explanations as to what was
going on.
I have to give credit to the African community for
coming together, despite perhaps not always being as
united as we would want them to be. They are indeed
now from 55 countries and they are divided by so many
divisions — whether they are from a region, whether it
is political or whether it is religious or tribal. Some of
them find it very difficult to sit around the table
together to discuss common issues and common
problems. I encouraged them to do so and they did so.
They made a presentation to the government at the time
and the minister, who moved at a snail’s pace and failed
really to deliver any on-the-ground results, said the
African communities needed to put ‘some skin in the
game’ and that they had to fundraise for an African
communities action plan. I thought this was
inappropriate, that it needed to be funded and advanced
quickly as there were some emerging and
time-sensitive issues.
Given Labor’s lack of leadership on this issue and the
desire by African leaders to make progress but not
always being able to do that, I called on numerous
occasions in this chamber for the establishment of a
multi-agency task force to help do the job. The
government did not heed that in a timely fashion, and
while the Chief Commissioner of Police had
undertaken some recruitment of African community
leaders to help him deal with the law and order issues,
the government failed to do so.
I have repeatedly called for support and funding for an
African communities action plan to help address the
challenges faced by Victorian African-Australian
communities. In response to that we now have an
$8.6 million commitment for a 10-year strategy. That is
approximately $860 000 a year, and divided by
55 African countries that is an allocation of a mere
$15 636 per country per year.
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For too long the government has been treading water on
this issue. In an election year it now offers election
sweeteners to silence dissent and criticism of a plan
with very few identifiable deliverables. I think the sad
part is that there are victims. There are victims within
the African communities who are honourable and
amazing people. They are aspirational and good
citizens. There are those who perhaps get drawn into
crime, and they deserve more, especially where youth is
concerned, from us in terms of a response. And then
there are those who are victims of crime. Irrespective of
colour, whether they are white or not white, irrespective
of their language or religion, they all deserve our
protection. This government has failed to give it. It has
belatedly funded a communities action plan, but it has
so far delivered nothing on the ground.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: control of invasive
animals on Crown land
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (17:17) — I
rise this afternoon to speak on the inquiry into the
control of invasive animals on Crown land. This report
was undertaken by the Environment, Natural Resources
and Regional Development Committee, a committee
that I am a member of, but I only joined the committee
part way through this inquiry being undertaken.
There are a few issues in this report that I wish to speak
on, but one in particular that I am going to focus on is
that of kangaroos. Kangaroos in Victoria are becoming
a particular problem. The number of kangaroos around
the state and in regional Victoria, particularly in
northern Victoria, is increasing at an alarming rate.
There are a number of reasons for that, but probably the
predominant reason is the drought that is being
experienced in Queensland and New South Wales. As
the feed runs out in those states the kangaroos, and also
the emus, are migrating south in very large numbers
looking for some grass to eat because there is not much
up in New South Wales and Queensland. We certainly
feel for those farmers and communities up in those
drought-ravaged areas.
But one of the consequences of that is that kangaroos
are coming down to Victoria in very, very large
numbers. It is not just in the north. We have seen a
whole range of references on social media and in other
places where people are taking photos of kangaroos. I
certainly see them, and anyone who travels up the
Calder Freeway just south of Bendigo will see them
around Ravenswood, where they are very, very thick. I
was up at my farm at Patchewollock in the Mallee just
10 days ago or so, and the numbers up they were
extremely thick. With the crops for farmers in the north
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coming through and taking some sort of shape now, the
kangaroos are dining out on those crops, so it is
becoming a significant problem.
Also, we are seeing a whole range of situations where
people are having kangaroo accidents. It can be very
dangerous if you hit a kangaroo. They are a big animal
and they can cause a lot of damage to your car. When
kangaroos all of a sudden appear in the middle of a
road, people can instinctively swerve to avoid them and
can run off the road and have an accident. I was very
lucky when I was coming back from the farm on a
Monday morning. Only about 2 kilometres from the
house I was driving along a dirt road and a kangaroo
jumped out in front of me. Fortunately I did not hit it
straight on, but the tail of the kangaroo certainly made a
big whack on the front of the car, and you can see the
dust mark that came out of the tail on the front of the
car. I was very lucky that I was not one of those people
who has suffered damage from hitting a kangaroo. I
know my colleague in the other place Tim McCurdy
has hit one with his car in the last few days, as has his
son, who wrecked his car as a result.
There are lots of kangaroos around, and they are
increasingly becoming a problem, so we need to
continue to make sure that we are doing everything we
can to keep those numbers as low as possible. There are
some things that this side of the chamber intend to do.
We started a pet food trial with kangaroos. The
government, after having its arm twisted behind its
back, announced that it would extend the trial that we
put in place. But we will take that even further. We will
make that pet food trial using kangaroos a permanent
fixture in Victoria.
Some statistics in relation to the number of kangaroos
in Australia show that there were 27 million in 2010
and there were 45 million in 2016, so the number of
kangaroos has almost doubled in six years, and I would
suggest that there has been a significant increase on top
of that as well.
Over the trial period 87 000 kangaroos were processed
into pet food, which is a good use of that protein and
that resource, so I think it is a good idea. The trial also
created a significant number of jobs. Once we make
that trial permanent across 16 local government
authorities throughout Victoria, the number of
processed carcasses will increase, which means there
will be more of this resource being used for pet food
and also there will be a lot more jobs as a result. It will
also have an impact on lowering kangaroo numbers,
which will be very fortunate for farmers who are trying
to grow a crop or for someone who is driving in a car
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and does not want to hit a kangaroo, which is
something that happens quite often.

Law Reform, Road and Community Safety
Committee: drug law reform
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:22) — This
afternoon I would like to make a couple of comments in
regard to the Law Reform, Road and Community
Safety Committee’s report Inquiry into Drug Law
Reform, tabled in March 2018. This is a very weighty
report, and I know that the members who were
involved in this undertook information gathering across
the state, around the country and overseas in order to
collate this very fulsome report. I am wading my way
through one particular area that I would like to speak
about this afternoon.
According to the Coroners Court’s submission to the
inquiry, in 2009 there were 379 Victorians who died
from a drug overdose. If we look at the latest figures
available, in 2016 there were 477 persons who died
from a drug overdose in that year. What we see most
unfortunately is that we are not winning the war against
drug overdoses and that it is actually getting worse. I do
not say that with any glee at all. In fact it is with a very
heavy heart that I say that. Indeed my patch in the
Latrobe Valley and greater Gippsland has one of the
highest rates of drug overdoses in regional Victoria. If I
look at a couple of other statistics for the record, the
Moe-Newborough-Traralgon-Morwell area in 2016
exhibited the highest increase in rates of illegal drug use
and possession at 1400 cases per 100 000 population. It
now trails behind the Gisborne-Macedon area with the
second-highest rate across the state in that period. I am
highlighting those statistics because they really show
the need for adequate and improved services in that
area.
The other key thing that is linked with this is of course
drug-related crime in our area. Again it is very serious
in that last year we had 317 drug-related offences,
which was an increase compared with the previous
year, with only 280 drug-related offences. So there is
certainly a link between crime and the need for people
to feed their habit, meaning that people steal on a
regular basis. Unfortunately a lovely family I know has
been hit very hard by this. Whilst part of that family is
supporting their young people to move into a unit in the
Latrobe Valley area, setting them up and buying them
furniture, unfortunately the young man has slipped back
into his habit, and when my acquaintance opened the
garage door they saw that there were stolen goods
inside the garage. That person went to the police and
said, ‘What can we do about this?’. The police said,
‘We can’t do anything unless someone comes and
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highlights the fact that the goods are there, rather than
you as an outsider, or we can find the perpetrator’, who
had absconded.
It is a very serious situation, and there is a need for
increased services. The Latrobe Community Health
Service certainly provides services around drug and
alcohol, including day programs, counselling and
withdrawal programs, but we need to have more. I
noticed that the government in their budget allocated
$9.7 million to acquire land and/or property in — and it
listed them — the Gippsland, Barwon and Hume areas.
Minister Foley came out the other day and announced
recurrent funding for the Hope centre in Bairnsdale,
East Gippsland. I think there is real confusion around
whether Minister Foley has taken money that was
allocated in the budget for property — for land
acquisition — and put it into recurrent funding.
I am in total awe of the Gippsland community and the
wonderful people who have donated their own private
funds, and there is also the support through council for
the Hope centre, but I think it still highlights the dire
need, certainly in Central Gippsland, for greater support
from government to support these people to get through
their addiction, to be supported away from crime and to
heal and get back into their communities in a positive
way.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (17:27) —
Today I am talking to the state budget and the
challenges for our population growth and the transport
of our citizens. In particular I want to draw attention to
the huge impact on our growth areas, particularly on the
south-east and the areas beyond Frankston as well, and
note that the coalition has recently made very
significant policy commitments that will in part address
some of the transport needs in those areas. They will
have game-changing impacts on the areas, particularly
the announcement with respect to the Cranbourne to
Clyde rail extension.
We have indicated that we will electrify and build a
double line from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East and to
Clyde at a cost of $487 million if elected. We will do
that in our first term of government. That is a very
important transport project. Obviously Cranbourne
East, Clyde, Casey in general and further into Cardinia
are areas of massive population growth. The rail
extension will be significant in terms of the level
crossings and also significant in terms of those new
stations. The Cranbourne–Clyde rail extension will
have a significant role in reducing congestion and
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improving access to education and indeed recreation
precincts.
We have also made a commitment, which I have
reiterated to Casey council and will do so shortly in
detail to Cardinia, around the extension of bus services
that will hub from those stations. We will work with the
councils to get a very good outcome for them.
Ann-Marie Hermans, our candidate for Cranbourne,
and Brian Paynter, the member for Bass in the
Assembly, have been extremely active in their
advocacy for this rail extension. We recognise that this
will have to work in unison with a duplication of the
line between Dandenong and Cranbourne. The huge
population growth and the need to have that duplication
to support the movements that will be part of the rail
corridor that will be part of the Metro Tunnel project
does mean that that duplication will need to occur, and
we have got a sharp focus on an outcome for that
duplication.
I make the point very clearly here — this is outlined in
our press statements on this and our statements to the
community — that it will be a key focus, but equally
we will also be looking to a future extension to Koo
Wee Rup. This is important for all of Gippsland. It is
important for the growth areas out into Cardinia and
beyond. That rail corridor is an important one. It is one
that was closed decades ago. The Labor Party promised
to reopen it in 1999 — there was a commitment to an
extension from Cranbourne in the 1999 Labor election
promises. It was not until 2008 that they ditched that
promise. In 2008–09 John Brumby quietly ditched the
promise to extend the line beyond Cranbourne. That
was unfortunate, given the huge growth in the area and
the need to put better public transport into those
important corridors. As I say, Brian Paynter and
Ann-Marie Hermans are very strong advocates for
these steps, and we will certainly be focusing on it.
There has been a long period — 14 of the 18 years
since 1999 — that has seen the Labor Party in power
and failing to produce the infrastructure that has been
required. They themselves identified in 1999 that this
extension from Cranbourne was needed, and they did
nothing for 14 of 18 years.
I make the point too that we have in recent days
committed to the extension of the line from Frankston
to Baxter. Our candidate down there, Michael Lamb, is
very active in that process. Neale Burgess, as is the
member for Hastings in the Assembly, and I pay tribute
to the consultation work that Michael Lamb has done
on this Baxter extension. I also pay tribute to the work
the City of Frankston and the Committee for Greater
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Frankston have put forward on this important
electrification and dual line, with new stations at
Frankston East and Langwarrin and an upgraded station
at Baxter. These are important projects that will bring
key pieces of infrastructure — like the hospital, like the
university — closer to services. There will be a level
crossing removal at Moorooduc Highway, which is
important. I make the point that with the growth in
these corridors, the location of Baxter is a perfect
location for a hub onto the rest of the peninsula and a
perfect location just next to the urban growth
boundary — a very sensible terminus for a dual line
electrified from Baxter to Frankston.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Davis.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Assembly’s amendments
Returned from Assembly with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered next day.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE)
BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms TIERNEY
(Minister for Corrections); by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (17:35) —
Pursuant to standing order 14.34, I declare this to be an
urgent bill and move:
That the bill be treated as an urgent bill.

Motion agreed to.
Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) 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 Corrections
Amendment (Parole) Bill 2018 (Bill).
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In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is incompatible with human rights in the Charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill substitutes, and also inserts new, provisions in the
Corrections Act 1986 (Act) dealing with the powers of the
Adult Parole Board (Board). Specifically, the Bill provides
that the Board:
must not (except in limited circumstances) make a
parole order in relation to certain persons who have been
convicted of murder and sentenced to a term of
imprisonment with a non-parole period, where the
person murdered was a police officer and the Board is
satisfied that at the time of the conduct the prisoner had
a certain state of knowledge about the victim’s status as
a police officer or the likely effect of the prisoner’s
conduct; and
must not make a parole order in relation to the prisoner
Craig Minogue except in certain limited circumstances.
Human rights issues
In 2016, the Parliament passed the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016
(JLA Bill), which introduced s 74AAA to the Act. The
purpose of that provision is to ensure that prisoners who have
been convicted and sentenced to imprisonment for murdering
a police officer with a non-parole period are not granted
parole. This year, the High Court in its decision in
Minogue v. Victoria [2018] HCA 27 held that as a matter of
construction this provision did not apply to Craig Minogue,
who was sentenced in 1988 for the Russell Street bombing
which killed Victoria Police Constable Angela Taylor. The
Court held that s 74AAA only applies to a prisoner convicted
of murder who was sentenced on the basis that they knew
that, or were reckless as to whether, the victim was a police
officer. The Court further held that the only materials that
could be relied upon to determine whether a prisoner fell
within one of those classes were the reasons of the sentencing
judge and the reasons of an appellate court if, and only if, that
appellate court had re-sentenced the offender.
This Bill will address the issues raised by this decision, and
make it clear that the provisions are intended to apply both to
Craig Minogue specifically and to persons generally who
meet the relevant criteria and who the Board decides had
sufficient knowledge that the person they killed was, or was
likely to be, a police officer.
Clause 4 of the Bill substitutes s 74AAA. New s 74AAA(5)
provides that after considering any parole application by a
prisoner where the provision applies the Board must not make
a parole order unless it is satisfied (based on a report from the
Secretary to the Department) that the prisoner is in imminent
danger of dying or is seriously incapacitated, and as a result,
no longer has the physical ability to do harm to any person
and has demonstrated that they do not pose a risk to the
community. The Board must also be satisfied before making a
parole order that the making of the order is justified.
New s 74AAA(1) only applies in respect of a prisoner who
has been convicted of murder and sentenced to a term of
imprisonment with a non-parole period, where the victim of
the offence was a police officer (who at the time of the
murder was performing any duty as a police officer or where
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the murder was connected to their role as a police officer),
and, where the Board is satisfied that at the time of their
conduct, the prisoner either intended to kill or cause really
serious injury to a police officer, knew that the person killed
was a police officer, or knew that it was probable that a police
officer would be killed or really seriously injured. The new
section further provides that in reaching this state of
satisfaction, the Board must have regard to the record of the
court, which is defined to include specific materials.
Clause 5 inserts new s 74AB into the Act, which provides that
the Board must not make a parole order in respect of Craig
Minogue unless it is satisfied, based on a report of the
Secretary of the Department, of certain factors, which are the
same as those discussed above in respect of new s 74AAA(5).
Both sections include an override for the purposes of s 31 of
the Charter, providing that the Charter has no application in
relation to those sections. The sections further expressly
provide that s 31(7) of the Charter, which limits the operation
of any override provision to a 5 year period, also does not
apply to their operation.
These clauses collectively are relevant to, and in some cases
limit, the following human rights in the Charter:
the right to equality before the law (s 8(3));
the right to liberty (s 21);
the protections against cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment (s 10(b)) and the right to humane treatment
when deprived of liberty (s 22);
the protection of children, generally (s 17(2)), and the
protection of children in the criminal process (s 23);
the right to fair hearing (s 24); and
the prohibition on retrospective criminal laws (s 27).
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the
Bill
The right to equality before the law (s 8(3))
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal
before the law. There is some uncertainty whether this right is
intended to operate as a prohibition on unequal treatment by
reference to discrimination based on a protected attribute, as
defined in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, or has a broader
application beyond protected attributes.
In relation to the parole reforms in clauses 4 and 5, it could be
said that removing the possibility of parole for certain
offenders (both Craig Minogue and those convicted and
sentenced for murder where the victim was a police officer)
treats these offenders differently from other offenders having
committed the same offences (but against different,
non-police victims). Affording equal protection of the law
means properly allowing those who have committed the same
offences to have equal access to the parole regime.
In my view, the concept of equal treatment has been
interpreted in Victoria as being directly tied to discrimination
by reference to the protected attributes in the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010. ‘Equality before the law’ refers to the
enforcement and administration of laws, rather than their
content or enactment, and requires that all court or
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administrative decisions not be applied in an arbitrary or
discriminatory manner. The second limb of s 8(3) of the
Charter is concerned with the content and substance of a law,
and requires that a law provide equal and effective protection
without discrimination. This comprises two elements:
preventing discriminatory laws from being enacted, and
ensuring that laws treat people in the same way except where
there is reasonable justification for not doing so.
These reforms treat certain convicted offenders differently
based on their conduct and the circumstances of their
offending. This is an accepted form of differential treatment,
which already occurs in many other aspects of the sentencing
and parole system. The nature of these systems involves
differentiating categories (and circumstances) of offending
based on their nature and seriousness, and attaching different
legal consequences and administrative procedures to different
categories. As this differential treatment does not engage a
protected attribute, I do not consider that the right to equality
is limited by these reforms.
The right to liberty (s 21)
Section 21(1) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to liberty. Section 21(2) provides that a person must
not be subject to arbitrary detention. Section 21(3) provides
that a person must not be deprived of his or her liberty except
on the grounds and in accordance with procedures established
by law.
The severe curtailment of certain offenders’ ability to be
granted parole may appear to constitute a deprivation of
liberty, as an offender will, in most circumstances, no longer
be eligible for early release (or any release if serving a life
sentence).
However, the constraints on the granting of parole in
clauses 4 and 5 do not themselves deprive any persons of
their liberty. That deprivation will have already occurred by
way of the relevant offenders’ sentences of imprisonment.
The right to liberty is reasonably and justifiably limited where
the person is deprived of their liberty under sentence of
imprisonment after conviction for a criminal offence by an
independent court after a fair hearing. The provisions of this
Bill do not purport in any way to alter the original sentence of
the court, in that they do not affect the head sentences of
imprisonment imposed by the court or increase the limitation
caused by the court’s sentence. The reforms only alter the
conditions on which the Board may order release on parole
during the currency of the sentence, and after the expiration of
a non-parole period. This does not change the fact that the
prisoner has been deprived of liberty and lawfully detained
for the duration of the head sentence. As such, the constraints
on the granting of parole cannot properly be construed as
depriving a person of their liberty.
I note that the setting of a non-parole period does not create a
right or an entitlement in a prisoner to release on parole, nor
to the continuation of a particular legislative scheme for
release on parole for the duration of a prisoner’s sentence.
The High Court held in Crump v New South Wales
(2012) 247 CLR 1 that the power of the executive
government to order a prisoner’s release on parole may be
broadened or constrained or even abolished entirely by the
legislature of the state, to reflect changeable policies and
practices.
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Accordingly, I am of the view that the human rights in s 21
are not limited by these reforms, which ultimately permit
deprivation of liberty on grounds, and in accordance with
procedures, established by law.
Children’s rights (ss 17(2) and 23)
Section 17(2) provides that every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best
interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a
child. Section 23(3) provides that a child who has been
convicted of an offence must be treated in a way that is
appropriate for his or her age.
In my view, the parole reforms in clause 4 will have a limited
effect on child offenders. The parole reforms do not apply to
the Youth Parole Board, which hears parole applications
involving children under the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005.
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the sentence unaffected as a judicial assessment of the gravity
of the offence which the offender committed.
Accordingly, following the High Court’s reasoning in
Crump v NSW, I am of the view that the right to a fair hearing
is not limited, as the court’s determination of the criminal
charge and subsequent sentence remains unaffected by these
parole reforms. This analysis also applies to new s 74AB.
Secondly, in my view the making of a parole decision in
respect of the prisoner in question does not engage the right
because such a prisoner is neither charged with a criminal
offence, nor involved in a civil proceeding within the
meaning of s 24(1) of the Charter for the purpose of that
decision. A prisoner applying for parole does not have any
entitlement to be heard in respect of their application, and
neither the Charter nor the rules of natural justice apply to that
decision.
Protection against retrospective criminal laws (s 27)

Further, there are many protections built into the sentencing
system to ensure sentences for children or young offenders
take into account their age and prospect for rehabilitation, and
allow for alternative sentences such as a youth justice centre
order or a youth residential centre order.
I note that in relation to existing offenders currently serving a
sentence, these reforms will not capture any existing offender
who was sentenced as a child.
Right to a fair hearing (s 24)
Section 24 relevantly provides that every person charged with
a criminal offence has the right to have the charge decided by
a competent, independent and impartial court.
The reforms to parole in clauses 4 and 5 may be viewed as
relevant to the right to a fair hearing in their impact on either
the judicial sentencing decision, or the executive parole
decision. First, it may be argued that the practical effect of
these reforms is equivalent to replacing a court sentence that
includes a non-parole period with an effective sentence that
does not include a parole period.
However, I am of the view that the right to a fair hearing is
not limited by these reforms. The Chief Justice of the High
Court in Crump v NSW found that there is a clear distinction
between the judicial function exercised by a judge in fixing a
minimum term, and the administrative function exercised by
a parole authority in determining whether a person eligible for
release on parole, by reason of the judge’s sentencing order,
should be released. In fixing a minimum term before a
prisoner can be considered for release on parole, the
sentencing judge determines that all the circumstances of the
offence require that the offender serve no less than that term,
without the opportunity for parole. The purpose of parole
generally is to provide for mitigation of the punishment of the
prisoner in favour of rehabilitation through conditional
freedom, when appropriate, once the prisoner has served the
minimum time.
Once an offender is sentenced, the administration of that
sentence passes to the executive government. The executive
decision to release or not to release a prisoner on parole may
reflect policies and practices which change from time to time.
Although the fixing of a non-parole period may in some
circumstances permit an executive body to reduce the period
of time which the applicant would spend in prison, it leaves

Section 27(2) provides that a penalty must not be imposed on
any person for a criminal offence that is greater than the
penalty that applied to the offence when it was committed.
The new sections inserted by clauses 4 and 5 apply
retrospectively to existing offenders and charged persons.
Further, new s 127A provides that those provisions apply
regardless of whether prior to the commencement of the
amendments to ss 74AAA and 74AB a prisoner to whom
s 74AAA applies or Craig Minogue, had already become
eligible for parole, taken any steps to ask the Board to grant
them parole, or the Board had begun any consideration of
whether the prisoner should be granted parole.
Therefore, the right under s 27(2) may appear to be engaged.
However, in my view, the right in s 27(2) is not limited by
these reforms, as the denial of parole in accordance with the
new conditions is not properly characterised as punishment.
Parole is administered by the Board under the Act. As already
stated, although a sentencing court fixes the non-parole
period, the fixing of such a sentence exhausts the relevant
court’s judicial function, and the punitive component of the
sentence. Parole then becomes a matter of executive
discretion, within the confines of a legislative scheme, such as
the Corrections Act 1986, and is focused rather on
rehabilitation considerations. As previously mentioned, the
High Court has held that it is open to the legislature to alter
the circumstances in which particular persons may be
released on parole, even during the currency of their prison
term.
I note that issues of unfairness may appear to arise in relation
to the retrospective effect of these reforms; however, I will
address this within the context of the protection from cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment, and the right to humane
treatment, discussed below.
Human rights that are limited by the Bill
Cruel, inhuman, degrading treatment (s 10(b)) and
inhumane treatment (s 22(1))
Section 10(b) provides that a person must not be treated or
punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way. Similarly,
s 22(1) provides that all persons deprived of liberty must be
treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent
dignity of the human person.
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The effect of the reforms to parole in clauses 4 and 5 is that
certain prisoners (who are serving life sentences), including
the named prisoner Craig Minogue, may remain effectively
ineligible for parole until they are either close to death or
permanently incapacitated. This may be considered to
constitute cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, or
inhumane treatment when deprived of liberty, as the reforms
will have the effect of removing the prospect of release of
certain offenders and diminishing their possibility of
rehabilitation. While the Victorian statute book already
provides for the possibility of life in prison with no prospect
of parole, I accept that introducing restrictive constraints on
the granting of parole to certain prisoners may induce a sense
of hopelessness in an offender so as to limit the rights in
ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the Charter. I note that the plurality of
the High Court in Minogue v Victoria observed that there was
‘clear support in European and international law for the
principle that all prisoners, including those serving life
sentences, be offered the possibility of rehabilitation and the
prospect of release if that rehabilitation is possible’.
Sections 10(b) and 22(1) rights have been interpreted as being
collectively limited in circumstances where an offender
serving a life sentence is given no real prospect of release,
which may be contrary to human dignity and amount to
inhuman and degrading treatment. Constraining parole for
offenders not serving a life sentence, while not resulting in an
‘irreducible’ life sentence, may similarly be considered
‘inhuman’ through the hopelessness that serving a full
sentence may engender for that offender.
In light of the High Court decision in Minogue v Victoria, I
consider that clauses 4 and 5 of the Bill limit the rights in
ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the Charter.
Limitation to section 10(b) and 22(1) by clauses 4 and 5
The objectives for the amendments to the Act in clauses 4 and
5 of the Bill remain the same as they were in the JLA Bill.
Both the general provision in substituted s 74AAA and the
specific provision in s 74AB are intended to strengthen parole
laws in relation to a particular class of offending, in order to
further enhance community safety and protection.
Despite the finding by the High Court in Minogue v Victoria,
this Government remains determined to avoid the risk posed
to society by the release from prison of Craig Minogue and
other prisoners convicted of the murder of police officers. The
murder of a police officer, someone who serves and protects
the community and risks their life to do so, is the most serious
example of the most serious crime. These amendments reflect
the seriousness of such a crime and serve the important
purpose protecting society. There is no less restrictive means
of achieving this objective.
As I noted in the previous statement of compatibility, the
extent of the limitation on the relevant Charter rights is
confined, as the reform will only currently affect the parole
applications of three prisoners currently serving life sentences
with non-parole periods for the murders of police officers.
The reform will also apply to deter any future relevant
offending, as prospective offenders will be fully aware of the
consequences that flow from such actions.
As I stated in the previous statement of compatibility, I accept
that the nature of the limitation is severe for the prisoners
affected, because in certain cases (where the individual is
serving a life sentence) it will prevent that offender from
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being released on parole except in very limited circumstances,
and those circumstances are not conducive to leading any
useful life post-release. I also accept that the limitation is
aggravated by the retrospective effect of the provisions,
because offenders, including Craig Minogue, would have had
an expectation, up until the time the JLA Bill was announced,
that they may have had some possibility for release in the
future and the capacity to live a useful life post-release.
For these reasons, I conclude that the limitation to the rights
ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the Charter are unable to be justified in
accordance with section 7(2) of the Charter. Accordingly, I
conclude that clauses 4 and 5 are incompatible with human
rights.
For this reason, new ss 74AAA and 74AB contain the
override declarations I have referred to above expressly
providing that the Charter does not apply to each provision.
Each provision also contains a sub-section providing that the
override provisions do not need to be re-enacted every five
years. In this exceptional case, the Charter is being overridden
and its application excluded to ensure that the sentences
imposed by the Supreme Court for the exceptional and
egregious crimes they apply to are fully (or almost fully)
served, and to protect the community from the ongoing risk of
serious harm presented by Craig Minogue. Consequently, the
Charter will have no application to both of these sections in
perpetuity. I also propose to make a statement explaining the
exceptional circumstances of the sort of offending to which
the provisions apply, and which justifies the inclusion of
those override declarations.
Finally, and for completeness, I note that the effect of the Bill
will be to deprive Craig Minogue of the benefit of the
judgement he received in the High Court. However, I do not
consider that this alters the analysis of any of the rights in
question discussed above. While this might be seen as a
particular case of quashing a prisoner’s expectation that he
may have some possibility of release, the High Court’s
judgement did not affect the legislature’s power to alter the
circumstances in which parole may be granted, including in
the case of Craig Minogue.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections

Second reading
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (17:36) —
I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

The main purpose of the bill is to enhance community
safety by clarifying the application of the strict parole
laws for prisoners convicted of murdering a police
officer, including the prisoner Dr Craig Minogue. This
is to reaffirm the government’s commitment to ensure
that police murderers serve their full sentence in prison,
and to provide closure to victims’ families. The murder
of a police officer, someone who serves and protects
our community and risks their life to do so, is the most
serious example of the most serious crime. Our laws
need to reflect those values.
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The bill will substitute section 74AAA of the
Corrections Act 1986, which was introduced by this
government in 2016 under the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters) Act
2016. It further strengthens Victoria’s parole system,
which is the toughest in Australia. Section 74AAA
currently provides that a prisoner convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment with a non-parole period for
murdering a police officer cannot be paroled, unless the
prisoner is close to death and no longer has the physical
capacity to do any harm to any person. The board must
also be satisfied that the prisoner has demonstrated that
he or she does not pose a risk to the community, and,
because of those circumstances, the making of a parole
order is justified.
The section was intended to apply to Dr Minogue, as
well as any other future or current prisoners who have
committed this shocking crime. However, a recent High
Court challenge brought by Dr Minogue found
that 74AAA does not apply to Dr Minogue because he
was not sentenced on the basis that he knew that or was
reckless as to whether the deceased victim was a police
officer at the time of murder. The High Court found
that only the sentencing remarks made by the
sentencing judge can be relied on to make this
assessment. This restriction is a technicality that does
not reflect the intent of section 74AAA. The
government will ensure that Dr Minogue and other
prisoners who murder police officers are not released
on parole. The bill will make a number of important
clarifications to section 74AAA.
I turn now to the specific elements of these provisions.
The bill clarifies the board’s decision-making role in
determining a prisoner’s state of mind at the time of the
murder. The board will decide whether the prisoner
knew, or was reckless as to whether, the deceased
victim was a police officer. To avoid any further future
uncertainty, the bill also clarifies what ‘reckless’ means.
Under the bill, when assessing if the prisoner was
reckless as to whether the victim was a police officer,
the board needs to be satisfied that the prisoner knew
that it was probable that a police officer would be killed
or really seriously injured as a result of his or her
conduct. This is a standard of recklessness that is
commonly applied to the offence of murder.
The bill enables the board to consider a broader range
of materials when determining the prisoner’s state of
mind. The bill requires the board to consider various
court records when determining the state of mind of the
prisoner. This includes evidence led in the trial, the
judgement of the court, sentencing remarks, any
reasons in connection with the court fixing a non-parole
period and any judgement on appeal.
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The materials that can be considered for this purpose
are restricted to the record of the court as an important
safeguard. For example, information included in a
prisoner’s treatment report, conversations between
prison staff and the prisoner or other information
received outside of the criminal process cannot be
considered. This is because information received
outside of the criminal process may be less reliable as it
is not tested in the same rigorous manner that a court
tests evidence.
To provide complete certainty and to ensure that
Dr Minogue is denied parole, the bill expressly sets out
the conditions for granting parole to Dr Minogue in
new section 74AB. This confirms that Dr Minogue
must be at death’s door before parole will be granted.
This aspect of the bill is modelled on section 74AA of
the Corrections Act, which specifies the prisoner Julian
Knight as the named individual by reference to his
offences and sentencing. As section 74AA was upheld
by the High Court, it provides legal certainty to the
provision.
Other aspects of the current strict parole laws are not
changed by the bill. The laws will still apply to the
murder of a police officer regardless of whether the
police officer is on duty at the time or whether the
murder is connected to the police officer’s status or role
as such. In addition, the board’s absolute priority
remains the safety and protection of the community in
these, as in all other, parole decisions.
In the bill new sections 74AAA and 74AB also include
subsections which provide that the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 does not apply to
either provision and that those override declarations do
not need to be re-enacted every five years, as is
ordinarily required under section 31(7) of the charter.
The government accepts that these provisions are
incompatible with the charter. Therefore in this
exceptional case the charter is being overridden and its
application is entirely excluded from the operation of
these new provisions to ensure that the sentences
imposed on persons who murder police officers, and
Dr Minogue specifically, are fully served. To provide
legal certainty and to avoid a court giving the bill an
interpretation based on charter rights which do not
achieve the government’s intention, new
sections 74AAA and 74AB provide that the charter
does not apply to each new section respectively. These
provisions are intended to serve as the override
declaration envisaged by section 31(1) of the charter,
but go further to make clear that the charter does not
apply to these new sections at all and that the override
and non-application of the charter do not expire after
five years under section 31(7) of the charter.
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With this bill Victorians can be reassured and have
complete certainty that Dr Minogue, and any other
person who committed the same abhorrent crime, is
locked behind bars and will fully serve their prison
sentence.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’DONOHUE
(Eastern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Country Fire Authority Shepparton station
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:46) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Emergency
Services. Last week the Liberal Party committed that an
elected Liberal government would build the new
Shepparton fire station at the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) preferred site of Karibok Park in Archer Street,
Shepparton. The action that I seek from the minister is
that he provide certainty for Shepparton firefighters and
also commit to building the new station at Karibok
Park.
The Shepparton fire station is located in Maude Street
in the heart of the Shepparton CBD. For over 30 years
Shepparton firefighters have spoken of the unsuitable
location of the current station and the need for
relocation. The need for relocation has gained more
urgency with the ongoing growth of the Shepparton
CBD. The station no longer meets the standards for a
fire station, and leaving the station in a hurry and
returning to the station is hampered by pedestrians
using the footpath, CBD traffic and buses.
Greater Shepparton City Council plans to redevelop
Maude Street to include a bus interchange and
centre-of-the-road parking, which would cause further
problems for the fire brigade. Funding for a new
Shepparton fire station has already been allocated and
the CFA has done extensive work to identify their
preferred site, but the minister has done nothing to
assist in securing the site. The CFA’s preferred site is a
parcel of Crown land known as Karibok Park in Archer
Street, Shepparton. The site was a former oval attached
to the youth club but is now just an unused paddock
where the local council slashes the grass. Despite my
numerous calls for the minister to assist in securing
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Karibok Park as the site of the new station, the minister
has failed the Shepparton community by refusing to act.
Last week I was joined by the shadow Minister for
Emergency Services, Brad Battin, and the Liberal
candidate for Shepparton, Cheryl Hammer, at Karibok
Park. The shadow emergency services minister called
on the current government to name a site for the new
station and also announced that if the current
government continued to delay the building of the
station by failing to secure a site, then following the
election a Matthew Guy-led Liberal government would
ensure the new Shepparton fire station would be built at
Karibok Park. The coalition will build a fire station that
improves safety in Greater Shepparton and provides the
facilities Shepparton firefighters deserve. It is time the
minister followed the coalition’s lead and got on with
the job of building a new station.
Now that the Liberal Party has committed to building
the new station at the CFA’s preferred site at Karibok
Park, the action I seek from the minister is that he
provides certainty for Shepparton firefighters and also
commits to building a new station at Karibok Park.

Peninsula Film Festival
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (17:49) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for Minister Eren, the
Minister for Sport and Minister for Tourism and Major
Events in the other place. It relates to the Peninsula
Film Festival. The Peninsula Film Festival (PFF) is one
of the best attended events on the peninsula, and it is
one of the most important short film festivals in
Australia and has been for some time. It is an iconic
event on the Victorian arts calendar. It occurs in
February each year, and it has now been running for
eight years. It is a very important event which has had
some very high profile judges in recent years, including
Peter Helliar, Pia Miranda, Mick Molloy, Sigrid
Thornton, Lachy Hulme, Shane Jacobson and others.
Indeed it is fair to say that at this year’s event Mick
Molloy gave a very colourful and some might say
unkind description of me in introducing me, albeit in
good humour. I will not put it on the Hansard record,
but I will just say that I think it was quite amusing for
the large crowd that was assembled.
This is a very important event, and it provides a
platform for young and emerging filmmakers to show
their wares. It also is a great event for locals, who can
bring a rug and sit under the stars. A large number of
local food makers and winemakers of course also
attend — it is a really fantastic event. The film festival
includes cash prizes, but also it provides support for
filmmakers with awards, which include mentorships
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with industry bodies and so forth. This is a fantastic
event. The PFF also reaches a wider audience through
pop-up cinemas, which occur year-round in other parts
of the state.
In recognition of the important work that the Peninsula
Film Festival does, I call on the minister to provide
some financial support for this event. I should say that
this kind of event obviously relies very extensively on
volunteer support. With these kinds of events, no matter
how much support they get from sponsors or from
government, it is important to acknowledge the work
that the many, many volunteers do behind the scenes to
support them, but they do require support from
government and from sponsors in order to keep going
year in, year out. So I call on the minister to provide
some financial support to this event so that it may
continue going further.
The PRESIDENT — Having called on him three
times to do that, I am sure he will take notice.

Tyler Street–Plenty Road, Preston, tram stop
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(17:52) — My adjournment debate matter tonight is for
the Minister for Public Transport in the other place, and
it concerns the tram stop that was once existing on the
corner of Tyler Street and Plenty Road in Preston. That
Preston tram stop was closed in 2016 allegedly due to
safety issues, but it is crippling local businesses.
Residents are calling for a new tram stop to be built as
the removal created a 700-metre gap in the service,
isolating the local businesses in that area. A local
businessman said that the community was disappointed
in the lack of consultation and that his business was
hurting due to the lack of foot traffic. He went on to say
that many either could not walk up the hill to the stores
or found it too difficult and skipped the area altogether.
Minister, businesses are hurting under your
government. The member for Preston in the Assembly,
having been approached, is not doing anything for these
small businesses, and they are hurting from crushing
electricity prices because of the ideological policies of
the Andrews Labor government. Minister, the action I
seek is for you to investigate the intersection, to reopen
the tram stop to give the local businesses the best
opportunity to succeed and to investigate changes to
make the tram stop safe for local residents.

MetroHub
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:53) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Industry and Employment in the other place, Ben
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Carroll. It concerns a hub which he recently launched,
and I want to congratulate him on this, the MetroHub,
which is a partnership of players that are involved in
building the Metro Tunnel. The partnership includes the
Cross Yarra Partnership, Holmesglen Institute and also
other great organisations like Whitelion, CareerSeekers
and the Asylum Seeker Resource Centre. There will be
the opportunity for about 7000 jobs to be created by this
one particular project, which will encompass about 800
to 1000 apprentices and trainees. This hub will assist
people in how they go about acquiring those positions
and in particular the skills that they will need to be able
to operate on this project.
The action I seek from the minister is whether this
particular hub can also do some outreach in some of the
communities, particularly around Kensington with the
South Sudanese community. There is a major portal at
the North Melbourne end and also at the Kensington
end, where it is a major part of the project. Perhaps this
hub can do some outreach services with the community
and engage the community and let the community —
the South Sudanese community in that area — know
that these opportunities are available.
Unfortunately due to recent racist comments by certain
members of Parliament and also certain media outlets,
in this community young people — that are good
people, not bad people that have committed any
crimes — are finding it hard to find their way through
anything. They feel like they are locked out of
everything. One of the things they are locked out of
because of the hysteria which certain Liberal MPs have
caused around the demonising of this particular
community is that they find it hard to gain employment
as well, which is a damn shame, I think. No one group
should be demonised to the point that they are finding it
hard to gain skills and employment due to a complete
and unreasonable fear campaign by Liberal MPs that
should be ashamed of their actions — completely
ashamed.

Lal Lal wind farm
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (17:56) — My
adjournment matter this evening — or this afternoon
actually, as it is a bit earlier than normal — is for the
attention of the Minister for Planning. The action I seek
is that the minister urgently review noise assessments
for the Lal Lal wind farm and determine why it appears
that there may be some non-compliance with the
appropriate standards.
I have been fortunate enough to have been contacted by
the Lal Lal Environment Protection Association
Incorporated, and they have drawn to my attention
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some very serious concerns about the noise assessments
that were relied upon with the relevant planning permit
that has been approved by the minister for the Lal Lal
wind farm. There are some concerns that the noise
assessments that were relied upon indeed predicted that
noise levels would be 2 decibels lower than they truly
should be within the assessment itself. There are also
concerns that the association has been aware of that it
may be that 20 wind turbines at the Lal Lal wind farm
may require curtailment, which indeed may prove that
Marshall Day Acoustics noise predictions used at the
Lal Lal wind farm planning panel were indeed
erroneous. It is highly likely that the planning minister
would not have indeed approved the wind farm in its
current form if the Sonus report was used instead of the
Marshall Day Acoustics report for assessment.
The Lal Lal wind farm, for those who may not be
aware, is rather significant, and it is significant because
of its close proximity to a large number of residents. I
have certainly always said that wind farms are well and
good as long as the community can get on board and
support them. Unfortunately with the Lal Lal wind farm
project it has been a project that the community has
fought against long and hard, and unfortunately it does
come very, very close to many, many homes.
The issue of the curtailment of many of these wind
turbines is one that has just been very recently made
known to the community. But there has been no
accurate nor definitive defining of which wind turbines
will be curtailed and indeed the exact number of the
curtailments that are going to be required as well, which
is why the minister really does need to very urgently
review the planning permit for the wind farm to ensure
that the data that has been relied upon for it can be
trusted and that erroneous data has not been used, as the
Lal Lal Environment Protection Association asserts and
is very concerned about.

Neerim Road, Carnegie, car parking
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (17:59) —
Tonight my adjournment matter is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety in the other
place. It follows correspondence to my office by a Stu
Baker, a resident at 376 Neerim Road, Carnegie. This is
a quirky issue, but it is one that the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety can resolve, given his responsibility is
for VicRoads.
Mr Baker has a particular property at that location, and
he says that there are a series of incidents that have
occurred there and that there is a jurisdictional issue as
to who can paint lines to prevent people parking so
close to his property that he cannot then turn in:
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As the nights get longer incidents with other motorists and
now pedestrians are increasing as we are forced to do
three-point turns into our driveway and back onto what is
effectively a main thoroughfare alternative to Dandenong
Road.

So there is a road safety issue here. He has written to
the Glen Eira council, who deny responsibility. It is
worth quoting the correspondence from Rob Jankovski,
the senior traffic engineer:
Thank you for your emails.
As discussed, council is not authorised to install line marking
i.e. hockey sticks on VicRoads-declared main roads.
It is stated in council’s Painting of Roadside Parking Lines
(‘Hockey Sticks’) Policy (Policy No. 8.16) that under the
Road Management Act, council is not responsible for the road
pavement of VicRoads-declared main roads. It is not
therefore appropriate that hockey sticks be painted on such
roads by council. Nor is it the responsibility …

He has emailed VicRoads, but has not got a response
from VicRoads. He says that he would appreciate a
response from VicRoads and that VicRoads appear to
be indicating to him verbally that there is no
responsibility for that. He makes the point in this
case — and he attaches photographs, which I would be
very happy to incorporate in Hansard — that legally
parked cars make it almost impossible for him to turn
directly into his driveway:
As there is not response from VicRoads, the (Labor) transport
minister or the local (Labor) member —

Mr Dimopoulos in the Assembly —
I have cc’ed in the Liberal candidate …

I have to say that Andrew Edmonds has been a strong
advocate for him. He has been working very hard to see
if he can resolve this issue and has certainly further
brought this to my attention. I would say that the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety should act to clear
up this confusion. If it is a VicRoads responsibility, he
should act to do the line painting; if it is not, he should
refer it back and insist that the council undertake the
line painting.
The PRESIDENT — I cannot wait to see the
minister out there doing the line painting. It would be a
good pic.

Autism Plus
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:02) — That is
going to be hard to beat, President, I have to say. My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. As the minister is
undoubtedly aware, there is enormous concern about
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the future of the agency Autism Plus, which is currently
under the control, it seems, of the department. To
illustrate that concern I wish to direct to him to a letter
that I have received from a parent of one of the children
at the service. She said:
I am writing to you to express my concerns for my autistic
daughter, Daniela. She currently attends Autism Plus day
service program at Pinnacle Drive, Melton, where she
continues to thrive and expand her capabilities. Before I was
recommended to Autism Plus, her levels of anxieties made it
extremely difficult for her to access the community or other
organisations in a safe way, and as a result Daniela became
incontinent. Medical intervention had no effect. I was at this
stage in despair and ready to give up and just keep her home.
Autism Plus was recommended to me after other
organisations failed to meet my daughter’s requirements.
From the beginning I felt Autism Plus understood the
complexity of autism, and it did not take long for my daughter
to feel safe and happy.
Autism Plus has been my daughter’s saviour. Due to their
diligence, dedication and support, my daughter no longer
wears adult incontinence pads. They have restored her
dignity, and that has no price tag. Please, for my daughter’s
sake and that of many other families whom I met and share
the same concerns, we need your help. Please allow Autism
Plus to continue their brilliant work. How can we treat an
organisation that was prepared to take on the most
challenging and vulnerable children and make them feel safe
and secure. We need … Autism Plus. Personally I worry that
my daughter would regress if this was to change. My
daughter now is accessing the community with her
one-on-one support and loving it.

This is one of many stories that I have heard from
parents of children at Autism Plus over recent months.
It would be a tragedy — and I use that term
advisedly — if Autism Plus were to close. It is vitally
important that the minister give Autism Plus a
guarantee on its future. There are many parents who
have gone through many years of distress and have
finally found, as this lady said, their ‘saviour’ in Autism
Plus, and they are now deeply concerned as to what
would happen to them and their families if Autism Plus
were to close. So I ask the minister — tomorrow if
possible and tonight if he can — to give an assurance
that Autism Plus will remain open to provide the
services which it is so capable of delivering.

Frankston and Pakenham rail lines
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(18:05) — The matter that I wish to raise is for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport in another
place, and it is in relation to Metro Trains service
delivery and punctuality as they impact on my
electorate. People commuting along the Pakenham and
Frankston railway lines are being subjected to
substantial delays and cancellations and as a result feel
that the current public transport system servicing

3281

Melbourne’s south-east is both inefficient and
ineffective. This sentiment appears to be
substantiated — I have researched it — by the May
performance results published by Public Transport
Victoria, which indicate a drop in punctuality and
reliability across metropolitan and regional services.
The figures indicate that both punctuality and reliability
have fallen below target, and certainly below average.
In fact Labor has run 3000 fewer on-time services than
the coalition government did in 2014 and has never
achieved its target of 92 per cent punctuality; rather, it
has seen punctuality fall to its lowest levels over five
years.
For the commuters from my electorate these service
disruptions have become even more intolerable. I have
received word of ridiculous periods of delay from one
community member and the impact on their already
limited private time — for example, the inefficiencies
have come to not only impair his commute to work but
also detract from the time that he spends with his
family. For people travelling to Assembly seats in
Casey it is a substantial amount of time on public
transport. This of course annoys my constituents
enormously. Like many others, they have become quite
unhappy with the frequency of service disruption and
are calling for action.
It appears that the current public transport system is not
coping. Given Victoria’s increase in population, which
is about 100 000 per year, the strain will only get
worse, which is the reason why the Liberal-Nationals
coalition recently made a commitment to the extension
of train services in the south-east, should we be elected
to government in November 2018, by building
5 kilometres of electrified double line from Cranbourne
to Cranbourne East and terminating at Clyde at a cost
of $487 million. As part of this transport infrastructure
project new stations would be built at Cranbourne East
and Clyde along with 350 additional parking spaces.
The constituent in particular wanted me to highlight
something that he found most disconcerting — that is,
that the minister prioritises an LED lighting system at
Flinders Street station over and above providing a fast
and efficient service for Victorian commuters. I have
been asked to ask the minister to deliver on the
promises of more frequent and timely public transport
services, especially along the Pakenham and Frankston
railway lines. The people of this area are already
time-poor and indeed pay extra money to commute the
extra distance, and they deserve a better service than
they are currently getting.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
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Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (18:08) — This evening I have received the
following adjournment matters: from Ms Lovell to the
Minister for Emergency Services; from Mr Mulino to
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events; from
Mr Ondarchie to the Minister for Public Transport;
from Mr Leane to the Minister for Industry and
Employment; from Mr Morris to the Minister for
Planning; from Mr Davis to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety; from Mr Finn to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing; and from Mrs Peulich to the
Minister for Public Transport. I will refer all those
matters to the relevant ministers for response.
I have also received 14 written responses to a number
of adjournment debate matters. I will distribute the list
to save members from having me read it out.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Adjournment matters
The PRESIDENT (18:13) — Last night on the
adjournment debate Ms Bath requested that I review a
response by Mr Dalidakis to the item that she raised
during the adjournment debate. She felt that
Mr Dalidakis, in discharging that matter, should
perhaps have referred it to the minister responsible in
another place. We did have a bit of a discussion about
this in the adjournment debate last night. I have
reviewed Ms Bath’s request and the response by
Mr Dalidakis, and I am of the view that Mr Dalidakis
did on this occasion provide sufficient information with
sufficient clarity to effectively discharge the matter and
to provide a relevant answer to Ms Bath. Therefore I do
not seek to make any further direction on this matter.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, on
the matter of a minister who does not have ministerial
responsibility discharging matters, notwithstanding
your ruling, I have in the past asked that this matter be
discussed when the Procedure Committee next meets. I
think the justification you gave in the previous ruling
was that the government’s policy was clear and the
minister was simply reiterating that policy. While that
may be true, there are often circumstances — events,
things that happen — that lead to policy changes, and if
a minister who does not have portfolio responsibility
discharges a matter, that feedback raised by a member
of Parliament on behalf of his or her constituents may
not be relayed to the minister who is responsible. I do
not believe that this is a desirable precedent, and I
would ask yet again that this matter be put on the
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agenda for discussion when the Procedure Committee
next meets.
Mr Ondarchie — They are generally only
discharging in their own portfolio.
Mrs Peulich — Only in their own portfolio —
correct.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the basis of the
point of order raised by Mrs Peulich, and I am aware of
the previous occasion when she raised the matter, I am
happy for the Procedure Committee to consider this
matter. Last night I actually sought that Mr Dalidakis
refer a matter to the minister, which was by way of an
invitation from Mr Finn to the Premier. In that instance
I did not believe it was appropriate for Mr Dalidakis to
discharge that matter.
In respect of Ms Bath’s matter, which followed,
because of that ruling I had made the minister’s answer
I thought was very clear. Essentially it confirmed that
the opportunity that Ms Bath sought for community
groups to access funding already existed, and I do not
think there was any concern about changing
government policy or such like in that one.
As I indicated last night, ministers do have an ability to
discharge matters. From the Chair’s point of view that
is acceptable, provided that they do have some
competence to make that discharge. In other words,
rather than coming back to sort of a political beating
around the ears of the person who has proposed the
adjournment matter, if they actually have information
which is apposite to the matter raised and the
information is sufficient to address the concern or the
action item that is sought, then it is feasible, obviously,
at that time for a minister to discharge it. The Chair
does not have a problem with that at this time, as is laid
out in the standing orders. Nonetheless, the house might
well decide that it requires a different level of response
from a minister and some certainty in that response, and
to that extent, yes, the Procedure Committee at a future
meeting could certainly consider that, particularly with
a view to the standing orders for the next Parliament. I
might add that we are running out of time for the
Procedure Committee to resolve a number of matters.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President,
notwithstanding your comments that indeed we are
running out of time, I would like that matter to be
carried over to the next Parliament by the clerks. I do
not believe that it is a helpful precedent at all. I think it
always serves the government of the day and it is a
precedent that can be used to actually lead to poor
outcomes for members of non-government parties
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when indeed that measure can be abused, and I would
say there would be a very high likelihood of that.
President, thank you for your response. I would just like
to urge you that should the Procedure Committee not be
meeting this side of the election indeed it is something
that should be carried over. I think it is a very, very
important precedent and I think it is a very bad
precedent.
The PRESIDENT — I would hope that we actually
do have a meeting, because there are matters associated
with the videorecording and distribution of the
proceedings of the Parliament and the opportunity for
people to access that material. At the moment that is
only covered by sessional orders. Certainly that needs
to be given some more permanency if indeed members
are of a view that the initiative warrants continuation.
So I do see that the committee will meet, but in the
event that this matter of the discharge of matters by
ministers in the adjournment debate is not finalised in
the current Parliament, then it is one of the great joys of
having the clerks who are here in perpetuity. They will
remember, and they will bring it forward in a future
Parliament if it does not survive the time frame this
year. Mrs Peulich, do we have any more?
Mrs Peulich — No.
The PRESIDENT — No? Thank you. Everybody
else happy? The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.16 p.m.
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Thursday, 26 July 2018
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Rosanna Road, Heidelberg
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the ongoing safety
and amenity issues on Rosanna Road, Heidelberg.
Rosanna Road was designed as a main residential collector
road and remains a residential road, bookended by primary
schools. Industrial enterprises are noticeably absent along
Rosanna Road and its surrounds.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government to, as a matter of urgency, apply
sufficient government funding and resources to implement
the following changes along Rosanna Road —
(l)
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physical and mental health and social wellbeing. We fear the
negative flow-on effects the closure of the centre will have on
the community as a whole and the added strain this will place
on already limited and overstretched local services in the
Shepparton area.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government to provide permanent, ongoing
funding to reopen the Bangerang Cultural Centre and ensure
its future and longevity without delay.

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria)
(1006 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ms Lovell — I also note that these 1006 signatures
add to the 701 signatures that I tabled on Tuesday.
The PRESIDENT — As I said the other day, we do
not do commentary on petitions. It is a very formal
process of laying those on the table, and we do not do
further commentary.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria).

restrict freight traffic to one designated lane each way;

Belgrave South Community House
(2) restrict freight traffic to vehicles that fit (including
mirrors) within the designated lanes (allowing clearance
within outer lanes for cyclists);
(3) redesign intersections at Banyule Road, Station Road,
Darebin Street and St James Road to improve safety for
road users, including providing turning lanes of best
practice road width and setback between pedestrian
crossings and vehicle stopping points;
(4) provide dedicated pedestrian/cycle links over or under
Rosanna Road to allow safe dedicated passage of
pedestrians and cyclists to services and amenities on
either side of Rosanna Road.

By Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan)
(498 signatures).
Laid on table.

Bangerang Cultural Centre

Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the plan of the
Premier, Mr Daniel Andrews, and Minister for Education,
Mr James Merlino, to demolish the much-loved Belgrave
South Community House. Destroying this building and
leaving local scouts, the community house, occasional care
and other community users without an alternative home
shows a complete disregard for grassroots community
organisations and the work that they do.
The petitioners respectfully request that the Legislative
Council call on the government to save the Belgrave South
Community House so that long-time community groups can
continue to use this facility now and into the future.

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(122 signatures).
Laid on table.

Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the closure of the
Bangerang Cultural Centre in Shepparton due to withdrawal
of funding.
A cultural icon for 36 years, the Bangerang Cultural Centre is
the first ‘keeping place/museum’ of Indigenous art and
artefacts, that aims to increase awareness and understanding
of the world’s oldest living culture. Developed and managed
by volunteers from the local Bangerang Aboriginal
community, the centre is a place the Indigenous community
can learn, teach and practice their culture. The centre has been
a significant benefit to the Indigenous community in regard to

Anzac Day
To the honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
1.

it has been reported that, in a Premier’s department’s
online survey, Victorians were presented with the
statement: ‘The period between 1790 and 1930 where
Aboriginal Australians defended their lands, kinships
and customs from European invasion/settlement should
be reflected in the Anzac Day ceremony’, and
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only 31 per cent of the 509 Victorians who responded
agreed with the statement.

We therefore call upon the Andrews Labor government to not
change Anzac Day, a day which honours all those who have
served this great nation in times of war — men and women of
every colour and creed.

By Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(43 signatures).
Laid on table.

LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE
VicRoads management of country roads
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) presented interim
report.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:40) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

The committee received the inquiry from the
Legislative Council in November 2016. A member for
Western Victoria Region, Mr Purcell, initiated the
inquiry, noting the issue of road safety on country roads
and the deteriorating condition of roads in some parts of
country Victoria.
While the committee was conducting the inquiry into
drug law reform until late March 2018, the committee
did advertise a formal call for submissions for the
country roads inquiry in November 2017. The
committee received 335 submissions from a broad
range of stakeholders, including individual members of
the community, local councils, government agencies
and departments, community representative groups,
advocacy groups and other organisations. Clearly and
obviously the management and maintenance of country
roads is a topical issue for individuals residing and
working in rural and regional areas.
The committee did not commence work on this inquiry
until April 2018 and it soon identified challenges in
conducting a full inquiry before the completion of the
58th Parliament. The committee was particularly
concerned that there would be limited opportunity to
undertake public hearings throughout rural and regional
areas. On this basis, the committee agreed to prepare an
interim report, which is what is being tabled today, and
recommended that the Victorian government refer the
inquiry to the appropriate committee in the
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59th Parliament for further consideration and a more
detailed report.
The key purpose of this report is to provide a detailed
account and summary of the submissions that have
been received to date. All submissions to some extent
discussed the quality of roads within regional and rural
settings, highlighting particular roads or areas that have
deteriorated over a period of time. The extent and
effectiveness of VicRoads consultation efforts also
featured in many of the submissions with support for
communities to be involved as early as possible in
developing projects within their areas and with
VicRoads.
The committee is of the view that a full inquiry on this
topic in the next Parliament will allow adequate time to
consider the various issues raised in the submissions,
and also to conduct a more detailed and comprehensive
regional public hearings process.
Can I say very quickly that I want to thank the chair of
the committee, the member for Buninyong from the
other place, Mr Geoff Howard; the deputy chair,
Mr Bill Tilley, the member for Benambra in the other
place; Dr Rachel Carling-Jenkins from this place; the
Honourable Martin Dixon, the member for Nepean in
the other place; Fiona Patten, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in this place; Natalie Suleyman,
the member for St Albans from the other place; and
Mr Murray Thompson, the member for Sandringham in
the other place. Can I also place on the record our
thanks to Yuki Simmonds and the staff from her area
for their ongoing and terrific support for the work of
this committee.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Report on School Councils in Government
Schools, July 2018 (Ordered to be published).
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3) in relation to Building Amendment Regulations
2018.
Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C221.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C243.
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
No. 102.
Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006 — No. 103.
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Act 2014 — No. 104.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 102.
Wrongs Act 1958 — Notice of Scale of Fees and Costs for
Referrals of Medical Questions to Medical Panels, dated
17 July 2018.
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playgroups are run by trained facilitators, who are able
to provide advice and information to parents.
We know that the early years are the most critical ones
for the formative development of early learning skills
for children. More parenting seminars will be held in
July and August throughout Latrobe City and Baw Baw
and Wellington shires. I would encourage all families in
the Latrobe Valley to participate in these new initiatives
to learn new ways to respond positively to parenting
challenges and support their children’s early childhood
development.

Energy for the Regions
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Supporting Families of the Latrobe Valley
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (09:46) — I rise to inform the house of the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to
providing additional early parenting support to families
in the Latrobe Valley. As part of a $9.9 million
Supporting Families of the Latrobe Valley package, our
government is providing parents with young children
access to a series of parenting seminars delivered
through the evidence-based Triple P — Positive
Parenting Program. To kick off the initiatives this week
international parenting expert and founder of the
Triple P program, Professor Matt Sanders, held three
free seminars this week in Sale, Morwell and Warragul,
and each were very well attended. They focused on
easy-to-follow skills and strategies to build children’s
resilience, help develop their social and emotional skills
and provide parents with strategies to promote positive
behaviour.
There is no doubt that raising a family can be
challenging, and often parents report sleep and settling
a newborn as one of their biggest challenges in those
first few months. Through this package the local
maternal and child health nurses will also receive
training from Monash University to implement the
What Were We Thinking! sleep and settling program.
This will be embedded into maternal and child health
first-time parents groups and available outside normal
business hours. It will provide first-time parents with
tips and strategies to help their babies sleep and settle in
those critical first few months. Finally, there will be
further support for families to access supported
playgroups, which helps them build their parenting
skills while meeting other parents. Supported

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) (09:48) — I would like to take this
opportunity to update the house on the Energy for the
Regions compressed natural gas (CNG) project. I have
recently written to the Victorian Auditor-General
requesting an audit of this program. The Energy for the
Regions CNG project involved the provision of
compressed natural gas or liquefied natural gas to
11 towns through the concept of virtual pipelines. The
project was a pet project of the former coalition
government, and it is certainly my view that it was
ill-conceived from day one.
As a result of the contract the former government
signed we have now seen the expenditure of
$85 million in taxpayers money result in less than one
in every 30 homes having been connected to natural gas
under the CNG project; an average cost per connection
for the CNG project of nearly $250 000, which is more
than the cost of many three-bedroom homes in
communities like Swan Hill or Kerang; and taxpayers
having to foot a $2.5 million bill to connect Invermay,
even though the project will not proceed because the
contractual condition of 65 terajoules of local
commercial demand was not met. The $85 million
project was the result of a tender in 2014 following
unsuccessful direct negotiations initiated in 2011 and a
subsequent fixed subsidy offer to the market.
In September 2015 the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office (VAGO) tabled the Regional Growth Fund:
Outcomes and Learnings report. Energy for the
Regions was one of four sub-programs within the
Regional Growth Fund’s economic infrastructure
program and was the subject of some preliminary
assessment. However, at the time of the previous audit
Regional Development Victoria:
… [did] not have a breakdown of the $85 million funding —

for the CNG project —

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
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across the 11 towns but has provided an average cost of
$6800 per connection based on a minimum of
12 500 connections.

Completion of the Energy for the Regions CNG project
is imminent, and information provided to VAGO in
2015 no longer provides an accurate representation of
the value-for-money aspects of this program. I have
written to the Victorian Auditor-General because I
believe that further investigation and evaluation is
warranted and is now timely.

Sexual assault support services
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (09:50) — I rise to inform the house of the
important work the Andrews Labor government is
doing for victim survivors of sexual assault, with more
funding to provide more counselling sessions and crisis
support. Recently I announced an additional
$8.5 million over four years for sexual assault support
services. This funding responds to increased
community demand for these services across Victoria.
This funding boost provides $4 million for additional
sexual assault support services, which covers crisis
care, counselling, casework, advocacy and group work;
$1.3 million for the Sexual Assault Crisis Line Victoria,
a statewide after-hours confidential telephone crisis
counselling service for people who have experienced
both past and recent sexual assault; and $3.2 million for
the Wyndham multidisciplinary centre, a wraparound
support hub providing a range of critical services to
vulnerable adults and children who have experienced
sexual assault.
Services funded include Goulburn Valley Health, the
Mallee Sexual Assault Unit, the Gippsland Centre
Against Sexual Assault (CASA), Monash Health,
Ballarat Health Services and the Barwon Centre
Against Sexual Assault, as well as the Royal Children’s
and Royal Women’s hospitals in metropolitan
Melbourne. Investing in these services is expected to
help almost 4000 victim survivors of sexual assault
across Victoria over the next four years as well as
significantly improve the response time for those who
require after-hours support. This brings the Labor
government’s support for Victorian sexual assault
services to more than $28 million in 2018–19, an
increase of $6.8 million or 32 per cent since 2014.
As one of the first states to join the national redress
scheme, the Andrews Labor government has shown
that it will continue to stand by victim survivors of
sexual assault and provide them with the support that
they need to recover and live a positive life. Our
funding boost to our CASAs supports their important
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work supporting victim survivors in their critical
journey to recovery, because every Victorian deserves
to have world-best services and to be supported and
cared for no matter where they live in our state.

Free trade agreements
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (09:52) — I rise to update the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s position on the utilisation
of free trade agreements (FTAs) by small and medium
enterprises (SMEs), as recently outlined in our
submission to the commonwealth government. Global
engagement is vital to Victoria, as it is for the nation as
a whole. That is why I am proud that, since our
appointment, this government has committed
$125 million to help position Victoria to be globally
successful and drive exports and jobs.
As part of Victoria’s submission to the
commonwealth’s Joint Standing Committee on Foreign
Affairs, Defence and Trade inquiry, we have put
forward three recommendations to help ensure that
FTAs are beneficial to our SME sector: one, that the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade increase
consultation with key industry stakeholders and state
government to better understand and ultimately secure
greater market access outcomes for services, exports
and investors in FTAs; two, that a thorough evaluation
and impact assessment of FTAs be undertaken within
five years of entry into force, including distributional
impacts among different firms by size, locality and
market; and three, that the Productivity Commission
undertake a time series analysis of utilisation rates of
FTAs by business size, sector and type of business to
establish a clearer picture of SME utilisation patterns
and how they have changed over time. As the Minister
for Trade and Investment, I welcome the opportunity to
advocate to the commonwealth on behalf of Victorian
businesses.
I also take this opportunity to inform the house of the
Victorian government position on the
Australia-European Union trade negotiations that are
currently underway. The federal Minister for Trade,
Tourism and Investment, Steve Ciobo, has already said
that everything is on the table. That includes the
geographical indications European producers are
pushing for. We have already seen what this means in
practice and the damage that it can do to local
producers.
We agree that Aussie farmers need better access to
European markets, but not under any circumstances.
These restrictions are unfair and arbitrary, and they will
hurt Victorian producers, especially in our leading dairy
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and wine industries. In effect, it is bringing non-tariff
barriers back. The Victorian Labor government will not
sell out our farming and agricultural communities or
our SMEs. We will keep fighting for the rights of our
farmers. We will keep fighting for the rights of our
local industries.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Hospital waiting lists
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(09:55) — Victorian patients were being denied
treatment at the end of the financial year so that Daniel
Andrews and Jill Hennessy could manage their waiting
lists in an election year. This is absolutely atrocious
behaviour and unacceptable. Multiple doctors talk to
me in relation to the scheduling of outpatient
appointments, which instead of being scheduled
through onto waiting lists were being put in bottom
drawers. They were not even getting outpatient
appointments so that they could not be channelled
through the system. In some cases patients were being
reclassified so that they did not meet the criteria to be
treated.
There is no doubt successive governments have worked
hard to manage waiting lists, but what this has generally
involved at the end of the financial year is extra funding
so more surgeries could be done on weekends and
evenings. What we have seen in contrast by Daniel
Andrews is that they are actually stopping these patients
from getting onto the waiting list in the first place.
Associate Professor Julian Rait commented in the
Herald Sun — and he is the Victorian president of the
Australian Medical Association — that they are very
concerned about the consequences for patients when
some procedures were reclassified and that it is
inappropriate that this occur without medical
consultation. Daniel Andrews has form on
manipulating waiting lists. He is doing this for his own
political gain rather than treating patients. He said
before the last election that he would put patients first.
Well, he is not putting patients first. Once again Daniel
Andrews puts himself and the political outcomes that
he is seeking to achieve first rather than the Victorians
that he pretends to represent.

Northern Victoria Region men’s sheds
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (09:56) — My
members statements today is to commend the hard
work of our shedders across Victoria. Recently I had
the great privilege to visit and officially open a number
of men’s sheds in my electorate of Northern Victoria. I
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was particularly impressed with the community
reaction to the opening of the Wahgunyah Men’s Shed,
which received $26 600 from the Andrews Labor
government towards the construction of their new
men’s shed. More than 60 locals turned out for the
celebration, including local shedders from neighbouring
towns. It was a great ceremony as we used a chisel to
cut the ribbon in the opening of that facility. The
construction of the new space, which is part of the
recreation reserve redevelopment, ensures the building
will also be connected to the local sports and recreation
clubs. It is a great asset there in Wahgunyah. I also
recently visited the Myrtleford Men’s Shed to open up
their extension, a $25 000 upgrade to construct two
extensions of the shed for dust extraction equipment,
which is obviously a very important addition to that
shed. Myrtleford men’s shedders have a wonderful
facility, and they should be very proud of the work they
do. I particularly enjoyed Eddie’s pancakes.
Labor are getting it done and delivering upgraded new
men’s sheds in Broadford, Kilmore and Violet Town,
and we have delivered for Yackandandah, Wangaratta
and Wodonga in recent times. We are really, really
proud to be supporting the men’s shed movement. They
give back to their local community, and it is also a great
place for men to get together, improve their health and
wellbeing and stay connected to their communities.

Luke King
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (09:58) — It
gives me great pleasure to rise today to welcome home
Warrnambool student Luke King, who had been in
hospital in Melbourne since the start of June. Luke
spent his 15th birthday yesterday in Ronald McDonald
House. He has a rare liver disease and is due to be
transferred to the Warrnambool Base Hospital after
seven weeks away. Luke, who is awaiting a liver
transplant, has strong support from his fellow Brauer
College students, who have started fundraising to help
with Luke’s medical costs. Luke is a big football
supporter and supports the Bulldogs. Luke’s mum said
that she was touched and surprised when she heard the
middle school council and Luke’s mates had organised
a footy colours dress-up day and sausage sizzle. She
said:
I had tears in my eyes. I couldn’t believe it. The school has
been so great and so supportive. It’s not just the school, it’s
everybody.
You know how a community is and how they rally together,
especially in a country community, but I was not expecting
any of this. Just their support was enough.

I congratulate the Brauer students for their support and
wish Luke all the best.
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Multiculturalism
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (09:59) —
It is happening again. With fear, sadness, and much
disdain, we are watching our leaders and would-be
leaders exploit race for political advantage. It is a base
and cynical strategy to win votes. Mr Guy and the
Prime Minister think that talking about crimes and
gangs and race campaigning is the path to victory.
When our family arrived in Australia as migrants, I
remember Paul Keating all over the news talking about
Australia as a multicultural country. He used his public
platform to repeat that phrase and started a national
conversation about Australia’s place in Asia. It made us
feel welcome. It made me feel welcome.
You might ask how what a politician says can impact a
12-year-old. Well, the words of politicians matter. It
meant that every time someone turned on the news, we
had this inclusive message reinforced. Parents were
talking about this with their kids at home. When those
kids went to school and met people like me — people
who looked different, sounded different and were
different — they welcomed us instead of rejecting us.
Fast-forward 30 years and we have gone backwards.
Instead of welcoming words, we are saturated with
division. Mr Turnbull, Mr Dutton and Mr Guy are
pitting groups of people within our community against
each other. These words flow into our homes as parents
talk to kids, as kids talk to other kids, and these
so-called leaders do not seem to care if this results in
more racist abuse and scapegoating. Mr Howard and
Ms Hanson came after our Muslim communities;
Mr Guy is coming for our beloved African-Australian
community. We will stand up for each other and stand
by each other every step of the way. This strategy must
fail. We will work to ensure that it does fail.

Electorate office staffing entitlements
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (10:01) —
Well of course Mr Andrews was aware of the operation of the
Community Action Network, he was aware of the activities of
field officers because, as you would know, he participated in
certain activities. He knew that the Community Action
Network was in place, he knew the role of field officers and
he also knew that a number of positions would have been
contributed, in terms of the remuneration and responsibilities
as part of an electorate office allocation. Of course he would
have known that.

They were the words of the Leader of the Government
in this place at the Privileges Committee hearing last
night on the red shirts rorts. There is absolutely no
excuse for why the Premier, who leads this state, should
not appear before the committee to give his version of
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events. Victorians deserve to know just how much the
Premier knew and just how much he was involved in
the biggest parliamentary scandal in Victoria’s history.
No wonder he wasted $1 million on trying to stop the
investigation by the Ombudsman. The red shirts rorts
scheme is just the tip of the iceberg as to how low the
Labor Party, led by Daniel Andrews, will go to dupe
Victorians.
He has got form on that, though. He duped Victorians
on the east–west link by ripping up a contract, which
cost Victorian taxpayers $1.3 billion. He has duped
Victorians by saying on the eve of an election, ‘I
promise no new taxes’, and we have got over a dozen
since the election; he has duped Victorians on feeling
safe and by denying that Victorians have real concerns
about the law and order crisis in this state; and he has
duped Victorians by protecting his own rorting MPs —
a former Speaker in the Legislative Assembly, a former
Deputy Speaker in the Legislative Assembly, a former
Deputy President in this house and 21 MPs, including
current ministers, who were all involved in the red
shirts rorts.

Yes to a Victoria Without Hate
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (10:03) — Earlier this month I joined
Dr Dvir Abramovich, chairman of the Jewish
community anti-racism organisation the
Anti-Defamation Commission, on Chapel Street,
Prahran, in my electorate, to say Yes to a Victoria
Without Hate. We were standing on Chapel Street,
where some disgraceful, virulently homophobic posters
had been placed, with links to the neo-Nazi group
Antipodean Resistance. There is no room for the kind
of explicit racism and homophobia that this disgusting
neo-Nazi group represents.
But the message about a Victoria without hate needs to
be bigger than just the obvious. A Victoria without hate
means speaking out against hate that is subtler yet no
less damaging. None of us are strangers to the
tremendous damage and pain that can occur when
political discourse is used to label specific cohorts of
our community as the ‘dangerous other’, simply
because of their race, religion or country of birth. Such
rhetoric used by figureheads of our community on
platforms that have significant reach are designed for
one thing only — to alienate by embedding an
us-and-them mentality. Such tactics are the foundation
of the far right’s playbook. They are the same ones that
sparked the establishment of the Third Reich.
Our multiculturalism is the fabric of our Victorian
community, and we must do everything we can to
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protect that. That is why all Victorians should say Yes
to a Victoria Without Hate and challenge all those who
incite hatred, particularly those that use it as a political
weapon. I welcome support for this campaign from
anybody and everybody that believes that intolerance is
something that we should eschew.
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — That is enough!
Mr DALIDAKIS — I have been talking about
neo-Nazis and you have been interjecting. You are a
disgrace — an absolute disgrace.
Mr Finn — And you are boofhead.
Mr DALIDAKIS — You can support far-right
neo-Nazis if you like and treat this as a joke. It reflects
on all of us.
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Mr LEANE — Last Thursday evening I was very
delighted to be able to do the first tip-off at the new
stadium that is accommodating the Doncaster All
Abilities Basketball competition. This is one of the
most successful disability basketball programs in the
country. I want to acknowledge Gail Dick, who is the
driving force of this particular competition. The
competition has 33 teams with over 200 participants in
the championship and six other divisions. Over
200 people with disabilities and disengaged youth have
the opportunity to develop strength, skills and
friendship through this program. I think it is just a
wonderful program. I want to congratulate the sponsors
of this program, Bendigo Bank and the YMCA
Manningham, and congratulate everyone that is
involved with the new Mullum Mullum Stadium for
accommodating this fantastic competition, which I
know will continue to go from strength to strength.

Mental health support
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Are we really going to
get down to this?

Doncaster All Abilities Basketball
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:05) — Last
Thursday evening I was delighted to be able to do the
first tip-off —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT (10:05) — Order! Mr Dalidakis!
Mr Finn! Out! Mr Finn, you can use this on Facebook
again tonight. Out you go — 15 minutes. Certainly
ministers ought to be setting a better example.
Mr Finn — I didn’t even say anything, but anyway.
The PRESIDENT — You did!
Mr Finn — I pointed at him.
The PRESIDENT — And verbalised!
Mr Finn — Not when you threw me out.
The PRESIDENT — My ears are extraordinary. I
must have heard an echo from an earlier time.
Mr Dalidakis and Mr Finn withdrew from
chamber.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (10:07) — My
members statement might seem self-indulgent to some,
but given my previous roles with the Prostate Cancer
Foundation and the work I have done with Beyondblue,
a statement becomes part of the therapy.
When you are suddenly confronted with adversity,
regardless of circumstance, you face a range of
emotions that are difficult to control. I have heard many
members in this place share their experiences, both
personal and professional, but in all instances it is the
support and contact of colleagues that is so important.
Everyone confronts adversity in different ways. It
involves actions and consequences. The first reaction is
denial. You head under the bedcovers and you wake up
hoping the action was a bad dream. Then you realise,
no, it was not a bad dream but a reality. For me the next
phase was: why? For me, I reflected minute by minute
on the decisions made that resulted in the action. Then
there is the consequence and the way you respond to
the consequence.
Along these journeys of emotion, particularly in
political life, which is also public life, it is the support
and reach of family, friends and colleagues that pull
you through the blackness back into the sunshine. It is
easy in the rough-and-tumble of politics to kick
someone when they are down, but in the end there is no
self-satisfaction in doing that. While I am prepared to
apologise for bad decisions outside this chamber, I
make no apologies for the decisions I have made inside
the chamber. The last 48 hours has been a reminder to
me to continue the work I have been doing in rural
mental health and in fact use my time as a member of
Parliament to keep raising the issues and impacts of
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those suffering from mental health problems and
promoting the importance of good men’s health. I am
really pleased to see both sides of politics supporting
the ongoing work of the National Centre for Farmer
Health, particularly given the increase of farmer
suicide.
Finally, I would like to thank my parliamentary
colleagues on all sides of politics for the contact they
have made with me, because they know that a simple
gesture of support helps the way you confront the
adversity you are faced with.

Disability access
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:09) — I
was very pleased to meet with Vision Australia the
other day to celebrate the work that we have done in
securing electronic voting for the visually impaired in
this state. But they also highlighted the need for a lot
more to be done for the visually impaired and those
with disabilities. One of the remarkable things they
brought to my attention was that the My Health Record
website is not disability accessible. It is a website run
by a health department which is not accessible to
people with disabilities — just remarkable!
In fact they demonstrated 12 ways in how it did not
work. But they also went on to say that this is not
uncommon and that they see this on a very regular
basis. I would like to have been assured that this was
not the case in Victoria and that all of our government
sites were disability accessible, but they could not give
me that assurance. I would hope that we are able to fix
that, but we should not be fixing these things
retrospectively. We should be always doing this when
we plan. I think we see this with disability access for
our trams and for aged-care strategies out in our
communities. We need to be planning better for our
future. We need to be planning better for the diversity
of our community — for an ageing community, for a
community with growing levels of disability. I hope
that we do not see something like the My Health
Record website not being accessible in this state.

LV Family Drug Support
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:11) — This
morning I would like to inform the house of a newly
established community support group in Central
Gippsland. Recognising that being a family member of
a loved one battling drug addiction is a difficult
journey, the Latrobe Valley family drug support group
aims to provide information, friendship and a shoulder
to lean on for our local families suffering from the
wider effects of drug abuse. LV Family Drug Support
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meets on the third Monday each month from 7.00 until
9.00 p.m. at the Kath Teychenne Centre in Traralgon.
Understanding that families and friends of
drug-addicted members often feel very lost and
forgotten, this voluntary, not-for-profit organisation
aims to host motivational speakers and work on the
notion around self-care for the support crew. It is open
to families and all individuals, and it is to be used in
conjunction with other formal services, GPs and
professionals.

Reg Williams and John Smallman
Ms BATH — I would also like to celebrate the
achievements of some outstanding young men. One is
90 and one is about 80 years old. The Country Fire
Authority (CFA) awards service awards across
Victoria. Recently in Meeniyan the CFA awarded
65-year service awards to both Mr Reg Williams of
Foster, who is in his 90s — sincere congratulations to
Reg — and Mr John Smallman, formerly of Mardan,
who now lives in Inverloch. John joined at the age of
15. Big John is big in stature and big of heart. I
congratulate them for their huge contribution to our
society.

Stepping Stones to Small Business
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:12) —
I was very happy to attend, along with Ms Bronwyn
Halfpenny from the other place, a special graduation
ceremony called Stepping Stones to Small Business.
This economically important program is run by the
Brotherhood of St Laurence, and the graduates come
from Banyule, Moreland, Moonee Valley and
Whittlesea. The Minister for Small Business, the
Honourable Philip Dalidakis, was present at this event
along with about 120 graduates and their proud
families. This is a great initiative, and I commend the
minister for his ongoing and continued support of this
very worthwhile program.

Arab Republic of Egypt national day
Mr ELASMAR — On Monday evening, 23 July, I
attended — and you were there, President, as were
Mrs Peulich and Mr Eideh — the national day of the
Arab Republic of Egypt ceremony. It was an extremely
enjoyable event. His Excellency Mr Mohamed Fakhry,
the Egyptian Consul General, together with his wife,
Ms Chirine Weheba, officiated at this annual event held
to honour their independence and the establishment of
democracy.
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Colonoscopy waiting lists
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:13) — On 2 July the former and I hope future
member for Carrum in the other place, Donna Bauer,
and I were very proud to announce that, if elected, a
Guy government will report waiting lists for
colonoscopies and also commit $2 million for public
awareness about the disease.
Under this government there have been massive jumps
in numbers of people waiting for colonoscopies in the
public system, and the government is still to this day
relying on hospitals to monitor these waiting lists
instead of oversighting them itself. It is not so simple,
as the government would have you believe, as being
simply the result of the success and expansion of the
federal screening program, with so many people in
urgent need waiting for far too long.
Neil Maling of Bendigo had an experience which
shows why we need to start monitoring and scrutinising
waitlists. In November of last year he was told he
needed an urgent colonoscopy to look for bowel cancer,
but at Christmas time he was still waiting and
becoming ill. He went to the emergency department of
his hospital, where he was told that he should have had
a colonoscopy before then. His wife explained that he
was on the waiting list. In February the colonoscopy
was finally undertaken, and this revealed that he did in
fact have bowel cancer. His wife said:
The system failed, I start to lose faith in the system.

And:
You are told to do these things, get onto it quickly to stop it
progressing the disease and nothing happens.

In my view, this is partly why bowel cancer survival
rates lag behind other major cancers and are around
69 per cent. That is why this policy is so important, and
I am very pleased that it is the coalition that is prepared
to show leadership on this issue instead of the
government’s woeful performance.

Cranbourne and Frankston rail lines
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:15) — I
would like to congratulate the federal government and
the Leader of the Opposition and the coalition on their
plans to expand rail to Clyde in the south-east. This will
be an important extension of the Cranbourne line to
service the growing communities of Clyde and Clyde
North and through to Koo Wee Rup, Lang Lang and
further into South Gippsland and the Bass Coast as an
access point for heavy rail. Similarly, the proposed

3293

extension of the train line by the federal government
and the Liberal-Nationals coalition to Baxter will be
important for both the people of Frankston and also the
people of the Mornington Peninsula, who are also
constituents of Eastern Victoria Region, so these are
two fantastic announcements to extend heavy rail to
those important growing communities in the south-east
the Mornington Peninsula parts of Melbourne and
Victoria.

Mooroolbark police station
Mr O’DONOHUE — On a separate matter, I am
deeply alarmed that the Mooroolbark police station is
no longer open 24 hours a day, seven days a week.
There has been a gradual reduction in counter service at
the Mooroolbark police station from being a full, open
counter 24 hours a day to the police station being
locked at night on night shift but with a member
available to respond via the intercom, and now, as I
understand it, since the start of this financial year, there
is no access to the station at all on night shift, seven
days a week. This is a very serious issue for the people
of the Yarra Ranges, and it comes on the back of the
cuts to police numbers in the Yarra Ranges police
service area.

Northern Metropolitan Region crime
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(10:17) — Whilst the government denies and fails to
recognise the growing crime rate in Victoria, it is a
matter of plain fact that crime affects individuals,
families, communities and also business. The
Whittlesea local government area in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region has the highest number
of petrol thefts in Melbourne, according to the latest
Crime Statistics Agency Victoria data. Service stations,
or ‘servos’, as we colloquially know them, are
struggling through up to five petrol drive-offs a day,
costing them almost $3000 a week. The data also
indicates that the Whittlesea local government area is
the worst in the city for petrol thefts. The latest Crime
Statistics Agency data revealed 355 petrol thefts in
Whittlesea between April 2017 and March 2018, the
highest of any Melbourne municipality.
This data came as no surprise to the local servo owners.
One suffered about five petrol drive-offs a day, and last
month the thefts cost the store over $2700. The owner
went on to say, ‘It’s just become a daily thing, we’re
kind of getting used to it now’. Another one said that
they suffered three or four thefts a day and the monthly
losses were about $1000.
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I want to acknowledge the work of Whittlesea city
Neighbourhood Watch, which today at Bunnings in
Mill Park are giving away important non-theft-available
screws for holding number plates in place. Also, I do
recognise the deafening silence from the Minister for
Small Business in supporting these retailers, but I do
congratulate and commend the work of Victoria Police
who, without enough resources in the Whittlesea area,
are doing the best they can.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE)
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 July; motion of
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (10:19) — I
am pleased to rise and speak as the first speaker in any
event on the Corrections Amendment (Parole) Bill
2018. The first point I would make is that we should
not be having this debate. This debate should not be
necessary, and the angst that has been caused in recent
weeks and months should never have occurred in the
first place. Of course the background to this legislation
is principally the prisoner Craig Minogue and the
heinous crime that he committed with the Russell Street
bombing in March 1986, which resulted in the death of
Victoria Police Constable Angela Taylor and injured
over 20 people. In the first instance let me just
acknowledge the Taylor family and their loss of
Angela, everyone who was injured that day and the hurt
and pain that that bombing — that horrible, terrible
event — caused to so many Victorians. The way it
shook Victorians has left an indelible, lasting impact on
Victoria.
His Honour Justice Vincent in sentencing Minogue
said:
… this event involved the commission of one of the most
serious criminal actions ever to take place in this
community …
…
… It is clear that in your hatred and contempt for this society
and its institutions, you, Mr Taylor, and you, Mr Minogue,
participated in behaviour recognised in so many other parts of
the world as an act of war.

As he has done on so many other occasions, Justice
Vincent eloquently summarised the impact of that
horrible event on the Victorian community.
The non-parole period of 28 years was fast approaching
and the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Guy, committed
that the Liberal-Nationals would ensure that Minogue
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would not be released from jail and called for the
government to take action to ensure that he was not
released from jail. As Minogue’s earliest eligibility date
approached, the opposition introduced a private
members bill with the same title as this bill, just with a
different year — the Corrections Amendment (Parole)
Bill 2016. That bill took the unusual step of naming
Minogue and applying the same test that was involved
in the Julian Knight legislation that the previous
government, the Napthine government, had passed. As
I said previously, and I will say it again, naming
someone in legislation is a very serious step. It should
not be done lightly and should only be done after very
careful consideration.
To ensure that there was absolute clarity about the
purpose of the legislation, the opposition’s private
members bill took that step. That bill was very careful
to replicate the High Court test that was tested in the
Knight case, so that legal clarity and legal certainty
could be provided to all Victorians but particularly to
those impacted by the Russell Street bombing.
It is now a matter of record that the government chose
to ignore the opposition’s private members bill, sought
to create a legal scheme that applied to police killers
and said the opposition’s bill was flawed because it
named Minogue. It turns out, regrettably, that the
legislation that was flawed was the government’s, and
after several pieces of litigation ultimately the High
Court has held that the government’s legislation does
not apply to Minogue. This of course is a most
regrettable outcome, but it was a risk that the
government should have been alive to when they took
the conscious decision not to replicate the Julian Knight
legislation that had been High Court tested. If the
government had chosen to adopt either the opposition’s
private members bill or to replicate it under their own
name, I think we can say with confidence that that bill
would have been upheld and we would not be having
this debate today. It is most regrettable that we are
indeed having this debate today, and I am particularly
conscious of the publicity and the scrutiny and the
questions that followed the High Court’s decision in
effect striking down the government’s legislation as it
applied to Minogue.
It is also regrettable that, the High Court having made
that decision, the opportunity was not grasped in the
last sitting week before the winter recess to pass the
opposition’s private members bill that has remained on
the notice paper since its introduction in 2016 and pass
it in an expedited way, just as the government is
seeking to do with this legislation. The matter could
have been dealt with at that time with that legislation,
and if any amendments were required to update the bill
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as a result of the passage of time, that could have been
done.

government, requiring us to fix a most regrettable
blunder with new legislation.

Again, the government determined they did not want to
do that, and the situation has been in limbo since the
winter recess until this week when the Parliament has
resumed. The opposition was notified on Monday of
the government’s intention to expedite this bill through
the place in one week. So it does raise a question. The
Premier said in June that there was no urgency to
facilitate the passage of the bill then, despite Minogue
having passed his earliest eligibility date for parole and
the fact that he could lodge an application for parole
consideration at any time, and here we are some weeks
later being told by the government that the bill must
pass this week. There is a certain irony in the changed
approach of the government to this issue. Nonetheless
the opposition will facilitate and will support the
passage of this legislation because our principal interest
is the protection of the community and ensuring that
Craig Minogue remains in jail pursuant to the High
Court-tested test — that is, the Julian Knight
legislation — for his eligibility as this bill replicates,
and as the opposition’s private members bill replicated
in 2016.

That takes me to the bill itself. There are fundamentally
three aspects of the bill. The first is trying to address the
High Court’s findings — the drafting errors that were
made in 2016.

In summary, it is a most unfortunate set of
circumstances and conscious active decisions of the
Andrews government that have led us to this point.
Whilst in June the minister, the Premier and I think the
Attorney-General, from memory, all said that the
advice that they had at the time was that the legislation
was watertight and it would be upheld, the simple fact
was they had an option that had been tested by the High
Court to mirror and replicate, but they chose not to take
that option; and by choosing not to, they introduced
unnecessary risk — an unnecessary risk that was
proven to have major consequences for the victims and
their loved ones, the Taylor family, and all Victorians
with this uncertainty.
On top of that, while we are talking about the impact on
victims of the crimes of people associated with the
Russell Street bombing, is the fact that the minister is
unable to stop Minogue from using a Twitter account to
broadcast messages on a regular basis about this issue.
Again, that is not strictly subject to this bill, but it is an
unfortunate consequence of the legal bungling and
frankly the arrogance of the government in refusing to
work across the aisle with the opposition to put this
issue beyond doubt back in 2016, or at worst back in
June of this year. So here we are, dealing with this issue
that should have been put beyond doubt and should
have been resolved a long time ago. It is an another
example of a very unfortunate failing of the Andrews

They are dealt with principally in part 2 of the bill
through clause 4, which substitutes section 74AAA. In
particular, new subsection (2) says:
In considering whether it is satisfied under paragraph (1)(c),
the Board —

that is, the Adult Parole Board of Victoria —
must have regard only to the following—
(a) the evidence led at trial;
(b) the judgment —

including any decisions on appeal —
(c) the reasons for sentence;
(d) any reasons in connection with the fixing of a
non-parole period, whether the non-parole period is set
at or after the time of sentencing;
(e) any judgment on appeal —

which I referred to before.
So there is a section of the bill that is seeking to fix the
errors as identified by the High Court.
The next part of the bill is almost identical to that
proposed in the opposition’s 2016 private members bill,
which in turn is virtually the same as the Julian Knight
legislation. So we have here the government having a
bob each way. On the one hand they are saying, ‘We’re
going to fix the scheme that we introduced in 2016 and
address the decision of the High Court’, but they are
also saying, ‘In case we’ve got it wrong again, in case
we’ve made another mistake, we’re going to name
Minogue and we’re going to apply the test that the
opposition used in its private members bill of 2016 and
that the Napthine government used in its Julian Knight
legislation’. That is outlined in clause 5, which inserts
new section 74AB, which specifically names Minogue.
Again, there is a certain irony in this, given the
commentary from government members in opposition
business during the last sitting week when the
opposition sought to adjourn debate to bring on the
opposition’s private members bill, other commentary
from members of the other place and public
commentary by members of the government about not
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naming Minogue. Here we are with new section 74AB.
The title of the section is ‘Conditions for making a
parole order for Craig Minogue’, and it says:
(1) The Board must not make a parole order under
section 74 or 78 in respect of the prisoner Craig
Minogue unless an application for the order is made to
the Board by or on behalf of the prisoner.
(2) The application must be lodged with the secretary of the
Board.
(3) After considering the application, the Board may make
an order under section 74 or 78 in respect of the prisoner
Craig Minogue if, and only if, the Board—
(a) is satisfied (on the basis of a report prepared by the
Secretary to the Department) that the prisoner—
(i)

is in imminent danger of dying or is seriously
incapacitated and, as a result, he no longer has
the physical ability to do harm to any person;
and

(ii) has demonstrated that he does not pose a risk
to the community; and
(b) is further satisfied that, because of those
circumstances, the making of the order is justified.

As I said, that is the test from the Julian Knight
legislation and from the opposition’s 2016 Craig
Minogue bill that still sits on the notice paper of this
place to this day. So as I said, the government are in
effect having a bob each way on this issue, attempting
to fix their bungling that led the High Court to strike
down their bill as it applies to Minogue and then
replicating the opposition’s legislation and naming
Minogue, which it previously critiqued.
The third element of the bill involves a number of
transitional provisions that make it clear that previous
provisions will apply to Minogue notwithstanding the
passage of time and that his parole application is further
advanced et cetera. So it fixes the government’s flawed
legislation, adopts the Napthine government’s
legislation and introduces transitional provisions. That
is in effect what this bill is doing, and the opposition
will support this legislation.
I want to flag a number of issues that I will seek to
examine in the committee stage. I refer to one
interesting element of this bill. Again it was in the
opposition’s private members bill, but this is a
government bill that will pass, so my private members
bill will presumably sit on the notice paper and will be
redundant with the passage of this bill; it will not be
debated. A number of interesting questions arise from
the minister’s statement of compatibility. I make the
threshold point that while the opposition will facilitate
the passage of this bill this week in the interests of the
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outcome of providing legal certainty about Minogue
staying in jail, it is one of the unfortunate side effects of
expedited passage of legislation that the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC) does not
have the opportunity to consider the bill and table its
report as part of the Alert Digest process. It goes
without saying that there are a number of human rights
issues associated with this legislation, and there are a
number of interesting interpretations of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities contained within
the statement of compatibility that I wish to explore in
committee.
My colleague the eloquent member for Box Hill in the
other place has clearly articulated some of those issues
in relation to charter right 10(b) and others. I think it is
just worth exploring those, particularly given the
statement of compatibility that I tabled with the private
members bill and the different position that the
government has adopted, as compared to the position
that I adopted, including in relation to section 10 on
cruel, inhuman and degrading punishment.
The other interesting thing is that the government has
sought to exclude the operation of the charter in toto,
and not just have a charter override declaration. In this
circumstance the opposition supports that initiative, as
it was in the private members bill of 2016, but this is a
very rare step and I think it is worth exploring it in
committee in a little bit of detail.
I also note the media release of 6 December 2016 from
the Premier, which is titled ‘New laws to keep police
killers behind bars’. A quote attributable to Daniel
Andrews states:
Parole is not a right, it’s a privilege, and it should not be
granted to people who murder police officers.

A quote attributable to the Minister for Corrections,
Gail Tierney, states:
Anyone who kills a police officer — the brave men and
women who risk their lives to protect us — doesn’t deserve
parole.

Whilst it may be semantics to a degree, those absolute
statements from the Premier and the minister in their
media release are not consistent with the test that I just
read into Hansard from the Knight legislation that is
being copied in this bill. Whilst this is incredibly
limited, it sets out a test by which the subject prisoner
could be eligible for parole. Dr Napthine, when the
Knight legislation was introduced, I think said words to
the effect that he must be on his deathbed. So whilst it
may appear to be semantics, it does feed into the notion
of the government’s interpretation of the charter,
particularly section 10.
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It does also play into the fact that parole is an executive
function, and the Parliament has, as the High Court has
held, the capacity to vary the conditions for parole, but
of course the Parliament cannot vary the sentence. So
we have absolute statements from the Premier and the
minister, but we have a legally tested test in the
legislation and a different interpretation of section 10 of
the charter to that which the opposition took. I think the
interplay of those issues is important, and I will seek to
explore those issues in committee.
One of the unfortunate side effects of the bill being
expedited — again, we support that on this occasion —
is the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee has
not had the opportunity to consider the bill. I had a
re-read of the SARC report from the private members
bill introduced by the opposition in 2016, which gives a
very helpful analysis of the principles around the
executive role determining the conditions for parole and
a consideration of the Crump High Court decision.
There is also an analysis of ad hominem legislation,
which is obviously irrelevant now that Minogue has
been named. The charter report also raises the European
Court of Human Rights decision referred to on page 10
of Alert Digest No. 1 of 2017. It says:
… there is … now clear support in European and
international law for the principle that all prisoners, including
those serving life sentences, be offered the possibility of
rehabilitation and the prospect of release if that rehabilitation
is achieved.

It appears from the statement of compatibility that the
government accepts that European Court of Human
Rights decision, which raises interesting questions for
prisoners in the future who have been given a life
sentence without parole. We in the opposition do not
accept the importation of that European court doctrine,
for very good reasons. As I have said before, my
colleague the member for Box Hill in the other place
has given a very erudite analysis of the potential
implications of importing that jurisprudence into
Victoria. That is a matter for committee. I look forward
to exploring these issues with the minister.
With those words, the opposition does support this
legislation and we welcome its passage. However, this
debate should not have to take place, and it is
unfortunate that we are where we are because of the
arrogance and the blundering of the Andrews
government. Despite that, we will work in the interests
of all those impacted by Russell Street and in the
interests of community safety in order to ensure that
Minogue is kept behind bars.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:47) — I rise to speak on the Corrections
Amendment (Parole) Bill 2018. The bill that we have
before us today comes to us as a result of a High Court
challenge brought by Craig Minogue. The court found
that section 74AAA of the Corrections Act 1986 did
not apply to Mr Minogue because he was not sentenced
on the basis that he knew that or he was reckless as to
whether the deceased victim, Constable Angela Taylor,
was a police officer at the time of the murder. The High
Court found that only the sentencing remarks made by
the sentencing judge at the time could be relied upon to
make that assessment. This bill basically rewrites
section 74AAA to clarify that position as a result of the
High Court decision. In fact it is making technical
amendments to that particular section. In August 2017
the High Court also handed down a decision affirming
the validity of the power of the state to limit parole and
specifically with regard to the prisoner, Julian Knight,
based on the Corrections Amendment (Parole)
Act 2014.
I would like to also send my thoughts and feelings to
the family of Constable Angela Taylor, who throughout
the public debate on this particular issue over the last
few weeks and months have had to go back, relive that
time and have their grief et cetera reopened. I certainly
very clearly remember the events of the Russell Street
bombing, which horrified the whole community and
has had a lasting legacy not only on the family and
friends of Constable Taylor and the other police officers
that were involved on that day but on people who were
injured and were near the event and witnessed the
event, who were all traumatised. As I said, an event like
that has a lasting effect on the community.
This bill harks back to two bills. It harks back, as I said,
to the 2014 Corrections Amendment (Parole) Bill,
which introduced a specific ad hominem section to the
bill relating to the prisoner, Julian Knight. At the time
that bill went through the Parliament I spoke on the bill.
The Greens did not oppose that legislation. However,
we certainly deliberated for quite some time as to the
merits of that bill.
I said at the time there had been quite a few changes
made to the parole system and the considerations that
the Adult Parole Board of Victoria must take into
account when considering an application for parole. In
fact prior to the Ogloff report, we had the Callinan
report and all the very detailed discussions that those
reports went to concerning the problems with the parole
system. Justice Callinan found, of course, that a lot of it
was under-resourcing of the parole system and a lack of
information between the police, Corrections Victoria
and the adult parole board, leading to mistakes being
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made. I said a couple of times during that debate and
subsequent debates that there was a lot of undermining
of the parole board, which I thought was unfair, given
the workload that they had to deal with and the lack of
resourcing and all of those other issues.
There have been changes to the parole board, such that
it now has a two-stage process for serious offenders,
which was something that we had advocated for for a
long time. There is a great cohort of people who come
before the parole board who are not serious offenders,
and of course they benefit from being granted parole.
So serving part of their sentence on parole, being
supervised by parole officers and having conditions
perhaps attached to their parole helps those people
reintegrate into the community. Of course there is
always a need for more services to assist prisoners to
reintegrate into the community; in particular housing is
an issue that faces people who are released on parole or
even released post-sentence. But in terms of serious
offenders, there is a different system in place now. The
way the adult parole board approaches an application
by a serious offender is different from its approach to
other offenders, but the paramount consideration is
community safety, amongst other considerations.
In 2014 I made the comment that we do not necessarily
want to see the Parliament having to deal with further
ad hominem bills, but we do have one here now.
Mr O’Donohue was talking about his private members
bill. That specifically related to Craig Minogue. This
bill also has a section that specifically relates to Craig
Minogue. I have been advised by the government that
there are three prisoners in the system who have
murdered police officers and who have life sentences,
but with non-parole periods attached to those life
sentences. I think this legislation only applies to those
prisoners who have life sentences with non-parole
periods. If a person was to be sentenced by a court to
less than a life sentence, say, 25 years with a non-parole
period, that person could still be released after 25 years,
because on my reading of it — something we can talk
about in committee — this only applies where there is a
life sentence.
But I am concerned that this bill — while it makes
changes to section 74AAA to address the High Court
decision with regard to the appeal made by
Mr Minogue and also to, as it says, put beyond doubt
that the legislation applies to Mr Minogue — has that
section that specifically applies to him. So my question
would be: does that mean that the government is not
confident that its changes to section 74AAA will apply
to every prisoner in this situation without having to
bring in further ad hominem amendments to name
further prisoners — that is, the other two — when it
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becomes the case that their non-parole period is
approaching and they may end up making an
application for parole?
I have confidence in the parole board, in terms of those
types of prisoners, applying the tests that the adult
parole board is meant to apply, and I hope that would
mean those prisoners would not be released, because if
they were to pose a risk to community safety then they
would not be released by the parole board. So I am
concerned that we may end up with more bills naming
particular prisoners, and I think the government and the
Department of Justice and Regulation need to have a
look at this issue so that the Parliament is not going to
be facing further legislation naming particular
prisoners. That is something I mentioned four years ago
as a possibility, and it is a possibility. It is happening
today as we are debating this particular bill.
The bill that inserted the section that is being amended,
section 74AAA, was introduced by the government in
December 2016 as the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016, which
included the section regarding the non-release of
prisoners who have been convicted and sentenced as a
result of murdering a police officer. The other part of
that bill was regarding prisoners who were not
cooperating with regard to the location of the body of
their victim. That is not relevant to this particular bill
today, but the other section is. The Greens did not
support that legislation, and the reasons were that, as I
said at the time, that legislation set a precedent that the
Greens believe should not be set in the law and in fact
is unnecessary for a number of reasons.
As I said, the previous Parliament spent a lot of time
considering parole and parole reform. As a result of the
Ogloff review and the Callinan review there were a
number of changes made. That particular legislation put
in place a regime that categorised victims, categorised
offenders and took away the discretion of the courts and
the adult parole board to deal with particular
circumstances in every case, and it introduced a type of
mandatory provision that we have always spoken
against. We believe that the judiciary and the adult
parole board should be able to deal with particular
circumstances put in front of them, as they have the
expertise, the experience and all of the information with
regard to particular circumstances in front of them.
I also said that the problem raised by this particular
provision is that it is making a certain category of
offender separate from the rest of the prison population
and a certain category of victim separate from the rest
of the community. It is saying that if a person murders a
police officer they would have a presumption against
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parole, and that would be different from the sentence
for a person who murdered any other person. This is a
difficult area because it categorises people based on
their occupation, notwithstanding that it is a very
serious matter to murder a police officer — and we do
take that seriously, and of course the courts have taken
it seriously because they have imposed life sentences
on people who have murdered police officers. But I
think the point to make is that in the second-reading
speech it is asserted that to murder a police officer is the
worst type of murder.
Well, I am not sure, and particularly in the case of this
particular provision, which also goes to the idea of
being reckless as to whether a police officer may be
murdered, that being reckless as to whether a person is
seriously injured or murdered as a result of your action
is the same as cold, hard premeditation, and I think a
court would normally see a difference between those
two things. I would also say that the murder of a police
person, as serious as it is, should not be held up as
being more serious than the murder of a child, the
murder of your partner, the murder of a young woman
walking home at night through a park or any other
murder. And certainly the provision does not take into
account the circumstances in which the murder was
carried out, which may be cold, hard premeditation;
may be recklessness; or may be more spur of the
moment as opposed to a murder where somebody is,
for example — as horrible as it may be — tortured or
kept in confinement or something over a long period of
time. So this provision that was put in the 2016 bill
raises all these issues that prevent the court from taking
those sorts of circumstances into account.
I agree with Mr O’Donohue that it is unfortunate that
when we have a bill such as this racing through the
Parliament in one week that we do not have a report
from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
to look at. He does make the point that there are two
different statements of compatibility, the one that he
attached to his private members bill and the one that the
government has attached to this. There are two sections
in the bill, subsections (4) and (5) of new
section 74AB — the section on Mr Minogue — that
say the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
does not apply to those sections. There is no response
from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
as to those provisions.
I have said in this place many times that we should not
be considering bills, particularly bills with very obvious
human rights implications, in the absence of a report.
This bill could very well pass through this Parliament
this week, and that there is no report from the
committee on this bill is really unacceptable. I know the
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concern is that the prisoner in question may be released
by the parole board. I think that is highly unlikely.
Given the considerations that the parole board has to
take into account on any application, I do not see how
this prisoner would be able to satisfy those
considerations. If that is not the case, then the
government has a problem with the provisions, and I
think that is what needs to be looked at very seriously.
There are some other provisions in the bill over and
above the statements in the provisions of the bill with
regard to the non-application of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities. There is one that did jump
out at me, and that is in terms of proposed new
section 74AAA(2) and the board having regard to
evidence led at the trial. It may be of course that some
evidence led at the trial may or may not have been
deemed by the judicial officer to be admissible. That is
not clarified in the bill. A lot of evidence can be led at a
trial and some of it can be deemed by the judicial
officer to not be admissible. I would like to talk about
that particular issue as well.
I have not had the opportunity to really consider
whether this substitution of section 74AAA is going to
amend the problem as the government sees it, because
we certainly do not see the same problem. There is also
no report from the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee to give us some guidance. That committee
provides the Parliament with excellent guidance on
these issues, but we do not have that before us. Those
are the concerns that the Greens have with the bill
before us today, and I look forward to some questioning
of the government with regard to those provisions in the
committee stage.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (11:06) — On
behalf of the government, in speaking on this bill I
would like to say that we very much appreciate the
cooperation of all parties and all members of this
chamber in expediting this particular bill. This bill is
necessary for a number of reasons. I do not think it is
just necessary for Minogue’s case; it is also a response
to a High Court ruling which we found quite strange,
but we respect their role.
Taking up and accepting to some degree part of
Ms Pennicuik’s contribution that maybe there should be
consideration of other horrible acts that have been
initiated on innocent people, I would say that people
being targeted because of the job they do does make a
difference. Thinking about the Russell Street bombing,
that was an act that was just aimed at a number of
people because of the job they do. I have a close family
member that has been in Victoria Police for decades,
but no-one can ever put themselves in the shoes of a
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family that has lost someone who went to work and
was targeted to be killed because of the job they do. I
would never pretend to be able to do that, but as I said, I
have a close family member that has been a member of
VicPol for decades, so I think I can try to do that. I
cannot do it, but I can try to.
This bill is necessary. Our job as legislators is to
respond to community standards and respond to
expectations from these particular workers that have a
job to do. In saying these workers have a job to do,
these particular men and women are actually called
upon from time to time to do heroic acts on behalf of all
of us. What we are doing today, all of us, is not a heroic
act. None of the people on this side of the chamber, and
most of those in this chamber, think that we are being
heroes because we are responding to a High Court
ruling that gave the potential to break the expectations
of Victoria Police and the expectations of the
community. But if you listened to Mr O’Donohue,
there was a lot of talk about himself and what he did on
this issue. There was a lot of ‘Me, me, blah, blah’ in his
contribution. Mr O’Donohue, you are not a hero in this
instance. No-one is a hero in this instance. We need to
do a job and fulfil the expectations of the brave men
and women who from time to time have to be heroes.
Once again, I commend this bill to the house. I
commend the people who put the work into it and have
been able to get it here in an expedient fashion. I also
want to again thank everyone in this chamber for
affording agreement for this bill to be debated
expediently.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (11:11) — It
gives me actually no pleasure to be here to have to
discuss this bill today, because we really should not be
here doing it. Again it shows how out of touch the
judiciary is, that we are now worrying about words like
‘reckless’ as explained in the bill:
… knew that it was probable that the death of, or really
serious injury to, a police officer would be caused by the
conduct …

of the person. Really? He let off a bomb outside the
main police station in Melbourne, Victoria. If that is not
reckless or if that is not at least having a reasonable idea
that you are going to kill or seriously injure a police
officer, I really do not know what is.
But this bill is not about Craig Minogue; it is actually
about Angela Rose Taylor, 24274, whose conduct that
day that earnt her being murdered was going to lunch.
She was crossing the road outside the Russell Street
police station. A number of other people were killed
there. What was this for? As I understand it, going back
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to my memories, it was a distraction for something else
they wanted to do. They wanted the police to be over
there instead of looking at an armed robbery, or
something like that, I believe it was. It was a while ago,
and yes, I am that old.
Let us also remember that this character, who could be
eligible for parole because the High Court decided that
‘reckless’ did not involve letting off a bomb outside a
police station, also murdered a fellow prisoner in 1988,
for which he received no extra time. So now we are not
talking about a single murderer; we are talking about a
double murderer. It blows my mind that we are here
time and time again just fixing up these little things. I
am not blaming governments. There seems to be this
desire to let people that kill people or mass numbers of
people out of jail.
I am just going to make a comment about something
the Greens said. All murderers are bad — definitely.
All murderers, in my opinion, should get life without
parole. But we also must look at the deliberate murder
of a police officer. It is not just a murder of the person
in that uniform; it is the attack on the uniform and it is
an attack on the state. That is why there should be a
higher penalty. It is not because their life is worth any
more, even though, as Mr Leane pointed out, they are
the heroes. They are the ones that run towards the
trouble that we run from. The bottom line is that this is
about protecting the protectors. I hope as a result of this
that Mr Minogue dies in prison and gets carried out in a
box.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (11:14) — I rise
to make my contribution to the bill, and in doing so
note that what is being debated here today is only being
debated due to the incompetence of the Andrews Labor
government. I want to congratulate Mr O’Donohue for
his private members bill. Had the government passed it
in the last sitting week before the winter recess, we
would not be here today debating this bill, because
certainty would have been provided to the Victorian
community that Craig Minogue would not be released
from prison. There would be no opportunity for Craig
Minogue to be released from prison, because he would
have been named in a piece of legislation that would
have ensured that that was not possible.
We do know that it is through the direct incompetence
of this government that the possibility of Craig
Minogue attaining parole is still a reality in the world
today, because this government chose in the first
instance to pass a piece of legislation that had a massive
loophole in it. We on this side of the house recognised
that and made sure that the government was aware of it,
but still with the arrogance of this government it
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pressed ahead even knowing that in the Knight case a
test of that particular law had been upheld by the courts.
It was found that if that bill had been replicated with
Craig Minogue, he would not have had the capacity to
apply for parole. That is why we are here debating this
bill.
I certainly echo the sentiments of Mr Bourman when he
said that the murder of a police officer is more than the
death of that individual person, as tragic, horrendous
and horrible as that is. The murder of a police officer is
not just the murder of that one person; it is an attack on
Victoria Police as a whole, and I would certainly
contend that it is an attack on the very fabric of our
society, because it is the police, that thin blue line, who
keep our community safe, and anybody who is going to
attack those who protect us is attacking the very heart
of our community.
The incompetence of this government does indeed
know no bounds. That is more than evident when we
consider that Craig Minogue is able to release audio
statements through Twitter to a worldwide audience, so
whoever wants to listen to that has the capacity to do
so. Why one would want to, one would have to very
seriously question. The incompetence of the Minister
for Corrections is shown in her refusing to stop this
occurring and rather just making statements about
people needing to reflect upon whether or not this is an
appropriate thing to do. No, Minister, it is your job to
control the behaviour of prisoners. It is your job to
make sure that they are not doing things that are
inappropriate, and it is entirely inappropriate for a
murderer, whilst in custody, to be able to make
statements and then have them broadcast to the whole
world.
The minister has made statements saying that no
prisoner has access to the internet and no prisoner has
access to Twitter. I am not sure the minister can
actually give that assurance, because prisoners are not
supposed to have drugs in prison either and we know
from the seizures that occur in prisons that there are
drugs in prisons. Despite the fact that they should not
be there, they are there. So how can the minister give us
the assurance that no prisoner has access to the internet?
Mobile phones are not supposed to be in prisons, yet
we often hear of mobile phones being seized from
inside prisons.
We should not have to debate the bill we are debating
today, because this should have been resolved many,
many weeks ago. It is an important point that needs to
be made that naming an individual in a piece of
legislation is a step that needs to be considered very
carefully, because naming an individual is something
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that should be done only in the gravest of
circumstances. However, this situation is extremely
grave. It is a very grave circumstance that we find
ourselves in with this particular matter, and to give
certainty to the community, to give certainty to the
Taylor family and to give certainty to Victoria Police
and all of our serving men and women that this
despicable act by this criminal will be taken very
seriously and his future will only ever be inside a prison
cell, is incredibly important. The community deserves
that certainty, and this sends a very clear message that if
you are going to kill a police officer you should remain
behind bars for the rest of your life.
There is a certain irony when we consider what is
currently happening in police cells across Victoria. This
government has failed to plan to have enough space in
our lock-ups to ensure that there is enough space to
hold everybody who should be in there, because we
know from recent media reports that police cells are
very close to, if not at, capacity and that there is no
more space for criminals and accused persons to be
remanded.
I know in Ballarat there is no space for people who
have been charged with incredibly serious offences.
There was an offence of a double police car ramming in
Ballarat just recently. A police car ramming is a
shocking crime and one about which this government
have sat on their hands and refused to act on. Again,
Mr O’Donohue had a private members bill that was
going to address the scourge of police car rammings
that we have seen arise across the state but particularly
in Ballarat. There have been far too many incidents of
police car rammings in Ballarat, and again if you are
found guilty of ramming a police car you should
absolutely go to jail — it should not be maybe. You
must go to jail. Under the legislation that was passed in
this place, if you ram a police car you might go to jail.
You might go to jail, because the Labor-Greens
coalition did not support tougher mandatory sentences
for people who choose to ram police cars. That is what
should have passed this place, because we do need to
send a very strong message to people who choose to
ram police cars.
One can only surmise that the massive increase in
police car rammings we have seen across our state has
been the result of a very determined tactic of criminals.
Criminals have decided that on the balance of
consequence and outcome it is better to ram a police car
and try and get away than to stop for the police or avoid
them in another way. This is a very, very scary tactic. It
is a shocking, disgraceful and dangerous tactic that
these criminals have chosen to undertake. It is one that
is again an attack on the very fabric of our society,
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because if you are going to attack the police then you
are attacking the protectors. You are attacking those
people who keep our communities safe, who keep our
community protected from these heinous crimes that
these criminals choose to commit. It is something that
should have a mandatory jail sentence attached to it,
and it does not as a result of the soft-on-crime
Labor-Greens coalition. That is the only way that one
can describe it.
The good people of Victoria should reflect upon this.
They have a choice when it comes to the election this
year, and that is the choice between two coalitions — a
strong, stable, tough-on-crime Liberal-Nationals
coalition or an ice injecting room, rorting Labor and
Greens coalition — because that is the choice that
Victorians are going to be faced with when it comes to
the election this year. It is one that I would certainly
encourage people to think very carefully about.
But back to the bill. This bill is one that is entirely
necessary. We should not be debating it now. There
should already be a law. It should have been debated
back when the private members bill was introduced in
2016 — two years ago this should have been passed. It
should be on the statute books. There should be
certainty in the community so that people in the
community know that Mr Minogue has no possibility
of parole — no chance of getting out of jail at all.
Unfortunately that is not the case due to the inaction of
this government. That is shameful and disgraceful, but
it is not surprising from this soft-on-crime government.
I understand there will be many questions for the
minister in the committee, and that is the appropriate
place for the minister to explain the many failings of
this bill and why we have got to where we have got to. I
am sure Mr Finn is going to make some contribution to
this particular bill once I complete my contribution in
just a few moments. I do look forward to the committee
stage and the minister, hopefully, having some
reasonable responses to the many questions that I am
sure will be posed at that time.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (11:27) — I rise
this morning to speak on the Corrections Amendment
(Parole) Bill 2018. We keep in mind of course that this
bill I suppose had its genesis on 27 March 1986, when a
car bomb went off outside Russell Street police station,
injuring and maiming a number of people. One young
constable, 21-year-old Angela Rose Taylor, was injured
fatally, and she passed away some weeks later, on
20 April, as a result of the injuries incurred on that
particular day.
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Craig Minogue was tried and convicted of that crime. I
have my own views on what should have happened to
Minogue, but certainly he should stay in jail for the rest
of his days. I would hope that he will not have all that
many days left, but he should never walk free again as a
result of what was in fact an act of terrorism. This was
an act of terrorism against the state of Victoria, against
the people of Victoria and against Victoria Police.
Minogue clearly wanted to kill and maim as many
people as he possibly could. He may well have been
very disappointed when only one officer was killed. He
is the lowest form of life, to have committed such an
act, and the family of Constable Angela Taylor will
hopefully get some consolation from the fact that many
millions of Victorians feel for them and feel very
strongly that Craig Minogue should never be allowed
out of prison again.
As I said, Angela Taylor was a 21-year-old woman.
She had her life ahead of her. She was a constable of
Victoria Police. Most 21-year-olds are excited about the
future; they have much to live for. When we look at
what happened some 30 years ago — 32 years ago
now — we keep Angela Taylor in mind and consider
what she would have done over those years. She may
have married. She may in fact have been a mother. She
may have advanced her career in Victoria Police to a
significant rank. She may have been a tremendous
contributor to her community. All of that was stolen
from her and from us on that dreadful, dreadful day in
1986, when this creature, Minogue, exploded that bomb
outside Russell Street police headquarters.
As I said earlier, it clearly was an act of terrorism. My
views on what should happen to terrorists are quite
public. I think they have been stated on the record a
number of times. I think we should have the death
penalty for terrorists, and certainly in this particular
situation Minogue would qualify for that penalty if I
had my way.
Nonetheless, we have this legislation here today. It is a
bit odd, I have to say, that we had legislation from
Mr O’Donohue some two years ago that would have
done pretty much the same thing as what this bill does;
however, the government of the day — this
government, the Andrews Socialist Left government —
decided not to debate that bill and has brought forward
its own, absolutely contradicting the reasons that it used
at the time for not debating Mr O’Donohue’s bill,
which was largely that you cannot name a person in
legislation.
What have they done in this legislation? They have
named Craig Minogue. I do not have any problems
with naming Craig Minogue. I think the name Craig
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Minogue is something that should be remembered. It
should be vilified across the state and indeed across the
nation, but for the government to reject debating
Mr O’Donohue’s legislation on the basis that Craig
Minogue was named and then to bring in legislation
urgently that we have to race through that does exactly
the same thing as Mr O’Donohue’s did is, I think,
indicative of a government that quite frankly has no
idea what it is doing when it comes to law and order.
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Mr FINN — Indeed we did, Mr Ondarchie.
Mr O’Donohue tried to do just that, and we have had to
go through a period of time where the family of
Constable Taylor lived with the possibility — the very
real possibility up until now — that he may have been
released, and that in itself is pretty disgraceful. We
should be considering the family of Constable Taylor
uppermost —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.

Mr Morris — Do you know what the minister
called him? Dr Minogue.
Mr FINN — ‘Dr Minogue’, yes. I noticed the
minister called him ‘Dr Minogue’. He ain’t no doctor.
He is a lot of things, but he is not a doctor. He is a
filthy, vile scumbag in my view, and I hope, given that
he seems to have access to every form of
communication known to man, that he is watching this
today. And if he is, I send him a message: I hope you
rot in hell.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — Well, look, Minister, he may well,
because he seems to have access to the internet, he
seems to have access to Twitter, he seems to have
access to everything but Hollywood movie studios, and
that is something in itself that the government has to
answer for — that these sorts of vile creatures are
allowed what could be described as comforts, I
suppose. Certainly in a just corrections environment
that would not be the case, but justice and this
government are a very, very long way away from each
other — a long, long way apart.
We have this legislation now, and as Mr O’Donohue
and Mr Morris have both said, it is legislation that the
opposition supports. It is legislation, as I said, that
should have gone through this house two years ago —
two and a half years ago in fact, when Mr O’Donohue
introduced his legislation. It is hard to understand why
the government took the attitude that it did apart from
basic petty politics, which seems to be really the only
thing that this government is good at — petty politics.
Mr Morris — Politics before people.
Mr FINN — As Mr Morris says, they do put
politics before people on every occasion, and they have
done it again now. It concerns me that the delay in this
legislation must have caused some distress to the family
of Constable Taylor. The prospect of Minogue being
released is something that should have been knocked on
the head a long, long time ago.
Mr Ondarchie — We tried to do it.

Mr FINN — and indeed, as Mr Ondarchie says, put
the victims and indeed their families first. Instead we
refer to this Minogue creature as ‘Dr Minogue’ — well,
we do not; the government does — and that pretty
much sickens me, I have to say.
I heard Ms Pennicuik mention earlier that this
legislation may be the precursor to future legislation
where there may be other prisoners who face the same
fate as Minogue. I say, well, if that is the case, so be it.
If a government has a responsibility to keep somebody
in jail permanently, then that government should
exercise that responsibility. The government has a job
to do. I do not necessarily think that this legislation sets
any sort of precedent, but the fact of the matter is that if
somebody needs to be kept in jail to protect the
community then they should be kept in jail. That is
what jails are for. That is why we have laws. That is
why we have a degree of justice, anyway, in Victoria at
the moment. It is about community protection, and to
have people like Minogue walking the streets puts that
protection at risk. If there are others in the future, as
Ms Pennicuik suggests, so be it. The Guy government
after November, I am sure, will take its responsibilities
in this matter very seriously indeed, and I would be
obviously very supportive of Premier Guy and his
cabinet if they were to take the view that some others
needed to be locked up to protect the community.
This bill does that. It protects the community, but as I
say, it is something that should have happened two
years ago. This whole concept of Minogue being
released on parole is something that should not have
occupied our minds for any more than about
15 seconds. It should have been put away a long, long
time ago, and it is a very sad indictment of this
government that at the last minute we have them trying
to rush this through the Parliament this week when, as I
say, it should have been done a long time ago.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — Well, the Labor spin masters are
capable of anything, as we have seen from
Mr Dalidakis’ EFTPOS machine to Daniel Andrews’
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red shirt rorts. The spin masters are capable of anything.
What they will come up with in regard to this
legislation is anybody’s guess, but the fact is this whole
matter has been allowed to go for two years longer than
was necessary. It has for two years caused distress to
the family of Constable Taylor, and that is something
that the government should be ashamed of, if indeed the
government is capable of shame at all.
In closing my remarks I would just like to pay my
respects to Constable Taylor and indeed to every police
officer who has died in the line of duty over the period
of Victoria’s history. If anybody has a spare moment —
and I doubt that we will for the next 121 days — it is
worth visiting the Victoria Police memorial down on
St Kilda Road, which remembers each and every police
officer who has given his or her life in the line of duty.
It is a sobering place. It reminds us of what really is
important and of what really matters. I salute those
police officers who have given their lives, but I also
salute every police officer that is out there every day
risking his or her life to protect us, because without
them this society, this community would be a vastly
different place — an horrendous place — a place of
even more violence and of even more disaster than we
have seen over recent years. I support this bill and I
trust, even if it is two years late, that it does have a
speedy passage.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:42) —
I too rise to speak on the Corrections Amendment
(Parole) Bill 2018. In hearing Mr Finn’s concluding
remarks I am reminded of the occasions that I have
with other colleagues — Mr O’Donohue, the Leader of
the Opposition and others — attended those blue ribbon
memorial service days at the police memorial in
St Kilda Road which, as Mr Finn does highlight, is a
very sobering memorial for those police men and
women who have died in the line of duty. It is the
reason we are discussing this bill today, because it was
Constable Angela Taylor who tragically died on
20 April 1986 after the police headquarters at Russell
Street was car bombed by Craig Minogue. In the
horrendous bombing that occurred there were some 22
other people who were injured.
I note that in sentencing Craig Minogue, Justice
Vincent said, and I quote:
… this event involved the commission of one of the most
serious criminal actions ever to take place in this community.

And he said:
It is clear that in your hatred and contempt for this society and
its institutions, you, Mr Taylor, and you, Mr Minogue,
participated in behaviour recognised in so many other parts of
the world as an act of war.
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This is really at the heart of this horrendous activity that
went on 32 years ago, and I certainly remember it. I had
just finished my nurse training and I remember it very,
very clearly, because I knew the impact that it would
have on so many people in both the public health
system and also, obviously and tragically, those police
men and women who were serving at the time. It still
ricochets to this day, and we are still discussing this
horrendous crime. That is the case for this bill, but it
was Mr O’Donohue who highlighted this issue on
7 December 2016 when he introduced his private
members bill. The overview of the bill was to amend
the Corrections Act 1986 to limit the circumstances in
which the Adult Parole Board of Victoria may order the
release on parole of Craig Minogue, who was convicted
of that horrendous murder from the Russell Street
bombing and sentenced to life imprisonment with a
non-parole period of 28 years.
That, as other members have said, was two years ago.
Of course in trying to play catch-up politics again the
government rushed a bill in, and it was a flawed bill. It
was questioned by the High Court, and all the legalities
that have stemmed from that have been shown up. It
indicates again just how inadequate the government’s
response has been in law and order on so many issues
and where they have played catch-up time and time
again. We have had a number of private members bills
in here, including one similar to this one — a very
important bill — and one that should have been passed
over two years ago. The government should not have
been playing politics with it. In their belligerent status
they wanted to put, as others have said, politics before
people, and they botched it. They are very good at
botching it; they have done it time and time again with
so many other issues. But it was Mr O’Donohue who
took the initiative in highlighting this issue and
addressing it and introducing the private members bill
into this place. The arrogance of the government to
disregard it just stems in so many forms from their
actions on so many other issues, as I have said.
Mr O’Donohue has put in a number of other private
member bills — making police car rammings an
offence; no body, no parole, just to name a few — and
again the government has played catch-up and
followed. They are so behind on community
expectations, and the community is awake to this. The
government are now trying to be tough on law and
order and they will try and take credit for this bill going
through. They should be putting people before their
political actions. They should have put this bill through
two years ago, and it just beggars belief how misguided
they are trying to come late to the party on the eve of an
election to try and con the Victorian community into
thinking they are tough on crime. They have been
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hopeless. You have been absolutely inadequate in your
responses to community expectations. That is why we
have introduced so many private members bills to deal
with these issues. Again you are still in denial about so
many issues, including youth gangs and crimes.
Everybody knows that there are gangs in the Victorian
community that are causing very serious crimes.
An honourable member — Daniel Andrews
doesn’t.
Ms CROZIER — Well, Daniel Andrews is trying
to hide from the truth in a number of areas, and it is in
this area as well.
An honourable member — Yes. He doesn’t like
the truth much.
Ms CROZIER — No, he doesn’t like the truth, and
he has been exposed for the flawed Premier that he is.
In fact, he has been a disgrace. He should hang his head
in shame because of the way he has overseen this
government rorting the Victorian taxpayer. You know,
trying to send the rorts to the High Court again,
spending $1 million to prevent the Ombudsman
investigating your behaviour — the behaviour of 21 of
your MPs that have been caught up in this rorts scheme.
It is an absolute disgrace, and I hear that in question
time today he is still denying the facts in so many areas
where he should come clean with the truth. As
Victorians know, he cannot lie straight in bed.
To get back to this very important debate — I do not
want to deviate with the concerns of the Premier today
because it is far too important a debate to get into that
side of things — this is about protecting the Victorian
community. As Mr O’Donohue and others have said, of
course we will be supporting this bill. Mr O’Donohue
was the key architect of the first bill, which this one
mimics, and we need to get it through speedily, but it
has been another demonstration of how hopeless in the
management of priorities this government has been.
They have taken over two years to bring this important
legislation back, and they have come in this week
expecting us to rush things through. They have been
hopeless with the government business program. We
will be sitting on Fridays and we sat on Saturday in the
last sitting week because this government have got their
priorities all wrong. They are putting through bills that
have not protected the community. They are putting
bills through for their own political expediency. This
bill should have been drafted earlier — actually,
Mr O’Donohue’s bill should have been supported back
in December of 2016.
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As I said, the government has been really slow and it
just has not understood the community’s expectations
when it comes to a whole range of issues in dealing
with crime. We have seen that with the reversal of the
juvenile bail laws and the terrible circumstances in
which we find ourselves with youth crime out of
control. We have got some very serious issues going on
in youth justice. The minister herself a few years ago
described the supermax as being a Don Dale. This
week it has been exposed again, just the conditions that
are prevailing in the youth justice system, where youth
justice rehabilitation and education for young offenders
is not even happening.
To say that the youth justice system is working is a
complete farce, and the minister knows and Victorians
know that she has failed dismally in her ability to
manage the youth justice system. We have had multiple
very serious situations which have come out of both
Parkville and Malmsbury, and of course we have seen
what has been revealed in the media this week in terms
of Grevillea and some of those issues that have
occurred under her watch. Again, there have been
rushed decisions and botched legal actions. Again it just
shows how out of depth both Minister Tierney and
Minister Mikakos have been when it comes to dealing
with these very serious and important law and order
issues for the state of Victoria.
Quite frankly, Victorians deserve better than that. They
actually want to feel that the community is safe. The
first responsibility of any government is to keep their
citizens safe. This government has failed in that. The
perception and the reality out there are that there are
some very serious offences going on and this
government has not had any ability to handle them.
This bill is coming into the house for debate today at
this late time after the initial awareness of what was
going on with Craig Minogue. I note, as I think
Mr Finn said, it was the minister who referred to Craig
Minogue as ‘Dr’ Craig Minogue. In fact I will just
quote from her second-reading speech:
The main purpose of the bill is to enhance community safety
by clarifying the application of the strict parole laws for
prisoners convicted of murdering a police officer, including
the prisoner Dr Craig Minogue.

Again:
The government will ensure that Dr Minogue and other
prisoners who murder police officers are not released on
parole.

He does not deserve that degree of recognition. He is an
absolute, horrendous criminal, and you give him the
dignity of that. How unedifying and how disrespectful
to the family. Constable Angela Taylor’s family have
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had to wait for over two years for you to get your act
together, and then you call him ‘Dr’ Craig Minogue.
Minister, you should be hanging your head in shame, as
you are now. Well, you can look at me. Yes, good,
because it is so disrespectful to Constable Taylor and
her family and friends and indeed every serving
Victorian police officer to see that you have given him
that title, when he went on and did, as I described it,
that horrendous premeditated bombing, took out the
Russell Street headquarters and maimed, injured and
caused so much trauma to the victims of that crime.
Again, it is symptomatic of you and this government:
you do not understand the impact on victims; you never
put victims first. We have seen that in so many
instances. Again you have tried to use this for political
expediency. You have tried to use it to say that you are
strong on crime, tough on crime, whereas in actual fact
Victorians know that you have been hopelessly
pathetic, and that is why we have a crime crisis. That is
why you botched the first bill. You tried to rush it
through and you have not understood the implications,
with more taxpayers money going out the window with
your decisions that have been absolutely inept.
Minister, I think it is quite extraordinary that you do not
have the grace or the dignity to acknowledge the work
that has been done by Mr O’Donohue on behalf of all
Victorians. He did the work. This was modelled on the
Julian Knight legislation of the former coalition
government, and now you are claiming what is almost
identical. It is extraordinary that you will not even have
the grace or dignity to acknowledge the work of
Mr O’Donohue. I am sure you will not do so in your
summing up speech. You will just claim it all as your
great idea and that you are the first to understand and
acknowledge it. Well, you should be doing the right
thing and acknowledging to all Victorians the
horrendous crime that occurred in 1986 that killed
Constable Angela Taylor, that you rushed in the first
instance to get this legislation in and got it wrong, and
then have been so slow to get it right and you have
brought it in now on the eve of an election.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Well, Ms Shing, you come in
and interrupt. Minister Tierney needs to understand and
give that acknowledgement to Mr O’Donohue in
relation to —
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I am going to take my 1 minute
and 38 seconds that I have got left to acknowledge the
work of police officers. You just might not understand
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the work that they do on the front line, but your
government has been absolutely hopeless in
acknowledging the crime crisis that has existed and the
police officers, both men and women, who are doing
extraordinary work on behalf of all Victorians.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Well, you know what? You have
got your head in the sand because the reality in the
community is that there are many, many people who
are victims of very serious crimes, and you are denying
the fact that serious offences have risen. In fact, crime
under Daniel Andrews has risen by over 10 per cent.
You are in complete denial, and that is why you are in
trouble and you bring in this important bill.
I am not going to waste time. In the last few seconds, I
just want to again acknowledge and pay my respects to
the Taylor family. I, too, like others, am absolutely
disappointed that it has taken over two years for this
hopeless government to get this important legislation
through the house to ensure that Craig Minogue is
never released from prison.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (11:57) —
I will make some summation remarks, but before I do
so I would like to extend my thoughts and condolences
to Angela Taylor’s family and friends, and also indicate
that my thoughts are absolutely with all of those who
were injured and with the families and friends of those
who were injured, who were impacted as well, as a
result of what occurred on Russell Street outside police
headquarters.
The objective of the bill is to ensure that any
prisoner — including the prisoner Craig Minogue —
who is convicted of murdering a police officer is denied
parole except in very restrictive circumstances. As
members are aware, this bill responds to a decision of
the High Court challenge brought by Craig Minogue.
The government was obviously disappointed with the
High Court’s decision. It was not consistent with the
intent behind our parole regime. The High Court
handed down its decision on 20 June this year, and the
government said publicly that it would introduce
legislation to address the decision in the next sitting
week of Parliament, and this is what it has done. The
government’s bill sends a clear message that the murder
of a police officer — someone who serves and protects
our community and risks their life to do so — is the
most serious example of the most serious crime.
Opposition members today have claimed that the
government could have simply backed its parole bill in
2016. This is wrong. The opposition’s bill was
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introduced into Parliament on 23 November 2016. This
was before the High Court upheld similar legislation
which applies to Julian Knight. That decision of the
High Court, which found the legislation constitutionally
valid, was not handed down until 17 August 2017. The
opposition’s bill, we believe, is flawed in that it would
have done only half the job. Its only purpose was to
amend the Corrections Act 1986 to name Craig
Minogue. The opposition’s bill did nothing else. The
opposition’s bill did not allow for other prisoners who
kill police — murderers. Unlike the government’s bill,
the opposition’s bill was not concerned generally about
the safety of police officers in the crucial work they do
to keep our community safe. The opposition’s bill was
all about political pointscoring and had nothing to do
with addressing the issue at hand, which is ensuring a
tough parole regime for people convicted of killing
police officers. Our bill by contrast is comprehensive.
Opposition members have raised the issue of this
statement of compatibility for this bill. The statement of
compatibility considers that the bill limits rights in the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. This is
based on European and international jurisprudence,
noting that the Minogue High Court decision —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.
This is the appropriate time to go to questions without
notice.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Australian Paper Maryvale mill
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:00) — My
question is for the minister representing the Minister for
Planning. On 2 May this year the minister made a
determination that an environment effects statement
(EES) was not required for the Australian Paper energy
from waste project as described in the referral made on
22 March 2018. It appears that the decision is narrowly
confined to the plant itself even though the referral
makes clear that this is a critical step in ensuring a
long-term future for the entire Maryvale mill site — a
mill that has guaranteed supply of native forest to make
Reflex copy paper till 2030. Even by itself the project
risks having significant adverse environmental and
health impacts and is so large that it will act as a block
against more sustainable options for reducing and
recycling waste in Victoria. The company’s plans for
biomanufacturing also require inclusion in the
assessment. Will the minister reconsider his decision
and determine that an EES must be required to assess
the environmental effects of this referral given the
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evidence that there is a risk of detrimental
environmental impacts?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:01) — I thank the member for her
question and for using the full minute to ask all of it. On
behalf of my colleague the Minister for Planning in the
other place I will take that question on notice and seek a
response for you.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:02) — Thank
you, Minister. My supplementary question is: in
reconsidering the decision, will the minister take into
account Australian Paper’s publicly funded $7.5 million
feasibility study, which remains unpublished but is due
for completion in June and is jointly paid for by the
Victorian and commonwealth governments and the
company, given that the government has not finalised
an energy from waste policy for the state as yet?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:02) — I thank the member for her
supplementary question and again will refer that to the
minister in the other place.

VicForests
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:02) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
can you confirm if it is true that VicForests have failed
to gain Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) certification
for controlled wood for a third time due to
non-conformances and advise what those
non-conformances are?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:03) — I thank Ms Dunn for her question.
VicForests, as Ms Dunn knows, do not have FSC
certification and continue to seek that level of
certification. It is something that VicForests have been
working towards for some time, and they will continue
to do so.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:03) — Thank
you, Minister. My supplementary question is: given
that they have failed to get that certification, what are
the consequences for the failure to gain FSC in terms of
customers like Bunnings, which are relying on sourcing
FSC-certified products to supply their Kaboodle
Victorian ash benchtop range and other trim and
beading products so they can avoid controversy and
public boycott?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:04) — The attainment of FSC certification, or
indeed other certification standards that exist for forest
products, is a desirable thing to achieve market access.
Whether it be for paper products or for building
construction products, this is something that some
consumers will find desirable and it will inform their
purchasing preferences, as indeed will the standards
that apply in other countries where many of our timber
products are imported from. As with so many different
areas — and I am reminded of a chicken I met last
week in an egg production facility in Shepparton the
other day — the preferences of consumers are many
and varied, and different consumers will have different
ethical considerations that they weigh when considering
their own purchase choices.

Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:05) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, today’s Age newspaper has detailed
the rape of a child in the youth justice system who was
in a double-bunk cell. On 1 January 2017 in response to
calls for double-bunking young offenders you tweeted,
and I quote:
And when they assaulted and raped each other, what then,
Ruth? You don’t care about the obvious risks.

Minister, given you knew about the obvious risks of
assaults and rapes why did you allow this
double-bunking to occur?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:06) — Thank you very much to
Ms Crozier for that question. She has quoted me from a
tweet in a different context in relation to a very different
matter.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — Settle down and let me answer.
First of all in relation to the matter that the member is
referring to, she has asked questions about this matter in
the house and I have provided responses to her in
relation to that matter, and I reiterate today that I am
unable to provide comment on individual matters
involving young people in youth justice centres. I am
also unable to comment on allegations that may be
subject to an internal review and/or a police
investigation. It is important that any review or
investigation is not prejudiced by public comment.
Now, Ms Crozier, you might be interested in playing
politics on serious issues, and others might be interested
in selling newspapers, but my interest is to see justice
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being served. And I will not say anything in relation to
a matter —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is way too
much noise from the opposition. I noticed that there are
interjections to the effect that the minister is not
addressing the question. Can I remind the house that
there was a significant preamble to this question which
actually did go to the incident that the minister is
talking to now. I would hope and I have the
expectation, as does the house, that the minister will get
to the specific question, but the preamble has allowed
her to make the comments she is making, and she
deserves to be heard in silence.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. Just in
relation to that, as I said, I am not going to say anything
in this place that is going to potentially compromise
justice being served in this matter. I just want to make
the point that certain matters that the member has
alleged in relation to this, that have also been asserted
now in a number of media reports, are factually
incorrect, and that will become apparent in the course
of time.
Can I come now to the issue of double-bunking,
because the member has made a number of assertions
in that respect. I think it is important that the member
understands that room share has been around for a long
time. It existed under the previous minister and the
previous government, and it has been there for a
number of years. It is a very small option that is
available in the total system. There are very few shared
accommodation rooms in our youth justice centres, and
they are used for a very small proportion of young
people. In fact it was a recommendation of the
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody report that found that for
Aboriginal young people room sharing can positively
contribute to an Aboriginal young person’s safety in
custody and where appropriate should be encouraged as
a positive cultural support mechanism. So that has been
used from time to time in relation to trying to provide a
supportive environment for young people. But there is a
process that is followed in relation to these matters, and
for operational reasons I cannot go into the detail of that
other than just to say that obviously the suitability of
young people must be considered in relation to these
matters. Our government has also implemented a new
custodial classification placement service to ensure that
young offenders are placed at appropriate security
levels.
To come back to the context in which Ms Crozier is
seeking to misquote me, when we lost 60 beds at
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Parkville it was in fact the Human Rights Law Centre
that was asserting that somehow there were magical
beds somewhere at the back of Bourke — Area 51 —
where we could have placed these young people. I
made the point to her and others that the only option
effectively that they were advocating for was
widespread room sharing. That is what they were
advocating for, and that obviously presented risks in
terms of taking away the ability to consider the
suitability of anybody in that type of accommodation.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I would ask
you to refrain from pointing. If you must point, point at
me, and you will get an appropriate facial expression
that will help you to desist.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:11) —
Yes, I notice the minister is very testy about this issue.
Nevertheless, I have a supplementary. Minister, in 2017
you opposed double-bunking; yesterday you had no
apologies about your management of youth justice,
including using double-bunking despite the obvious
risks. How do you explain your complete hypocrisy in
doing a 180-degree turn in just over a year?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:11) — Actually I have been absolutely
consistent in this matter. I stand by the comments that I
made to the Human Rights Law Centre. They were
advocating for a situation that would have put their
clients at risk, and in fact they threatened me with
defamation because I pointed that out to them and that
they needed to consider the best interests of their
clients. They were arguing for a situation that would
have put their clients at greater risk. We took the
necessary steps to make sure that there was a safe
environment for young people and staff and the
community at Grevillea, and I stand by the decision in
establishing that facility.
Now, if Ms Wooldridge had acted on an Ombudsman’s
report, had acted on a master plan, none of that would
have happened. We would not have had an escape from
Malmsbury if you had built Malmsbury properly,
Ms Wooldridge. But in fact all you did was build a
gingerbread house at Malmsbury. We have had to go
and fix that up as well. You have left an absolute mess
in the youth justice system.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, thank you.
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Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:13) —
My question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, can you confirm that in each and
every case a panel meets to discuss whether youth
justice offenders are suitable to be double-bunked?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:13) — Again, I have explained to the
member that there is a process that is followed in
relation to suitability. I have explained in the previous
answer that I am not going to go into the details of
operational matters, but there is a process that is
followed, and it was a process and a policy that in fact
was in place when Mary Wooldridge was the
minister — the same process. So we are constantly
reviewing our systems and processes to ensure they
meet the changing demands of young people in our
youth justice system and to ensure the safety of
everybody involved.
Now, Ms Crozier might want to play politics with this
situation. I have already explained that I am not going
to say anything in this place that will compromise
justice being served. You can come in here and make
any assertions that you like, but we will take the steps
necessary to ensure that Victoria Police can conduct
their police investigation without undue interference.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:15) —
Minister, I am incredulous at your answers this
morning, but nevertheless: why isn’t an assessment
undertaken for anyone that is to be double-bunked?
Ms Mikakos — What’s that?
Ms CROZIER — Why isn’t an assessment
undertaken for double-bunking to occur?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:15) — Clearly Ms Crozier is very
confused here. She is making assertions in relation to
this matter, and I have already explained that there is a
process that is followed — one that existed when Mary
Wooldridge was in fact the minister. These are
longstanding arrangements. It is sad to see that she has
now come around to the Human Rights Law Centre’s
view of the world. She has come in here and now she is
being their advocate. Yesterday she was sounding like
the Greens party. Today she is advocating for the
Human Rights Law Centre and suggesting that
somehow room-sharing should have been a blanket
approach rather than us establishing the Grevillea youth
justice centre. I have already addressed these matters in
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the substantive response — and Ms Wooldridge needs
to cast back and reflect on the policies and processes
that existed during her time as minister.
The PRESIDENT — Time, thank you!

Prison capacity
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:16) —
My question is for the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, earlier this week our police cells were full,
and it is confirmed by the Chief Commissioner of
Police this morning that they remain at near capacity.
Have you received any advice from Victoria Police,
Corrections Victoria or your department that offenders
have had to be released back into the community
because there was not a spare police cell throughout
Victoria?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:17) —
I thank the member for his question and his interest in
police cells, given that the historic high for the number
of people in police cells was when he was the Minister
for Corrections, and that was in the vicinity of over
370 people in police cells. The fact of the matter is that
the number of people in police cells now is less than the
historic highs of the previous government. The fact of
the matter is that we have undertaken a number of
things to ensure that we have got capacity in the
system, capacity to touch —
Mr O’Donohue — Name them.
Ms TIERNEY — Well, videoconferencing for a
start, Mr O’Donohue — something that you failed to
do. We have expanded that to the point that this is a
significant pathway for people to get access to the court
system. But not only that, we know that given that we
have got tougher sentencing laws and we have got
changes to bail and parole, but particularly bail, the
prison system has grown significantly. This means that
we do have a higher number of people on remand. It
does mean that we have a higher number of sentenced
people in the prison system. And that is why we have
funded over 1270 prison beds, on top of the 2000 beds
that we have opened since coming to government. Only
recently I announced that nearly 500 of those beds will
be located at existing prisons. I have also, of course,
announced that we have funded the 700-bed maximum
security prison at Lara.
This is a government that is taking action. This is a
government that is aware of the growing population
demands in the prison system, and it is acting. Indeed
next week we will be bringing over 70 beds online at
the Metropolitan Remand Centre (MRC), and there are
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a number of other beds that are being built, including at
Dame Phyllis Frost, and they will be opened later this
year. So we are very proud of the record. We are very
proud of our proactive strategy when it comes to prison
growth and indeed our whole approach and our whole
strategy. This is what good governments do. They plan
for growth when they know that there are going to be
consequences on resources as a result of changes to
legislation and to bail conditions, for example. So, as I
said, we are being proactive. We are very, very pleased
that there are a number of prisons that are coming on
board and assisting and recognising that we do need to
reach the demand issues that we have got. We believe
that we have got a number of levers and the correct
policy settings to not just plan but to actually
implement and have a greater number of prison beds in
the correctional centres.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:21) — I
note the minister’s answer, but I do also note that in the
first three budgets of this government the Andrews
government scarcely funded a single new prison bed in
the male prison system. The minister referred in her
answer to the prison at Lara — which was referred to in
the budget as Bacchus Marsh but we will call it Lara —
but that will not open until 2022. So I ask, by
supplementary: Minister, police cells being full are a
risk to community safety, so what action will you
immediately take to resolve this crisis so there are
vacant cells tomorrow, on the weekend if there is an
out-of-control house party and a number of people are
arrested, and going forward into the future weeks?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Minister Mikakos,
Mr Dalidakis, you know I do not like to hear about that,
and it is not because of the individual involved.
Ms Mikakos — I didn’t even talk about lobsters,
President. I didn’t say anything.
The PRESIDENT — The interjections are
inappropriate. You know it, and I do not want to hear
them. Ms Tierney, on the supplementary.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:22) —
Thank you, President. I thank the member for his
question. The fact remains that we have opened nearly
2000 beds, but we have also funded 1270 beds. Nearly
500 of those will be located in existing prisons. I also
have made an announcement of a new prison at Lara
next to the Barwon Prison. And as I answered in the
substantive, there are over 70 beds that are going to be
added to the MRC in the coming week, and indeed
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there are more beds — over 70 — they will also come
online at Dame Phyllis Frost. There are a number of
other constructions happening right across the prison
system that Mr O’Donohue would be aware of.
Mr O’Donohue — I’m not, actually.
Ms TIERNEY — Well, indeed I will pick up that
interjection. I was at Barwon Prison last Friday
afternoon to look at the brand-new detention centre that
is being built —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

Prison capacity
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:23) —
My question is again to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, after failing to invest in new prison
infrastructure in your first three budgets, the prison
system is bursting at the seams and every police cell is
full. Earlier this week you issued a media release
detailing the 473 new prison beds that will be opened
across the prison system, and I quote, ‘progressively …
over the next three years’. However, your own budget
papers from May this year confirm that total prison
numbers in this financial year alone may increase by up
to 1000 prisoners, which includes up to 500 remand
prisoners. Minister, where will these extra prisoners be
housed when the corrections system is already over
capacity?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:24) —
It is not at capacity, Mr O’Donohue. There is absolutely
pressure on the system. We do not deny that, because
that pressure has been brought about by us introducing
tougher sentencing laws and making changes to bail
and parole. We know all of that, but the fact of the
matter is that the department and Corrections Victoria
have been working tirelessly to predict and to model
what those sorts of changes will mean in terms of beds
and other facilities and resources that are needed within
the corrections system. They feed that information
through to us on a regular basis, and they are often —
indeed very often — spoken about and discussed. We
are not flat-footed on this — not like the previous
government, which was incredibly flat-footed. They
had double and triple-bunking right through the system.
We have a plan and a strategy to make sure that we do
keep pace with the needs of the corrections system
whilst acknowledging that there has been and will be an
increase in the prison population.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:25) — I
note with interest the minister’s comments that the
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prison system is not full. So, Minister, if the prison
system is not full, why are the police cells overcrowded
and bursting at the seams? And we are diverting
valuable police resources to driving divisional vans all
across Victoria to find a spare place to deposit
remanded prisoners — why, Minister?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:26) —
Again the police commissioner —
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — Be quiet! The police
commissioner said that there was pressure in the
system. The police cells are not at full capacity. Yes,
there has been a significant increase, but they are not at
full capacity.

Commercial fishing licences
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:26) — My
question today is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, I have been contacted by commercial fishing
licence holders wishing to surrender their licence early
in line with the government’s wishes to buy back those
licences. Minister, has the government received similar
inquiries, and have those licence-holders been directed
to contact my office regarding legislation to allow an
early buyback?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:27) — I thank Mr Young for his question and his
interest in this matter. I believe Mr Ramsay has also
had similar approaches, and I have had similar
approaches. For context for members and others
watching and listening, this relates to the licence
buybacks for netting in Port Phillip and Corio bays. The
overwhelming majority of licence-holders were given
an opportunity to exit and took it up in year one of what
is an eight-year policy and program. There are two that
remain and eight that have opted to transition to line
fishing over time. So we are talking about 10 different
businesses, and they each have their unique
circumstances. As far as I am aware, there is at least
one that would like to conclude the netting part of their
business and transition to line fishing earlier. The
provisions to enable this to happen are included in the
primary industries legislation that Mr Young has
effected the delayed passage of.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:28) — I thank
the minister for her answer. The minister has indicated
that the primary industries legislation is the piece of
legislation needed for this to go ahead. It is pretty
obvious that the government wants this to go ahead. It
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is part of their policy set to remove these licences. But
the fact is that that primary industries bill was amended
by a decision of this house — a majority of this
house — so why is the government playing games with
it in the lower house, and in the process hurting
commercial fishermen?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:29) — Thanks for the opportunity to respond to
this. Mr Young knows full well why the passage of that
legislation has been delayed. It is a bill that amends 10,
11 or maybe 12 different pieces of legislation, and so
there are a range of discrete and important amendments,
many of them modest in their effect. There are changes
proposed for mobile abattoirs. There are changes
proposed for the processing of deer meat. There are
changes proposed for a range of things in a whole lot of
primary industries legislation, and I would very much
like the legislation to pass so that all of those various
different things that are included in it, those changes,
can be allowed to occur and everybody can get on with
their lives. As Mr Young knows, Mr Young sought to
amend the legislation in a way that made it very
difficult for the government to proceed to pass it, and
we are still dealing with the consequences of that.

Minister for Small Business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:30) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Minister, the fundraising code of conduct
states, and I quote:
A minister or parliamentary secretary or government member
should not solicit or receive direct donations.

Minister, is it still the policy of the Andrews Labor
government that no government member, regardless of
whether they are a backbencher or minister, should
solicit or receive direct donations?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:30) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her question.
The code of conduct in relation to ministerial guidelines
that cover this matter is very consistent with the
guidelines that were originally adopted by the Baillieu
government during their term. Their standing at the end
of the term of that government was less clear, but they
have been by and large adopted by this government.
Indeed, the matter that you have actually raised would
be a consistent thread through that code of conduct.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:31) — Thank you, Minister. You did confirm back
in March 2015 that there have been no changes in
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relation to the ministerial codes of conduct, and your
answer today is consistent with that advice as well.
Therefore, Minister, when Minister Dalidakis yesterday
acknowledged in question time that he had indeed done
just that, personally approached dinner guests with an
EFTPOS machine, he admitted he had broken this
code. Can you confirm that this breach of the code of
conduct by the minister will be investigated, and if not,
why not?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:32) — There is a recurring theme in relation to
construction that sounds plausible and sounds to be
consistent with what has been put on the public record
but is not. From the question and answer that was given
in the Parliament yesterday in relation to this matter I,
who had no prior knowledge of it, could not have
actually reached the conclusion that you have reached
in drafting your question from what I heard.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, again, I do not know
whether in fact the matters as you have described them
breach it or not. I am very happy to have a conversation
with my colleague to actually ascertain what actually
happened in that matter. I am happy to have a
conversation with my colleague about it, but in fact I
am not confirming that there is an assumption that the
code has been breached and about the manner by which
that activity was undertaken.

Disability services
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:33) — My question is for the minister representing
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing.
Minister, service providers have raised concerns with
me regarding the issue of safeguards for Victorians
with disability as the state moves to the national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS). One significant
concern relates to reportable deaths of people with
disabilities while in care. Minister, the Disability
Services Commissioner is currently charged with
investigating the provision of disability services to all
Victorians who were receiving these services at the
time of their death if the death occurs up until 30 June
2019. However, from 1 July 2019 the NDIS Quality
and Safeguards Commission takes over many of the
responsibilities of the Disability Services
Commissioner. Can the minister clarify whether the
new commission will take over the investigation of
deaths of Victorians with disability, or are these
important investigations going to fall into yet another
NDIS service gap?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:34) — I thank the member for her
question. She has asked for some very specific
information relating to additional safeguards for people
with a disability and specifically around issues to do
with the death of people with a disability. The
government and the minister responsible,
Minister Foley, have just yesterday introduced some
new legislation into the Parliament in relation to
providing additional safeguards for people with
disability as we fully transition to the NDIS. I think,
given the level of detail that the member has asked in
relation to these matters, I will refer the member’s
question to the relevant minister for a written response
and provide the member with a written response.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:35) — I thank the minister for her answer. I
understand that this is something that the state is really
grappling with, and I understand that it is very difficult
to identify and fill these gaps in advance. Service
providers obviously are very concerned about the
significant safeguard gaps and the implications of the
new legislation, and these reportable deaths are quite
top on their list of things needing answers to. So I am
wondering: will the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing sit down with these service providers
within the next month to enable providers to have these
concerns addressed directly?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:36) — I thank the member for her
supplementary question in relation to these matters.
Again, I will refer the specifics of that question to the
responsible minister, Minister Foley, and provide the
member with a written response.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:36) — There are six written responses to questions
on notice: 11 484, 11 507, 11 529, 11 551, 11 573,
12 774.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:36) — In respect of today’s
questions I direct written responses to Ms Dunn’s first
question, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, in two days because it was a minister in
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another place. The minister receiving that question
today was Mr Dalidakis. Ms Crozier’s second question
to Ms Mikakos, the substantive and supplementary
questions, Mr O’Donohue’s first question to
Ms Tierney, the substantive and supplementary
questions and Ms Wooldridge’s question to
Mr Jennings, the supplementary question, all of those
are one day. Finally, Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to
Ms Mikakos, the substantive and supplementary
questions, two days.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
raise a matter of a response to a question without notice
yesterday from the Minister for Small Business. He
says in his supplementary response that he stands by the
answer he gave in response to the question raised in the
house yesterday. I suspect the reason you asked him to
write to me was because the initial response was
unsatisfactory, and to simply respond that he stands by
that exact answer I find both unsatisfactory and
disrespectful to your ruling from the Chair, and I ask
you to reinstate it.
The PRESIDENT — I have had a look at the
response that was provided by the minister to
Mr Ondarchie’s supplementary question yesterday, and
I am of the view that it is not a satisfactory answer.
Therefore I do seek a further written response — one
day.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:38) — My question is for the Minister for Public
Transport and it relates to the historic trestle bridge in
Eltham on the Hurstbridge rail line. This bridge, built in
1902, is the only railway bridge built predominantly of
timber still in regular use in Melbourne’s metropolitan
electric railway network. The Liberal Party, through its
great candidate Nick McGowan, has declared it will
duplicate the Hurstbridge line between Greensborough
and Eltham at a cost of $307 million. It will include an
upgrade of Montmorency station and 150 additional car
parks at Eltham, Greensborough and Montmorency
stations. Mr McGowan has said that the historic trestle
bridge in Eltham will also be replicated to provide a
second track. However, a report in last week’s
Diamond Valley Leader suggested train speeds on a
section of the line have been reduced because of the
structural and track condition of the existing trestle
bridge. My question therefore is: what is the extent of
these tracks works that are being carried out, and will
the government assure commuters that the bridge is
structurally sound and safe?
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Northern Metropolitan Region

An honourable member — I can see the minister.

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (12:39) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, the Honourable John Eren.
The new event space at the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre has now been opened, which will see
a 25 per cent increase in event space, making this venue
the largest convention and exhibition space in Australia.
My question for the minister is: how will the expansion
of the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre
deliver benefits for constituents in my region of
Northern Metropolitan?

The PRESIDENT — Yes, but the point is that I
cannot. Minister, please return to the chamber. I need to
be able to see that there is a minister in attendance.
Mr Finn, you can start from the top.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:39) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it is in relation to the North East Link
Authority walking and cycling early concept maps and
a matter that was raised by the Resolve Rosanna Road
community group in that region of Eastern
Metropolitan. It highlights that the maps do not
promote improved walking and cycling connections in
line with Plan Melbourne and the 20-minute
neighbourhood concept in Rosanna. The concept maps
provide no improvements to east–west or north–south
connection across and along Rosanna Road at Rosanna.
In fact there is no consideration of Rosanna at all. The
issue at hand for the Resolve Rosanna Road group is:
can the minister provide the number of pedestrians that
cross Rosanna Road at Banyule Road and Station Road
to quantify the need for improved pedestrian safety
across Rosanna Road to access Rosanna station?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:40) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Last week it was my very great pleasure
to welcome deputy Liberal leader, David Hodgett, to
Sunbury. Along with the next member for Sunbury,
Cassandra Marr, we announced that a Guy government
will contribute $1 million to build a multistorey car
park to be built by the Sunbury city council after we
have a change of government in November. Apart from
a former Labor MP infamously declaring, ‘There is no
parking problem in Sunbury’, the ALP has been as
quiet as the tomb on the desperate need for more
parking in Sunbury. Minister, does the government —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, President —
The PRESIDENT — I have actually checked the
same thing. The minister is at the door, but —

Mr FINN — My constituency question is to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Last week it was
my very great pleasure to welcome deputy Liberal
leader, David Hodgett, to Sunbury. Along with the next
member for Sunbury, Cassandra Marr, we announced
that a Guy government will contribute $1 million to
build a multistorey car park to be built by the Sunbury
city council after we have a change of government in
November.
Apart from a former Labor MP infamously declaring,
‘There is no parking problem in Sunbury’, the ALP has
been as quiet as the tomb on the desperate need for
more parking in Sunbury. Minister, does the
government have any plans at all to listen to the
Sunbury community and actually do something to
provide more car parking in the Sunbury CBD?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:42) — My question is to the Minister for Finance in
the other place, in his capacity as having responsibility
for WorkSafe. I have been approached by residents
with concerns about asbestos at the former 3AW site,
which is at 43 Bank Street, South Melbourne. The
building has been unused for around 10 years and is
derelict. It has been undergoing demolition since last
month, and it is regularly disturbed by intruders. There
has recently been a fire at the site, which the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade attended. There is signage
warning of asbestos but this is relatively small, in
apparently one place and well inside the boundaries of
the site at the back of the site. It is uncertain that people
entering the site from other directions or indeed at night
would actually see the notice. Residents are concerned
that first responders have regularly needed to enter this
site and may not have been aware of the asbestos.
Residents are also concerned about potential impacts on
their own health. Minister, what assurances can you
provide to residents about the safety of the site, whether
appropriate procedures have been followed, and when
all asbestos will be safely removed?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:43) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Health, and it relates to the Ballarat hospital and the
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elective surgery waiting lists, which have blown out
under this present government. The former Liberal
government made a commitment to ensure that the
current ghost wing of the Ballarat hospital would be
fitted out with two operating theatres to ensure that not
only residents of Ballarat but more broadly the patients
in western Victoria received the critical care that they
urgently needed. Unfortunately this government has
failed to outfit these operating theatres, and as a result
of this we have seen a massive increase in the elective
surgery waiting lists. So the question I ask of the
minister is: will be minister act immediately to see that
these operating theatres are fitted out in the ghost wing
of the Ballarat hospital to ensure that residents of
western Victoria get the health care they desperately
need?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:44) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Public Transport in the other place, and it is in
regard to the Regent train station in Northern
Metropolitan Region that has been left unsatisfactory
from the work that was done there around December.
The residents have complained that the now gravel car
park is a mess. It is an eyesore for residents and because
of the upgrades there is builder’s rubbish, and because
of rain there are pools of water, and quite frankly the
gravel car park is unsatisfactory. They had expected
that the car park would be included in the Regent
station upgrade of December last year, and VicTrack
said it would consider those options for a further time.
But the reality is that that gravel car park is now almost
unusable. So I ask the minister to direct the department
to investigate the Regent station gravel car park and to
find a solution to clean up the mess that has been left
behind.

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:45) — I
raise a constituency question for the Minister for Police,
and it relates to the opening hours of the Mooroolbark
police station. The Mooroolbark police station for many
years has been a 24 hours a day, seven days a week
police station. Under the Andrews government, that
service delivery has gradually been eroded, at first with
the station closed on night shift but with police
members in attendance. Now I learn that the police
station is no longer open on night shift. This is an
enormous concern to the Mooroolbark community,
particularly given that the number of police in the Yarra
Ranges police service area has been cut under the
Andrews government by 2.31 full-time equivalent,
while crime in the Yarra Ranges local government area
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is up 12.5 per cent under the Andrews government. The
question I have is: will the minister work with the chief
commissioner to ensure that the previous service
delivery of the Mooroolbark police station being open
24 hours a day, seven days a week is restored?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:46) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Health and
it relates to the recent and sudden resignation of the
CEO at Goulburn Valley Health (GV Health), Trevor
Saunders. In February it was revealed that the
department had dispatched a flying squad of
independent experts in human resources, industrial
relations and organisational culture to Goulburn Valley
Health. The reasons have remained secret by the
minister. On 8 March, I asked the minister in an
adjournment debate to make public the reason for the
visit, but as is Minister Hennessy’s form she has failed
to respond to my question of four months ago.
What we do know is that in a People Matters survey in
2016, 25 per cent of all GV Health staff who
participated reported bullying in the workplace. Now
the CEO, Mr Saunders, has resigned suddenly, leading
to speculation in our community. To clarify whether or
not there is any correlation between the visit of the
flying squad to GV Health and the sudden resignation
of Trevor Saunders as CEO I ask again that the minister
make public the reasons for the visit and release any
report, including any findings, recommendations and
conclusions from the visit. If there is no correlation, the
minister owes it to Mr Saunders to release these details
to clear his name.
The PRESIDENT — Can you rephrase that to the
extent that it says, ‘can the minister’. You have asked
for an action rather than asking a question.
Ms LOVELL — I ask again: can the minister make
public the reasons for the visit and release any report,
including any findings, recommendations and
conclusions from the visit? If there is no correlation, the
minister owes it to Mr Saunders to release these details
to clear his name.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:48) — My
constituency question relates to rail lines that run
through my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region
and is directed to the Minister for Public Transport. It
concerns the decline in punctuality performance on the
Alamein line, the Belgrave line, the Cranbourne line,
the Frankston line, the Lilydale line, the Pakenham line
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and indeed the Sandringham line. For example,
punctuality has declined on the Alamein line from
96.3 per cent in November 2014 to 94.4 per cent in the
most recent June figures. The Belgrave line has
declined from 93.8 per cent to 90.7 per cent; the
Cranbourne line from 92.5 per cent to 91.3 per cent; the
Frankston line from 92.1 per cent to 90.6 per cent; the
Lilydale line from 94.4 per cent to 92.2 per cent; and
the Pakenham line from 91 per cent to 88.5 per cent.
And I ask very simply: why has this punctuality
declined under her watch and what will she do to
remedy this serious decline in performance?

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE)
BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:49) —
I was dealing with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities in my summing up. I mentioned that
the opposition had raised the issue of the statement of
compatibility for this bill. The statement of
compatibility considers that this bill limits rights in the
charter, and that is based on European and international
jurisprudence, as noted in the Minogue High Court
decision. That is where I finished my contribution just
before question time.
Opposition members have also said that the
government should challenge the view that the bill was
incompatible with the charter and that the fact that we
did not shows that we are supposedly soft on crime.
Firstly, not only is the government introducing this bill
to ensure that any prisoner who is convicted of
murdering a police officer is subject to the toughest
parole regime but this government has strengthened
sentences for offences against emergency workers. The
standard sentence scheme, which commenced on
1 February this year, sets a standard sentence of
30 years for the murder of an emergency worker on
duty, including a police officer.
Secondly, the statement of compatibility was prepared
by reference to case law, including case law cited by
the High Court. People can differ about how human
rights are limited by the bill, but ultimately it is
irrelevant because the bill overrides the charter and the
charter has no application to the bill. The overriding of
the charter is necessary to ensure that the provisions
operate as intended so that prisoners convicted of
murdering a police officer, including Craig Minogue,
are denied parole except under the most exceptional
circumstances. We do not take this lightly. This is very
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important, and this is the course that the government
has deemed to be the best, given the circumstances.
In closing, I thank the members for their contributions
to this debate and for their cooperation in allowing this
bill to go forward this week. I look forward to further
questions being dealt with in the committee stage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Sitting suspended 12.52 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Are there
any questions on clause 1?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Deputy
President, and congratulations on your unanimous
election.
Minister, in your summation you said the High Court
decision upheld the Julian Knight legislation on
17 August 2017. Following that decision did the
government seek advice about the validity of its
legislation that the High Court subsequently held to be
invalid?
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that the answer is
no.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Why not?
Ms TIERNEY — Because it was upheld.
Mr O’DONOHUE — That is exactly the point. It
was upheld, yet in your summation you said the private
members bill was irrelevant at the passage of your bill
because the High Court had not considered it. So in
direct response to your point in summation, why wasn’t
advice sought about the impact, if any, of the High
Court decision on 17 August 2017?
Ms TIERNEY — I will take that as a comment.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Well, it is not really a
comment, because in your summation in the
second-reading debate, Minister, you made the point
that the validity of the Knight bill had not yet been
upheld by the High Court. I am asking you: why wasn’t
advice sought about your model versus the Knight
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model after the High Court found the Knight bill was
constitutionally valid?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I believe the
minister has already answered that.
Ms TIERNEY — Exactly. I have answered it.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, what went wrong
with the 2016 bill?
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Mr O’DONOHUE — I beg your pardon. It is
‘confidence’ what?
Ms Shing — Comprehensive.
Mr O’DONOHUE — So, Minister, are you
satisfied that the new clause 4 will withstand any legal
challenge?
Ms TIERNEY — We are confident.

Ms TIERNEY — Simply Craig Minogue
challenged that in the High Court, and the High Court
came down with a decision. Whilst we are
disappointed, we now have a bill before us, and that
will rectify the situation.

Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, how much
taxpayer money has been spent on external legal advice
in preparation for this bill, either in settling the
legislation or in seeking legal advice in drafting the
legislation or advice related to the legislation?

Mr O’DONOHUE — Have you identified any
deficiency in the advice you received in relation to the
2016 bill, or alternatively, were you provided advice
which the government at that time did not accept about
the validity or risk of the model you chose for the 2016
bill?

Ms TIERNEY — I will seek advice. I am advised
that the advisers do not have that information on them
at the moment, but they are prepared to provide that by
the end of today.

Ms TIERNEY — No.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I am not quite sure what that
means: no, there was no risk identified in the legal
advice, or no, we did not listen to the legal advice that
identified risk?
Ms TIERNEY — I have answered this.
Mr O’DONOHUE — You have not actually
answered the question, Minister. Minister, what
guarantees can you provide about the legal certainty of
this legislation? I particularly want to understand why,
as I described it colloquially in the second-reading
debate, you are having a bob each way with your
amendments through clause 4 while naming Minogue
and adopting the Knight test in clause 5? Why are
both —
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Please, Ms Shing —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is a legitimate, reasonable
question. We are having two bites of the cherry
between clause 4 and clause 5. I would appreciate the
minister’s answer as to why.
Ms TIERNEY — It is not two bites of the cherry. It
is a comprehensive bill; that is why it is mentioned
twice.

Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister. I
appreciate that undertaking and appreciate that your
advisers are providing the information by the end of
today. Ms Crozier, Minister, raised this issue, and it
may be small in some senses but it is also, I think,
significant in others. Why have you referred to
Minogue as ‘Dr Minogue’ in your materials?
Ms TIERNEY — The fact of the matter is that he
does have a doctorate.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, with the passage of
this legislation, Minogue will likely be in jail for many
years to come until that much more restrictive test can
even be considered let alone granted for a parole order,
which raises the issue of his activity through social
media. I know this has been canvassed in the house
previously through questions without notice, but are
you able to give the house any update on work the
government may be doing to bring an end to the
activity of Minogue?
Ms TIERNEY — Again I can confirm that
prisoners do not have access to internet in terms of
uploads and downloads. What I also can advise the
house is that the government has sought from Twitter
the closure of the account on the basis that the account
that is purported to be operated by him is in fact not
operated by him.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, Minister, for that
information. The opposition welcomes that
development. I take it from your answer that you are
yet to receive feedback from Twitter or that is yet to be
responded to.
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Ms TIERNEY — That is correct.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, I wish to take you
now to this issue that you raised in your statement of
compatibility of cruel, inhuman, degrading treatment. If
you would just give me the licence, Minister — and the
committee — to just quote a few paragraphs of your
statement of compatibility. It says:
Cruel, inhuman, degrading treatment (s 10(b)) and
inhumane treatment (s 22(1))
Section 10(b) provides that a person must not be treated or
punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way. Similarly,
s 22(1) provides that all persons deprived of liberty must be
treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent
dignity of the human person.
The effect of the reforms to parole in clauses 4 and 5 is that
certain prisoners (who are serving life sentences), including
the named prisoner Craig Minogue, may remain effectively
ineligible for parole until they are either close to death or
permanently incapacitated. This may be considered to
constitute cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, or
inhumane treatment when deprived of liberty, as the reforms
will have the effect of removing the prospect of release of
certain offenders and diminishing their possibility of
rehabilitation. While the Victorian statute book already
provides for the possibility of life in prison with no prospect
of parole, I accept that introducing restrictive constraints on
the granting of parole to certain prisoners may induce a sense
of hopelessness in an offender so as to limit the rights in
ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the Charter. I note that the plurality of
the High Court in Minogue v Victoria observed that there was
‘clear support in European and international law for the
principle that all prisoners, including those serving life
sentences, be offered the possibility of rehabilitation and the
prospect of release if that rehabilitation is possible’.

It goes on to say:
Sections 10(b) and 22(1) rights have been interpreted as being
collectively limited in circumstances where an offender
serving a life sentence is given no real prospect of release,
which may be contrary to human dignity and amount to
inhuman and degrading treatment. Constraining parole for
offenders not serving a life sentence, while not resulting in an
‘irreducible’ life sentence, may similarly be considered
‘inhuman’ through the hopelessness that serving a full
sentence may engender for that offender.
In light of the High Court decision in Minogue v Victoria, I
consider that clauses 4 and 5 of the Bill limit the rights in
ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the Charter.

I thank the committee for letting me read that into
Hansard. To me this is an important point. First of all,
Minister, that section would appear to indicate that the
government anticipates that Minogue has no prospect
of release, whereas the test that is applied in the
legislation severely limits the prospect of release but it
is a possibility at some future point pursuant to the test
that the legislation creates. What is the government’s
position on that point?
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Ms TIERNEY — This is the matter that I think you
referred to in your contribution as being potentially
around semantics, as I understand it.
Mr O’DONOHUE — But important — they are
semantics but important.
Ms TIERNEY — It is important to the point that
we all know that a person would have to be on death’s
door, and even then parole may be denied. They need to
prove that they are of no harm to the community.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Which takes me to the
broader point, really. You seem to be citing in your
statement of compatibility with some degree of
approval jurisprudence from the European Court of
Human Rights when, as I understand it, the High Court
decision that struck down your legislation referred to it
but did not adopt it as precedent because they were not
required to — they did not need to actually form a view
on that. So I am wondering why the government seems
to be referring in some detail to European court
decisions which may have significant consequences for
life sentences in the future.
Ms TIERNEY — The statement of compatibility is
based on case law, and as I said, minds differ about
how these rights are affected, but the basic point is that
the charter does not apply to the bill.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I appreciate that, Minister,
but you have raised this issue in such detail in your
statement of compatibility when there are very different
interpretations. I would put it to you that it does not
apply and the High Court did not adopt the position of
the European court, but you seem to have cited it with
authority nonetheless. If it is the government’s view, as
it appears to be through the statement of compatibility,
that life sentences are incompatible with the charter of
human rights because they are an inhumane treatment
of an offender, what consequences does that have for
future life sentence judgements of a court?
Ms TIERNEY — The main reason this was
canvassed in the statement of compatibility was to be
quite frank about the fact that there are different views
on these matters. In terms of the balance, we believe
that we do have that right, but the charter does not
prevent a court setting life sentences.
Mr O’DONOHUE — But is it the government’s
policy position that a life sentence would breach the
charter?
Ms TIERNEY — The answer is no.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
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Clause 4
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Ms PENNICUIK — Yes.

Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Deputy President,
and I congratulate you on assuming the role of Deputy
President.

Ms TIERNEY — That is again a matter for the
adult parole board, but they do have judicial members,
as you know, on the board.

In relation to clause 4, Minister, the first question I
wanted to ask was regarding new subsections (3) and
(4) of section 74AAA, where the prisoner must apply
for parole, which is the case, I understand, for all
prisoners in any case now. There is no presumption for
parole, and the Adult Parole Board of Victoria will not
automatically start looking for parole; they need to
receive an application. Just following on from
Mr O’Donohue’s line of questioning with regard to the
European Court of Human Rights ruling and his idea of
a person not being able to be released, I just wondered
in terms of this whether the prisoners covered by this
provision could make more than one application. I am
assuming that they could make one application and if
the adult parole board said, ‘No, you cannot be released
under the provisions of 74AAA’, they could make a
further application.

Mr O’DONOHUE — Just on that, Minister, will
this form part of the changes following this legislation
being incorporated in the members manual?

Ms TIERNEY — Yes. The answer is yes.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, and I am
presuming there is actually not a limit on the number of
applications, but if there is, that would be good to
clarify, I think, for the committee.
Ms TIERNEY — Okay.
Ms PENNICUIK — The other question I wanted to
ask is about new subsection (2)(a) of section 74AAA,
which is about the evidence led at trial. I think I slightly
misspoke in the second-reading debate when I talked
about admissible evidence and non-admissible
evidence. Of course once it is non-admissible, then it is
not admitted. I just wonder if you could explain how
the adult parole board would look at evidence led at a
trial. In what way would that be considered as opposed
to the reasons for the sentence or the remarks made by
the sentencing judge or the judgement? They are
slightly different categories of information.
Ms TIERNEY — Yes. The Adult Parole Board of
Victoria regulate their own processes, so they will
determine that.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. Further
to that perhaps, would they be applying a different
weighting to that type of information than they would
to an appeal judgement, for example?
Ms Tierney — So what weighting would they use?

Ms TIERNEY — I will find out the locations. The
advice is that we would need to confirm that with the
adult parole board.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would appreciate it if
perhaps the minister could provide that response with
the other information by the end of the day.
Ms TIERNEY — The answer is yes.
Ms PENNICUIK — This perhaps should have been
asked under clause 1, but it does apply to this clause. It
is a question I raised in the second-reading debate
which does concern me: whether the government is
confident that the provisions as they will be amended
by this bill would cover any prisoner who is in the
position of the named prisoner in this bill and preclude
the need for further bills that name particular prisoners.
Ms TIERNEY — Absolutely; we are very
confident.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 7 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Assembly’s amendments and Council’s suggested
amendments
Message from Assembly informing Council they
had made some Council suggested amendments and
not made other suggested amendments referred to
committee:
Council’s suggested amendments 1 to 3 made:
1.

Clause 45, page 50, line 30, omit “group.” insert
‘group.”.’.
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Clause 45, page 51, line 1, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—

and equipment referred to in
subparagraphs (iv) and (v);

‘(2) Before section 208 of the Electoral Act 2002
insert—

(vii) expenditure on interest
payments on loans;

“Division 1C— Administrative’.
3.

(b) the following expenditure is not
included—

Clause 45, page 51, lines 3 to 34, page 52, lines 1 to 31,
page 53, lines 1 to 33 and page 54, lines 1 to 27, omit all
words and expressions on these lines and insert—

(i)

political expenditure;

(ii) electoral expenditure;
“207G Definitions
(iii) expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed a
parliamentary allowance as a
member;

In this Division—
claimable expenditure means expenditure for
administrative expenses as determined by
the Commission, subject to the
following—

(iv) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities
relating to the election of
members of the eligible party
to a Parliament other than the
Parliament of Victoria;

(a) the following expenditure is
included—
(i)

expenditure for the
administration or
management of the activities
of the eligible party or elected
member;

(ii) expenditure for conferences,
seminars, meetings or similar
functions at which the policies
of the eligible party or elected
member are discussed or
formulated;
(iii) expenditure in respect of the
audit of the financial accounts
of, or claims for payment or
disclosures under the Act of,
the eligible party or elected
member;
(iv) expenditure on the
remuneration of staff engaged
in the matters referred to in
subparagraphs (i) to (iii) for
the eligible party or elected
member to the extent that that
expenditure relates to the time
that the staff are engaged in
those matters;
(v) expenditure on equipment or
vehicles used by staff whilst
engaged in the matters
referred to in
subparagraphs (i) to (iii) for
the eligible party or elected
member to the extent that that
expenditure relates to use of
the equipment or vehicles by
the staff whilst engaged in
those matters;
(vi) expenditure on office
accommodation for the staff

election quarter, of a year in which a
scheduled general election period occurs,
means the quarter of that year beginning
on 1 October;
independent elected member means an
elected member who is not a member of a
registered party;
scheduled general election period means the
period commencing on 1 July in a year
that a general election under
section 61(1)(a) is to be held and ending
on the day that the general election is held
(both days inclusive).
207GA Entitlement to administrative expenditure
funding
(1) Subject to this section and section 207GB, the
following are eligible to receive an annual amount
of administrative expenditure funding as follows—
(a) for an independent elected member, an
amount of $200 000;
(b) for a registered political party, an amount
of—
(i)

$200 000 for the first elected member;
and

(ii) $70 000 for the second elected member;
and
(iii) $35 000 for each of the third to the
forty-fifth elected members.
(2) The Commission must make payments of
administrative expenditure funding under this
section quarterly in advance.
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(3) In an election quarter, the Commission must make
payments of administrative expenditure funding—
(a) in advance on a pro-rata basis for the
period—
(i)

beginning on 1 October of that year; and

(ii) ending in the day of the general election;
and
(b) in arrears on a pro-rata basis for the period—
(i)

beginning on the day after the day of the
general election; and
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(2) A request under subsection (1) must—
(a) be in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) in the case of a request by the registered agent
of an independent elected member, state that
the independent elected member intends to
stand for election to the Parliament of Victoria
at the general election in that year; and
(c) in the case of a request by the registered
officer of a registered political party, state—
(i)

(ii) ending on 31 December in that year.
(4) The entitlement to receive a quarterly payment of
administrative expenditure funding is to be
calculated on a pro-rata basis for—
(a) each day in the quarter that an elected
member is an independent elected member; or
(b) each day in the quarter that an elected
member is a member of a registered political
party.
(5) In a scheduled general election period—
(a) an independent elected member only has an
entitlement under subsection (1) if the
independent elected member subsequently
nominates as a candidate under section 69 and
stands for election to the Parliament of
Victoria at the general election; and
(b) a registered political party only has an
entitlement under subsection (1) in respect of
each elected member of the registered
political party who subsequently nominates as
a candidate under section 69 and stands for
election to the Parliament of Victoria at the
general election as an endorsed candidate of
that registered political party.

that all of the elected members intend to
stand for election to the Parliament of
Victoria at the general election in that
year as endorsed candidates of the
registered political party; or

(ii) if all of the elected members do not
intend to stand for election to the
Parliament of Victoria at the general
election in that year as endorsed
candidates of the registered political
party, the number of elected members
that do intend to stand for election to the
Parliament of Victoria at the general
election in that year as endorsed
candidates of the registered political
party;
(d) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent that
administrative expenditure funding that is not
used to incur claimable expenditure must be
repaid to the Commission; and
(e) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent that
administrative expenditure funding will not
be—
(i)

paid into the State campaign account; or

(ii) used to incur any of the following
expenditure—

(6) Despite subsection (3), the first payment of
administrative expenditure funding is to be—

(A) political expenditure;

(a) payable from 1 August 2018; and

(B) electoral expenditure;

(b) paid on a pro-rata basis for the period
commencing on 1 August 2018 and ending on
30 September 2018.

(C) expenditure for which an elected
member has claimed a
parliamentary allowance as a
member;

207GB Request to Commission to receive
administrative expenditure funding
(1) For the purpose of having an entitlement to receive
payments of administrative expenditure funding in
respect of a scheduled general election period, the
registered officer of a registered political party or
the registered agent of an independent elected
member must provide a request in writing to the
Commission that the registered political party or
independent elected member receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding for the period.

(D) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities relating to
the election of members of the
eligible party to a Parliament other
than the Parliament of Victoria.
(3) For the purpose of having an entitlement to receive
payments of administrative expenditure funding in
respect of any period other than a scheduled
general election period, the registered officer of a
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registered political party or the registered agent of
an independent elected member must provide a
request in writing to the Commission that the
registered political party or independent elected
member receive payments of administrative
expenditure funding for the period.
(4) A request under subsection (3) must—
(a) be in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent that
administrative expenditure funding that
is not used to incur claimable
expenditure must be repaid to the
Commission; and
(c) include an acknowledgement from the
registered officer or registered agent that
administrative expenditure funding will
not be—
(i)

paid into the State campaign
account; or

(ii) used to incur any of the following
expenditure—
(A) political expenditure;
(B) electoral expenditure;
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political party must provide a new request to the
Commission under subsection (1) or (3) for the
purpose of having an entitlement to receive
payments of administrative expenditure funding in
respect of the increase in the number of elected
members.
(8) If the entitlement of a registered political party
decreases during the term of the Parliament
because the number of elected members of the
registered political party has decreased, the
registered officer of the registered political party—
(a) is not required to provide a new request
to the Commission under subsection (1)
or (3); and
(b) is required to notify the Commission,
within 28 days of the decrease in the
number of elected members occurring,
of the number of elected members of the
registered political party so as to enable
the Commission to calculate the
payment of administrative expenditure
funding in accordance with
section 207GA(4).
(9) If the entitlement of an independent elected
member decreases during the term of the
Parliament because the elected member has ceased
to be an independent elected member, the
registered agent of the independent elected
member—

(C) expenditure for which an
elected member has claimed a
parliamentary allowance as a
member;

(a) is not required to provide a new request
to the Commission under subsection (1)
or (3); and

(D) expenditure that is incurred
substantially in respect of
operations or activities
relating to the election of
members of the eligible party
to a Parliament other than the
Parliament of Victoria.

(b) is required to notify the Commission,
within 28 days of the elected member
ceasing to be an independent elected
member, that the elected member has
ceased to be an independent elected
member so as to enable the Commission
to calculate the payment of
administrative expenditure funding in
accordance with section 207GA(4).

(5) A request under subsection (3) continues in effect
until—
(a) a new request is provided under
subsection (3); or
(b) the commencement of the next
scheduled general election period.
(6) If an elected member ceases to be a member of a
registered political party and becomes an
independent elected member during the term of the
Parliament, the registered agent of the independent
elected member must provide a request to the
Commission under subsection (1) or (3) for the
purpose of having an entitlement to receive
payments of administrative expenditure funding.
(7) If the number of elected members of a registered
political party increases during the term of the
Parliament, the registered officer of the registered

(10) For the purposes of a request made under this
section before 25 November 2018—
(a) if the request is made under
subsection (1), subsection (2) applies as
if subsection (2)(e)(i) were omitted; and
(b) if the request is made under
subsection (3), subsection (4) applies as
if subsection (4)(c)(i) were omitted.
(11) For the avoidance of doubt, if a request under this
section is not provided to the Commission before a
payment of administrative expenditure funding is
due to be made by the Commission, the entitlement
to the payment of administrative expenditure
funding is not affected but the Commission cannot
make the payment until the request is provided to
the Commission.
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Australian Accounting Standards as specified in
section 334(1) of the Corporations Act.

Annual return

(1) The registered officer of a registered political party
or the registered agent of an independent elected
member must, within 16 weeks after the end of
each calendar year, provide an annual return to the
Commission that—
(a) is in the form determined by the
Commission; and
(b) specifies that the registered political
party or independent elected member
has in relation to the calendar year spent
or incurred claimable expenditure—
(i)
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not less than the amount of the
entitlement to administrative
expenditure funding under
section 207GA; or

(ii) less than the amount of the
entitlement to administrative
expenditure funding under
section 207GA, being the amount
specified in the annual return.
(2) An annual return under subsection (1) must be
accompanied by a declaration made by the
registered officer of the registered political party or
the registered agent of the independent elected
member providing the annual return stating that the
registered officer or registered agent has no reason
to believe that any matter stated in the annual
return is not correct.
(3) If the Commission has not been provided with an
annual return within the period specified in
subsection (1)—
(a) the registered political party or
independent elected member is to be
taken to have incurred no claimable
expenditure in relation to the calendar
year; and
(b) the registered political party or
independent elected member must repay
to the Commission in accordance with
section 207GF the total amount of
payments of administrative expenditure
funding received in relation to that
calendar year.
207GD Audit of annual return
(1) An annual return under section 207GC(1) by the
registered officer of a registered political party
must be provided to the Commission with the
certificate of a registered company auditor within
the meaning of the Corporations Act.
(2) An annual return under section 207GC(1) by the
registered agent of an independent elected member
must be provided to the Commission with the
certificate of an independent auditor advising that
the statement has been audited in accordance with

(3) A certificate under subsection (1) or (2) must state
that the auditor—
(a) was given full and free access at all
reasonable times to all accounts, records,
documents and papers relating directly
or indirectly to any matter required to be
specified in the annual return; and
(b) examined the material referred to in
paragraph (a) for the purpose of giving
the certificate; and
(c) received all information and
explanations that the auditor requested in
respect of any matter required to be
specified in the annual return; and
(d) has no reason to believe that any matter
stated in the annual return is not correct.
(4) An annual return is to be taken not to have been
provided to the Commission unless the certificate
required by this section is attached to the annual
return.
207GE Powers of Commission
(1) If the Commission is satisfied on reasonable
grounds that information provided in the annual
return or the certificate is materially incorrect, the
Commission may by notice in writing request the
auditor to provide further information as specified
in the notice within 14 days of the date of the
notice.
(2) If the auditor fails to provide the requested
information, the Commission may by notice in
writing request the registered officer of the
registered political party or the registered agent of
the independent elected member to provide further
information as specified in the notice within
14 days of the date of the notice.
(3) If the registered officer of the registered political
party or the registered agent of the independent
elected member fails to provide the requested
information, the Commission may—
(a) withhold any payment under
section 207GA until the requested
information is provided; or
(b) if a payment has already been made
under section 207GA, recover the
payment under section 207GF.
207GF Recovery of administrative expenditure funding
(1) If a registered political party or an independent
elected member has received a payment of
administrative expenditure funding in respect of
any quarter that exceeds the entitlement at the end
of that quarter as a result of being calculated on a
pro-rata basis under section 207GA or for any
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other reason, an amount equal to the excess must
be—
(a) deducted by the Commission from any
amount of administrative expenditure
funding payable to the registered
political party or the independent elected
member in respect of any subsequent
quarter; or
(b) if the Commission makes a request in
writing to the registered officer of the
registered political party or the registered
agent of the independent elected
member, repaid to the Commission
within the period specified in the
request.
(2) If the total amount of the payments of
administrative expenditure funding received in
respect of a calendar year by a registered political
party or an independent elected member is greater
than the amount of claimable expenditure specified
in the annual return in respect of that calendar year,
an amount equal to the excess must be—
(a) deducted by the Commission from any
amount of administrative expenditure
funding payable to the registered
political party or the independent elected
member in respect of any subsequent
quarter; or
(b) if the Commission makes a request in
writing to the registered officer of the
registered political party or the registered
agent of the independent elected
member, repaid to the Commission
within the period specified in the
request; or
(c) if the registered political party or
independent elected member is not
entitled to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding in
the subsequent quarter, repaid to the
Commission within 60 days of the date
of the notice requesting the payment.
(3) If a registered political party has received any
payments of administrative expenditure funding in
respect of a scheduled general election period and
some or all of the elected members of the
registered political party did not stand for election
to the Parliament of Victoria at the general election
as an endorsed candidate of that registered political
party, the total amount of payments of
administrative expenditure funding in the
scheduled general election period in respect of the
elected members who did not stand must be repaid
to the Commission by the registered political party
within 60 days of the end of the calendar year in
which the payments of administrative expenditure
funding were made.
(4) If an independent elected member has received any
payments of administrative expenditure funding in
respect of a scheduled general election period and
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the independent elected member did not stand for
election to the Parliament of Victoria at the general
election, the total amount of payments of
administrative expenditure funding in the
scheduled general election period in respect of the
independent elected member must be repaid to the
Commission by the former independent elected
member within 60 days of the end of the calendar
year in which the payments of administrative
expenditure funding were made.
(5) If the registered political party, independent elected
member or former independent elected member
does not repay any amount required to be repaid to
the Commission under this section, the
Commission may recover the amount as a debt due
to the State in a court of competent jurisdiction.
207GG Prohibition on the payment or use of
administrative expenditure funding
(1) The registered officer of a registered political party
or the registered agent of an independent elected
member must ensure that any payment of
administrative expenditure funding received on or
after 25 November 2018 is not paid into the State
campaign account.
(2) The registered officer of a registered political party
or the registered agent of an independent elected
member must ensure that any payment of
administrative expenditure funding received by the
registered political party or the independent elected
member is not used to incur any of the following
expenditure—
(a) political expenditure;
(b) electoral expenditure;
(c) expenditure for which an elected
member has claimed a parliamentary
allowance as a member;
(d) expenditure that is incurred substantially
in respect of operations or activities
relating to the election of members of
the eligible party to a Parliament other
than the Parliament of Victoria.
(3) If the Commission becomes aware that a payment
of administrative expenditure funding has been
paid or used in contravention of subsection (1) or
(2), the Commission must notify the registered
officer of the registered political party or the
registered agent of the independent elected member
that the registered political party or the independent
elected member must pay a penalty equal to
200 per cent of the amount paid or used in
contravention of subsection (1) or (2) to the
Commission within 60 days of the date of the
notice.
(4) If the registered political party or the independent
elected member does not pay the amount specified
under subsection (3), the Commission may—
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(a) deduct the amount from any amount of
administrative expenditure funding
payable to the registered political party
or the independent elected member in
respect of any subsequent quarter; or

(a) the sum of $1.00 for each first
preference vote given for a
candidate who was endorsed by the
registered political party at the
previous general election; or

(b) if the registered political party or
independent elected member is not
entitled to receive payments of
administrative expenditure funding in
the subsequent quarter, recover the
amount as a debt due to the State in a
court of competent jurisdiction.”.

(b) $25 000.

Council’s suggested amendments 4 to 6 not made:
4.

Clause 45, page 53, line 25, omit “paid into the State
campaign account or”.

5.

Clause 45, page 54, line 24, after this line insert—
“(12)In this section, election quarter, of a year in
which a general election is held, means the
quarter of that year beginning on 1 October.”.

6.

Clause 45, page 54, line 27, after this line insert—
‘(3) In section 207G(6) of the Electoral Act 2002,
after “not” insert “paid into the State
campaign account or”.’.

Council’s suggested amendments 7 to 14 made:
7.

Clause 46, page 55, line 8, after “Division” insert “1C
or”.

8.

Clause 50, page 57, line 18, after this line insert—
‘(3) In section 211(3) of the Electoral Act 2002,
after “the election” insert “or the candidate is
elected at the election”.’.
NEW CLAUSE

9.

3325

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 53—

(3) A registered political party is an eligible
registered political party if—
(a) the registered political party has
been a registered political party for
the whole of the calendar year; and
(b) the registered officer of the
registered political party did not
receive a payment under
section 212(3) in respect of any
election during the calendar year or
the previous general election; and
(c) the registered political party was
not entitled to receive a payment of
administrative expenditure funding
under section 207G during the
calendar year; and
(d) the Commission is satisfied that the
registered political party operates
as a genuine political party; and
(e) the registered officer of the
registered political party has
complied with subsection (4).
(4) For the purpose of having an entitlement
under subsection (2), the registered officer
of the registered political party must,
within 20 weeks of the end of the calendar
year, provide to the Commission a
statement, in the form approved by the
Commission, specifying that the registered
political party has spent or incurred policy
development expenditure in relation to the
calendar year—

‘CC New Division 2A inserted in Part 12
After Division 2 of Part 12 of the Electoral Act 2002
insert—
“Division 2A— Policy development
funding

(a) not less than the amount of the
entitlement under subsection (2); or
(b) less than the amount of the
entitlement under subsection (2),
being the amount specified in the
statement.

215A Policy development funding
(1) The Commission must make payments of
policy development funding to eligible
registered political parties to reimburse costs
relating to policy development in
accordance with this section.

(5) For the purposes of subsection (4), policy
development expenditure means
expenditure as determined from time to time
by the Commission but does not include
political expenditure or electoral
expenditure.

(2) An eligible registered political party is
entitled to an annual payment of policy
development funding equal to the greater
of—

(6) The registered officer of the registered
political party must ensure that any payment
received from the Commission under this
section is not—
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(a) paid into the State campaign
account; or
(b) used for electoral expenditure.

proceedings to recover the payment
under section 215D(4).
215D Making of payments
(1) An amount is only payable if the statement
required to be provided to the Commission
has been provided to the Commission.

215B Audit of statement
(1) A statement under section 215A(4) must be
provided to the Commission with the
certificate of a registered company auditor
within the meaning of the Corporations Act.

(2) The amount payable is—
(a) if the statement specifies that not
less than the entitlement has been
spent or incurred, the whole of the
entitlement; or

(2) A certificate under subsection (1) must state
that the auditor—
(a) was given full and free access at all
reasonable times to all accounts,
records, documents and papers
relating directly or indirectly to any
matter required to be specified in
the statement; and

(b) if the statement specifies that an
amount that is less than the
entitlement has been spent or
incurred, an amount equal to the
amount specified in the statement.

(b) examined the material referred to in
paragraph (a) for the purpose of
giving the certificate; and

(3) If an amount is payable under section 215A,
the Commission must make the payment to
the registered officer of the registered
political party within 30 days after the
Commission has been provided the
statement.

(c) received all information and
explanations that the auditor
requested in respect of any matter
required to be specified in the
statement; and

(4) If a payment is made and the recipient is not
entitled to receive the whole or a part of the
amount paid, that amount or that part of that
amount may be recovered by the
Commission as a debt due to the State by
action against the person in a court of
competent jurisdiction.”.’.

(d) has no reason to believe that any
matter stated in the statement is not
correct.
(3) A statement is to be taken not to have been
provided to the Commission unless the
certificate required by this section is
attached to the statement.
215C Powers of Commission
(1) If the Commission is satisfied on reasonable
grounds that information provided in the
statement or the certificate is materially
incorrect, the Commission may by notice in
writing request the auditor to provide further
information as specified in the notice within
14 days of the date of the notice.
(2) If the auditor fails to provide the requested
information, the Commission may by notice
in writing request the registered officer of
the registered political party to provide
further information as specified in the notice
within 14 days of the date of the notice.
(3) If the registered officer of the registered
political party fails to provide the requested
information, the Commission may—
(a) withhold any payment under
section 215A until the requested
information is provided; or
(b) if a payment has already been made
under section 215A, take

10. Clause 55, page 80, line 10, after “return” insert
“provided under this Division”.
11. Clause 55, page 81, omit items 4 to 8 of the TABLE and
insert—
“4

Section 207GA(1)(a)— $200 000

5

Section 207GA(1)(b)(i)— $200 000

6

Section 207GA(1)(b)(ii)— $70 000

7

Section 207GA(1)(b)(iii)— $35 000”.

12. Clause 55, page 81, after item 10 of the TABLE insert—
“10A Section 215A(2)(a)— $1.00
10B Section 215A(2)(b)— $25 000”.
13. Clause 63, page 87, lines 13 to 30, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
‘(2) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the following are entitled to be
provided with one Parliamentary adviser—
(a) each independent elected member of the
Parliament of Victoria;
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(b) the Leader of any party represented in
the Parliament of Victoria which is not a
party forming Government and which
has only one elected member.
(2A) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of Victoria
which is not a party forming Government and
which has more than one elected member but
less than 6 elected members, is entitled to be
provided with—
(a) 2 Parliamentary advisers; and
(b) one Parliamentary adviser for each
2 elected members of the party.
(2B) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of Victoria
which is not a party forming Government and
which has more than 5 elected members but
less than 12 elected members, is entitled to be
provided with—
(a) one Parliamentary adviser; and

(b) the candidate that is declared elected at
the election and is an elected member of
a party represented in the Parliament of
Victoria or an independent elected
member of the Parliament of
Victoria.”.’.
14. Clause 63, page 88, line 8, lines 4 to 9, omit all words
and expressions on these lines and insert—
‘candidate has the same meaning as it has in
section 3 of the Electoral Act 2002;
elected member has the same meaning as it has in
section 206(1) of the Electoral Act 2002;
general election has the same meaning as it has in
section 3 of the Electoral Act 2002;
independent elected member has the same
meaning as it has in section 207G of the Electoral
Act 2002;
party has the same meaning as registered political
party has in section 3 of the Electoral Act
2002.”.’.

Committed.

(b) one Parliamentary adviser for each
2 elected members of the party.
(2C) Without limiting the generality of
subsection (1), the Leader of any party
represented in the Parliament of Victoria
which is not a party forming Government and
which has more than 11 elected members, is
entitled to be provided with one
Parliamentary adviser for each 2 elected
members of the party.
(2D) For the purposes of determining the
entitlement under subsections (2), (2A), (2B)
and (2C)—
(a) the number of elected members of a
party represented in the Parliament of
Victoria; and
(b) the number of independent elected
members of the Parliament of Victoria—
is to be determined as at the date that the
result of the general election at which the
members are elected is declared by the
Commission under section 121 of the
Electoral Act 2002.
(2E) The entitlement determined under
subsection (2D) is to be recalculated as at the
date that the result of an election, other than a
general election, is declared by the
Commission under section 121 of the
Electoral Act 2002 only in relation to—
(a) the elected member who held the seat
that became vacant and resulted in the
holding of the election; and

Committee
Resumed from 24 July.
Postponed clause 45 further discussed.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Clause 45 was
postponed. The committee now has to deal with
postponed clause 45, to which amendments were
suggested by the Council. The Assembly have notified
by message that they have made the Council’s
suggested amendments 1 to 3 to this clause. They have
not made the Council’s suggested amendments 4 to 6 to
this clause. I note that the Council had agreed to other
amendments to this clause before it was postponed. The
question therefore is:
That clause 45, as amended by the Assembly on the
suggestion of the Council and as amended by the Council,
stand part of the bill.

Committee divided on amended clause:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)
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Amended clause agreed to.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Clause 50 is the clause
which increases the electoral funding from the current
$1.20 per vote indexed up to $6 for an Assembly vote
and $3 for a Council vote. It is one of the fundamental
clauses of this bill in terms of the financial impact it
has. It was subject to an amendment but the house has
not voted on the substance of that clause, so I can
advise that the coalition will oppose this clause in its
amended form as we do not support that substantial
increase in public electoral funding.

Postponed clause 46

Committee divided on amended clause:

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — The committee
now has to deal with postponed clause 46, to which an
amendment was suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
made the Council’s suggested amendment 7 to this
clause. The question therefore is:
That clause 46, as amended by the Assembly on the
suggestion of the Council, stand part of the bill.

Committee divided on amended clause:

Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 18

Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
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
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amended clause agreed to.
Postponed clause 50
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — The committee
now has to deal with postponed clause 50, to which an
amendment was suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
made the Council’s suggested amendment 8 to this
clause. Before I put the clause to the test, are there any
questions?

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

Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
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
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Amended clause agreed to.
Postponed new clause
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — We move to the
postponed new clause to follow clause 53, to which an
amendment was suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
made the Council’s suggested amendment 9.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I think the new clause
you are referring to was the clause which creates the
new policy development funding entitlement. This is a
provision that the coalition does not support. This is
funding which will be provided to effectively any
registered political party, whether they contest an
election or not and provided they have been a registered
party for all of the calendar year. If you reflect back on
the parties that were registered at the time of the 2014
election, there were a number of parties registered, and
one that comes to mind was the Basics Rock’n’Roll
Party, which arguably had a nebulous purpose in being
a registered political party. Nonetheless, under this
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provision, notwithstanding the fact that they do not
contest an election, they will be entitled to a minimum
$25 000 of funding per year — $100 000 over the
four-year electoral cycle. We think the risk of people
registering parties simply as a joke, such as the
Rock’n’Roll Party in 2014, and those people being
rewarded with public funding, whether they contest an
election or not, is not appropriate, so we do not support
the insertion of this new policy funding model and
accordingly will oppose the new clause which has been
inserted by the Assembly.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Members, the
question is:
That the new clause to follow clause 53, as amended by the
Assembly on the suggestion of the Council, stand part of the
bill.

Committee divided on amended new clause:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr
Dalidakis, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Amended new clause agreed to.
Postponed clause 55
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Now the
committee has to deal with postponed clause 55, to
which amendments were suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
made the Council’s suggested amendments 10 to 12 to
this clause. I note that the Council had agreed to the
other amendments to this clause before it was
postponed. The question therefore is:
That clause 55, as amended by the Assembly on the
suggestion of the Council and as amended by the Council,
stand part of the bill.
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Amended clause agreed to.
Postponed clause 63
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — The committee
now has to deal with postponed clause 63, to which
amendments were suggested by the Council. The
Assembly have notified by message that they have
made the Council’s suggested amendments 13 and 14
to this clause. The question therefore is:
That clause 63, as amended by the Assembly on the
suggestion of the Council, stand part of the bill.

Amended clause agreed to.
Suggested amendments and amendments reported
to house.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:06) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

The PRESIDENT — Mr Rich-Phillips, do you
intend to speak on the third reading?
Mr Rich-Phillips — I do, President.
The PRESIDENT — I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for
giving me an indication earlier that this may be the
case. In that context I think I need to provide a ruling,
because this is something that we have not done in
recent times, certainly. The guidance that I wish to put
to the house in regard to the third-reading debate time
limits is this: it is unusual for the Council to conduct
substantial debate on the third-reading stage beyond
statements from a minister who has carriage of the bill
acknowledging the work of the members and staff.
However, as members may wish to rise to make
contributions in the third-reading stage of a bill, I have
to first offer some guidance about the conduct of
third-reading debates, particularly in relation to time
limits and the content of such a debate.
I note that the standing orders are silent on time limits
for third-reading debates. Earlier standing orders,
before the changes were made in late 2006, provided
limits for all government business matters. These time
limits did not specify what stage of a bill they applied
to; therefore we presume these limits applied to any bill
stage and to government motions. Previous
third-reading debates in the Council and practices in
other places and jurisdictions suggest that contributions
to the third-reading debate should be brief. Guided by
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these precedents and in the absence of clear guidance in
our current standing orders, time limits for this
third-reading debate should not exceed those set for
government business under standing order 5.06, which
are consistent with second-reading contributions
specified in the standing orders, in my view.
I wish to remind members of the appropriate content of
a third-reading debate. Previous rulings from the Chair
have stated that during the third-reading stage members
are not permitted to continue debate on the bill or refute
matters. They are also not allowed to introduce new
material or raise matters previously discussed or
included in the second-reading debate or committee
stage. Previous rulings have clarified that during the
third-reading debate a member should only state any
objections to the bill and not argue them at length.
Further, members may only speak on the bill’s content
as a means of reviewing the bill in its final form after
the second-reading and committee stages.
In this instance, as the bill has been significantly
amended in the Assembly prior to being returned to this
house and subsequently amended during the most
recent committee stage in this house, it is reasonable
that members may wish to address the bill’s finalised
contents. However, contributions should still only
address the changed contents of the bill and not
introduce new material or revisit matters that have been
previously covered during the course of the debate on
the bill, and they should remain within the time limits
that we have addressed — those set for government
business in this place in our existing standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (15:11) — President, thank you for your
guidance on matters of debate on the third reading. It is
not my intention to speak at length on the third reading,
although the Leader of the Government seems to be
inviting me to. The reason that I am taking the unusual
step of making a contribution on the third reading of
this bill is because the bill we are now dealing with is a
bill which is radically different to the bill which was
introduced and considered in the second-reading stage
in this house back in June. It is worth putting on record
that when the bill came into this place and we
commenced debate on the second reading in June, there
were a number of parties in this place, and the
Liberal-National coalition was one, who had the view
that the bill should be opposed. At that point in time
there were a number of other parties in this house that
had the view that the bill should be opposed.
We have seen since the bill came to this place for
second reading that there have been numerous
amendments introduced by the government. As always,
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there are amendments from third parties in this house,
and there was an amendment that I proposed to the bill
in relation to conduct at polling places following what
happened in the 2014 election here in Victoria. That
amendment to create new criminal offences around
intimidating polling workers — people handing out
how-to-vote cards, that is — at polling places was
supported by this house and will go back to the other
house. There were some other amendments circulated
by other third parties in this place. But what we have
seen is a substantial number of government
amendments introduced, which this house started to
deal with during the committee stage in June, and then
we saw on Tuesday a number of those amendments
from the government supplanted with another set of
amendments from the government.
What we have now on the third reading is a bill that is
radically different. We have a bill which at its heart,
under the pretence of reforming donation laws, actually
introduces an unprecedented level of public funding for
Victorian political parties. This is at a time when
members of the Victorian community are under
substantial financial stress. Household budgets are
under substantial financial stress.
We had a model introduced earlier this year, which
in toto would have provided to political parties over the
next four-year electoral cycle approximately
$53.9 million in a mix of existing electoral funding
entitlements under the current model; new electoral
funding entitlements, being the $6 per Assembly vote,
$3 per Council vote model; some administrative
funding in respect of sitting members of Parliament;
and a mechanism by which some of that administrative
funding would be prepaid prior to the coming election
in November. But since that original model came to the
Parliament we have seen radical changes, and we have
seen an expansion of the amount of funding in toto
which will now go to political parties — an additional
$1.5 million on rough calculation, based on the 2014
election results and assuming there have been some
movements between parties and Independents and the
like since that election.
Putting aside those by-elections, based on the general
election results of 2014 the model the Council is now
looking at sees even more funds go to political
parties — roughly $55.5 million. We have seen a model
evolve from the proposed model of electoral funding,
which now sees the floor for electoral funding removed
for sitting members of Parliament, which was not part
of the concept originally introduced to the house in the
bill from the Assembly earlier this year. That has the
effect of impacting both the section 211 funding, being
the current model, and also the
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section 211(2A) funding, being the new $3-$6 model,
and we have seen radical changes to the administrative
funding model.
As members will recall, when the bill arrived in this
place the government was proposing that political
parties and Independent members would receive
$40 000 per year per elected member. What we now
have before the house is a model which delivers
$200 000 for the first member of Parliament, $70 000
for the second member of Parliament and $35 000 for
third and subsequent members of Parliament up to 45.
We have also seen the introduction since the first
consideration of this bill of a whole new structure of
so-called policy development funding, which allocates
$1 for a first preference vote to each registered political
party that was registered for 12 calendar months in the
year prior to funding being paid or a minimum of
$25 000. I referred briefly before to the currently
deregistered Rock’n’Roll Party. Even though that party
understandably bombed at the last election — received
very few votes — if it were still registered, under this
model it would be entitled to receive $25 000 a year for
each of the four years of an electoral cycle, and we will
see that model introduced for all registered parties
whether they contest the election or not.
One of the interesting and perhaps perverse changes
which have come about as a result of the way in which
this bill has evolved over the last couple of months is
that the minor parties in this place, which would have
been eligible to receive policy development funding
because they were not recipients of electoral funding —
having not achieved the 4 per cent minimum under the
existing electoral funding model — will no longer be
eligible for policy development funding. It is interesting
to reflect that those parties, which in some cases are
represented in this house, would have received several
hundred thousand dollars of policy development
funding but because of the removal of the 4 per cent
base level for electoral funding they will now, based on
their 2014 results, receive tens of thousands of dollars
of electoral funding and not receive hundreds of
thousands of dollars of policy funding. That is an
interesting reflection on the way in which the bill has
evolved over the course of multiple sets of amendments
from the government in order to get support in this
house. We have seen quite piecemeal changes, such as
the removal of that 4 per cent baseline for elected
members of Parliament, and the way in which that, in
that example of the policy development funding, has a
perhaps perverse outcome versus the original intention
with respect to policy development funding.
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The changes in this bill are not related only to funding
and the fact that we now see a bill which will require
some $55.5 million of public money to support political
parties over the next four years. We have also seen this
bill change in respect of the introduction of an
electronic voting trial for certain cohorts of voters. That
is something that the coalition is happy to support on a
trial basis, but it is a radical departure from what was
originally introduced to this house. It was a radical
departure introduced by way of amendment very
quickly without a lot of in-depth policy consideration in
order to get an outcome and the passage of the bill
through this house.
We saw some quite radical changes introduced with
respect to postal voting as it will apply to the 2018
election. Again, that was not something which was the
government’s policy consideration in bringing the bill
forward to the Parliament in May or June. But we now
have dropped in by way of amendment at the last
minute a framework which completely changes the way
in which postal voting applications are handled by the
electoral commission, and it has the perverse effect in
seeking to exclude political parties from the processing
of postal vote applications of in fact introducing a
model where the personal information of any person
who applies for a postal vote will be distributed far and
wide.
In fact under the existing model a postal voter would
typically submit their application for a postal vote via
their preferred political party, who would then submit it
to the Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) and the
postal vote would come back. Under the model that
came in by way of amendment at the last minute back
in June, the application will be directly to the VEC.
However, the flip side is that the details of that elector
will be distributed to any Independent candidate in the
seat where the elector is enrolled, but more significantly
will be provided at the earliest possible opportunity
under the bill to any registered political party. Now that
will be whether that registered political party is running
at the election or not, and again you have the example
of the Rock’n’Roll Party from last time. It would not
need to run any candidates at the election and it would
still receive a list of everybody, with names and
addresses, that had applied for a postal vote.
If you look at the current list of registered political
parties we have the Animal Justice Party, Australian
Conservatives, Australian Country Party, Australian
Labor Party, Democratic Labour Party, Derryn Hinch’s
Justice Party, Health Australia Party, Liberal
Democratic Party, Liberal Party, National Party,
Pauline Hanson’s One Nation, Reason Victoria,
Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party, Socialist Alliance
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(Victoria), Sustainable Australia, The Australian
Greens, Transport Matters Party, Victorian Socialists,
Voluntary Euthanasia Party and Vote 1 Local Jobs. All
of those parties will receive the information about every
postal voter, whether the party is running a candidate in
the seat in question and whether the party is running at
the election at all. I do not think it is appropriate, and
this side of the house does not think it is appropriate,
that the Socialist —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Mr Jennings says that is
not right. We did discuss this in committee. Any
political party, whether it is running in the seat or not,
has access to the information. You can have a party
running in the seat of Cranbourne that will be told who
the postal voters are in the seat of Mildura, and we do
not believe that is appropriate. This is opening up, as
we discussed at the time in the committee debate,
personal information. And you reflect on the reason
people apply for postal votes; they are going to be away
or they are infirm. That information, the fact that they
are postal voters and most likely in those
circumstances, will be supplied to a whole raft of
political parties in a way that it is not currently, and that
is a substantial departure from the original bill and the
original intent of the bill as discussed throughout the
committee stage.
We have also seen major changes to the way in which
this framework works and the commencement of this
framework, because with amendments to clause 2,
which were dealt with in committee and the suggested
amendments dealt with today, we have seen shifts in
the period in which major elements of this framework
come into effect — obligations with respect to
donations, obligations with respect to disclosure — yet
we are also seeing the funding flow which is meant to
be paired to those obligations continue to flow
pre-election, with many of the obligations delayed to
post-election, which is a very fundamental shift in what
we are dealing with today versus what we were dealing
with when the bill was first introduced.
One of the big impacts this bill has, and again there is a
change — not a substantial change, but a change —
between the original bill and the bill we are now
looking at in the third reading, is the impact on new
parties. The bill as amended now provides that parties
have until 115 days before the election in which to
apply for registration. One hundred and fifteen days
before the election is next Wednesday. With the
passage of this bill today, any party seeking to
participate in the 2018 election has until next
Wednesday to lodge their registration. That is a slight
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shift by way of amendment because of the delayed
commencement of this bill. It is worth noting that there
are parties represented in this Parliament, represented in
this house, which did not become registered parties
before the 2014 election until much closer to that
election. This provision, which some members of this
place are voting for today, had it applied in 2014, would
have in fact excluded them from this Parliament. It is
worth putting in context that people who might think
they are standing up for the rights of minor parties are
in fact removing rights from new parties, which they
themselves were the beneficiaries of.
This is not just about the issue of funding and the
allocation of taxpayers money to political parties. It also
goes to some fundamental issues around the operation
of our electoral system. I said at the outset I do not
intend to speak at length on the third reading. It is
unusual to make a contribution on the third reading, and
I do it for one reason and one reason only, and that is
that the bill we are now dealing with is radically
different to the bill we first considered in this house —
before we saw the raft of amendments from the Leader
of the Government in June, which were replaced with
another raft of amendments on Tuesday when this bill
came before the house. But our fundamental position
has not changed. This bill inappropriately, in the view
of the coalition, allocates more than $55 million to
political parties over the next election cycle by way of a
number of streams of funding. At a time when
Victorian families are under increasing financial
pressure, we do not believe that that is appropriate.
The fact that the structure of that funding has changed
between the first iteration of this bill and the current
iteration, which sees small parties which originally
opposed this bill become beneficiaries of this bill, does
not change what was fundamentally wrong with the
bill. The allocation of $55 million of taxpayers money
for political parties over a four-year cycle is
inappropriate. It is not consistent with the expectations
of the Victorian community, and I would urge members
of this house in voting on the third reading of this bill to
act in the interests of Victorians, not in their own
personal and party-political interests, and oppose this
bill.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:27) — I
would like to take the opportunity of speaking in the
third-reading debate of the Electoral Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018. I do find it somewhat surprising
to think that the coalition has been so morally opposed
and adamant about their opposition to this bill when
there was no doubt that there was complete support from
the coalition for the increase in funding to their parties.
One only has to read the second-reading speeches in the

ELECTORAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 26 July 2018

COUNCIL

other house to gather that. In fact from a small party
perspective I actually felt that we were completely
locked out from any discussion of the development of
this legislation. I truly think we were locked out of it,
because there was no need for our vote on this until, at
some surprising moment, the coalition changed their
position and all of a sudden opposed this bill.
I do not apologise in this third-reading debate that we do
have development funding for parties, that we do move
to electronic voting for vision-impaired people and that
we will move to the capping of electoral spending. I
make no apologies that those changes have happened
during the process of this legislation going through this
house, because the minor parties actually had an
opportunity to have some influence on this legislation.
I have been pilloried outside this place for somehow
benefiting financially from these changes. I can tell you
my party does not benefit from these changes, but I think
what we have managed to amend in this legislation does
make it fairer. I know Mr Rich-Phillips was making great
fun of the Basics Rock’n’Roll Party. I happen to know
the Rock’n’Roll Party and I happen to know their
policies, and I fully appreciate the work they wanted to
do on improving the arts community in Victoria and
improving Indigenous rights in Victoria. They actually
had quite a suite of policies, and I think a small amount
of money for small developing parties to work on
policies is to the benefit of our community, not to the
detriment.
To think that in the 21st century we are going to
continue with a duopoly of major parties is not
understanding the will of the electorate. It is not
understanding that the will of the electorate is not to
continue this duopoly and is not to continue providing
taxpayer funding to a duopoly, but it is actually to
create a fairer system. I think during the committee
stage and during this process, where I agree there have
been a number of amendments made, we have got to
the point where we may actually see electoral capping.
We may actually see a saving in money. I would hope
that in the review of this, when the minister must
consider the capping of spending on elections, we will
actually see less money being spent on elections — less
money from the community but also less money from
the taxpayer being spent on elections. That is my true
wish, and that was certainly my goal in negotiating to
see this bill come to fruition.
We see development funding for small parties in other
jurisdictions, and it is not to the detriment of democracy,
I can assure you. New South Wales, New Zealand and
many countries in Europe allow for the funding of
developing parties. I see nothing wrong with that.
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Why should the taxpayer pay millions of dollars, as they
currently do, to the Labor Party and the Liberal Party and
not encourage small parties to start developing, small
organisations to start getting political and small
organisations like me to start developing policy and to
play a role in our democratic process? I was speaking to
a homeless person on the street just this afternoon who
congratulated me on the work that the Reason Party had
been able to bring to this house. I do not apologise for
requesting, if there is going to be electoral funding and
taxpayer electoral funding, that small parties are
recognised in that and recognised for the important role
that they can play in representing the community and the
diversity of the community.
I support this bill, as I have throughout this debate. I have
certainly heard many phone calls on talkback radio
suggesting that I have sold myself out. I can assure
everyone in this house and assure anyone listening that I
am far more expensive than that. I did this because I had
the opportunity to bring in the notion, the hope and the
aspiration that we will actually see a cap on electoral
spending, we will see electronic voting for
vision-impaired people, we will see electronic voting
being developed in this state and we will see
development funding for small parties. I commend the
third reading.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:34) — I have been in this chamber for the best part
of 20 years. This is the first time that I have contributed
to such a debate on the third reading, and I hope it is the
last. I guarantee that my contribution will be briefer
than the preceding speakers on this matter.
I want to thank everybody who has participated in the
development of this legislation. I want to particularly
thank those who sit behind me in the advisers box who
have done an outstanding job over almost a year in
establishing this piece of legislation. The policy
development work that was associated with the bill goes
back as far as September 2015 in relation to the
discussions that we had within government about
introducing donation reform, so I wholeheartedly thank
them. I thank them for their perseverance. I thank them
for their tolerance in dealing with the frustration of
negotiating this piece of legislation with other parties that
have actually held it up until nearly the 120-day limit that
is associated with the registration of political parties,
because if it was down to the government, this piece of
legislation would have been dealt with months ago.
The government chose, in the spirit of trying to
negotiate an outcome with the opposition and with the
minor parties, to achieve an outcome. It was the
opposition who delayed the consideration of this
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legislation for many months as they tried to get their act
together in relation to the Cormack Foundation funding
being available to them. They delayed the introduction
of this bill. They pleaded with the government to
actually delay the introduction of this bill.
I believe we now have an improved bill. I believe this
bill has been improved during the course of the third
reading, and I thank the minor parties. I thank the
Independents, I thank the minor parties and I thank the
Greens for their contribution to this. I lament the fact
that they perhaps did not realise their contribution was
always welcomed in the consideration of this bill and
only chose to raise the issues that mattered to them
when we were dealing with the committee stage of this
bill. I lament that, but I am grateful that collectively the
Parliament has improved the bill. There has been a
skewing of the public funding and other forms of
resources that are available to small parties away from
the major parties. I think that is actually a laudable
outcome. I thank them for their contribution. I thank
them for the enhancement in relation to certain voting
procedures, which includes electronic voting and the
ability to vote of people with impairment. I think this is
a better piece of legislation. I thank the Parliament for
improving this bill during the course of the committee
stage, and I ask that the third reading be now adopted.
The PRESIDENT — The question is then:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 22
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TERRORISM) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (15:44) — I
am pleased to speak on this important piece of
legislation, the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Terrorism) Bill 2018, and indicate at the outset that the
opposition will not oppose this bill. In doing so, I note it
is an extremely large piece of legislation and a very
complex piece of legislation — 135 clauses dealing
with some very significant issues of community safety,
extending new powers and, of course, as the
second-reading speech makes clear, seeking to derive a
degree of national uniformity when it comes to a
legislative approach to terrorism and community safety.
It is a pity that that philosophy was not adopted more
often when it comes to community safety measures,
whether that is dealing with bikies, bikie gangs, outlaw
motorcycle gangs, drug running or other forms of
criminal activity that do not recognise state borders and
operate on an interjurisdictional basis, because too often
in recent years Victoria has become a soft touch when it
comes to some of these areas. I am pleased that the
government is seeking, as it states in the second-reading
speech, anyway, to maintain a relatively consistent
approach, a relatively consistent basis.
Of course this legislation arises primarily from the
recommendations of the Expert Panel on Terrorism and
Violent Extremism Prevention and Response Powers,
otherwise known as the Harper-Lay review, a very
important review. This bill provides the government’s
response to all the recommendations of Report 1, and to
recommendations 18 to 21 and recommendation 24 of
Report 2.
I want to start by acknowledging the important work of
former Chief Commissioner Ken Lay and His Honour
Justice Harper. Of course Justice Harper has been busy
with other work on behalf of the government and
indeed on behalf of the community and has taken up the
position of deputy chair of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria (APB), a very important position. I think the
community appreciates his ongoing involvement in
these issues. So I acknowledge the work of the
Harper-Lay review, the perspective they have brought
and the recommendations that they have made.
As I say, given that this bill seeks to implement a
number of those recommendations and in a general
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sense is in line, it would appear, with those
recommendations, we will not oppose the bill. But, as I
say also, given the breadth and the complexity of this
legislation and the seeking to interplay with other
schemes, we are relying on the government and the
advice that they have provided, the warrants they have
provided about the bill and the advice that they have
been able to secure through the resources of
government that of course the opposition does not have
at its disposal.
The main elements of the bill are that it authorises
police to take an adult or a child aged 14 years or above
into custody and detain them without charge under a
police detention decision for up to four days for an
adult or 36 hours for a child, in addition to Supreme
Court-ordered preventative detention as currently
exists.
I should have said in my introductory remarks that this
extra power in this bill in general raises significant
questions about the power of police, the ability to detain
without charge and what is an appropriate length of
time and the rights of the individual versus the rights of
the state and the community to seek to obtain
information. These are difficult questions, and of course
they are now difficult questions in the context of the
age — regrettably — of terrorism. This is not a
theoretical risk. The Chief Commissioner of Police has
given strong commentary about the risk posed by
certain individuals. There has been a lot of public
commentary about the impact of conflict in other parts
of the world and what that may mean for jurisdictions
such as Victoria.
I think for many years we in Victoria thought perhaps
we were immune from some of the issues in other parts
of the world, and by and large, fortunately, we have
been. We have had some significant incidents, and of
course thanks to the fantastic work of Victoria Police
some planned incidents have been prevented. I pay
credit to Victoria Police and the federal agencies and
the work that they are doing together more and more in
a seamless way, which is a credit to both VicPol and
the federal agencies they work with, in having
information, following people of interest and backing
up networks that seek to do harm to the community. So
without going into those cases — there have been a
number of situations in the public domain, but I do not
think it is worth going into those — suffice to say the
police and the federal agencies have done a great job in
disrupting some of those networks, and the question for
us in the Parliament is: what is the appropriate level of
power? What is the right power to provide to those
authorities, those organisations, that uphold the law and
keep us safe and what is the appropriate oversight to
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retain to protect the rights of individuals? In many ways
that is really the question before us. The Harper-Lay
review has provided recommendations in a very sober
way about how to provide those powers whilst retaining
oversight.
As I said, the bill authorises police to take an adult or
child aged 14 years or above into custody and detain
them without charge under a police detention decision
for up to four days for an adult or 36 hours for a child.
In relation to a police detention decision it provides for
review by the involvement of the Public Interest
Monitor; notification to the Ombudsman, the IBAC
and, in the case of a child, the commissioner for
children and young people and the Department of
Justice and Regulation; entitlement to contact a legal
representative; oversight by the Victorian Inspectorate;
and requirements for when a person must be released.
The bill seeks to remove the prohibition on questioning
of detainees so as to allow questioning during both
police and court order detention on a similar basis as
currently exists under the Crimes Act 1958 in relation
to caution, legal representation, recording and the like.
The bill will also enable the chief commissioner or the
deputy chief commissioner to make an interim
authorisation of the exercise of special police powers
under the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003
without the Premier’s approval if the Premier or the
Premier’s delegate is unable to be contacted. The
second-reading speech deals with the need for that
power to be timely; it makes the case for giving the
chief or deputy that power. The bill extends the
application of special police powers to protective
services officers (PSOs), and again, the briefing cited
situations that could arise where PSOs may be able to
respond.
What we are seeing over time is an evolution in the role
of and powers possessed by PSOs. I am sure the chief
commissioner and those at the police academy are
cognisant of this — that police training is very high
level, and we are lucky to have such well-trained
police. As the roles and functions of the PSOs evolve,
no doubt the training provided to the PSOs will
similarly evolve as well so that if and when these
powers, for example, are required to be used by PSOs
as contemplated by the bill, they will have the
appropriate training and requisite capacity to use those
powers in a responsible fashion. But again, the PSOs
have really added significantly to community safety in
recent years since their role was expanded back in
2011–12, and so I note the extension of the application
of special powers to PSOs as well.
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Where special police powers do apply, the bill creates
an express power for police to take control of an
affected area and makes directions as to the use of that
area. The bill replaces a threshold for preventative
detention with the commonwealth threshold of ‘is
capable of being carried out, and could occur, within
the next 14 days’. Consistency with commonwealth
legislation is a desirable outcome, as the state and
federal authorities interact in a seamless way more and
more in responding to these issues and these threats.
The bill provides for authorities to seek from the
Supreme Court a counterterrorism intelligence
protection order, which if granted will allow the
applicant to rely on the protected intelligence
information where orders are sought without the
information being required to be disclosed to the
respondent or their legal representative. Again, this is a
significant power that the bill is contemplating, and one
as per the recommendations. The bill provides for
closed court hearings in relation to applications for a
counterterrorism intelligence protection order and for
the appointment of a special counsel to represent the
respondent’s interests at such hearings. The
appointment of special counsel in such situations is not
unusual and of course is important for the protection of
those people.
The bill provides for the Victorian Inspectorate to
oversight the use of police powers under the act,
including covert search warrants, special police powers
and police preventative detention. The bill inserts an
example into section 462A of the Crimes Act 1958 of
when a police officer or protective services officer
might use lethal force to prevent death or serious injury.
Of course we are all very much cognisant of what
happened in New South Wales and what has happened
in other situations, and these are very difficult situations
that are contemplated by the use or creation of such
powers, but I think there have been many learnings out
of what has happened in other jurisdictions, including
New South Wales.
The bill amends the Bail Act 1977 to create
presumptions against bail for people considered to pose
a terrorism risk and to require bail decisions for such
persons to be made by a court. The opposition welcome
this power, but we say on the presumptions against bail
that the class of alleged offenders for whom the
presumption against bail applies does not go far
enough, and without relitigating that point, the
opposition has been very clear on the record about the
class of alleged offenders for whom a presumption
against bail should be applied. We do not make that
policy lightly where the rights of an accused as opposed
to a convicted offender are concerned. In weighing up
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the rights of the accused in certain circumstances versus
the rights of the community to be protected, we do not
think that balance has been appropriately struck. But as
I say, we note the amendment to create, in this limited
range of situations, the presumption against bail for
people considered to pose a terrorism risk, and we think
that is a step in the right direction.
The bill provides for only a court to assess terrorism
risk information and determine whether a person poses
a risk of committing a terrorism or foreign incursion
offence or to grant bail for a commonwealth terrorism
offence. The bill introduces presumptions against
parole and in favour of the cancellation of parole for
prisoners who pose a terrorism risk.
I just want to reflect for a minute — again, without
talking specifics or about particular individuals — on
the challenges that terrorism offenders, convicted
offenders, pose to the corrections system. This is not
something that is unique to Victoria, but convicted
terrorists pose a real challenge when it comes to their
rehabilitation and management and their proselytising
of other prisoners. Prison systems around the world
have sought to deal with this issue in different ways.
New South Wales has quite a different approach to
Victoria; in the UK, France and other places different
models have been tried. I think it is a really important
part or element of community safety.
General recidivism is a significant issue in the
community. The Ombudsman said a few weeks ago it
is at 44 per cent in Victoria, and of course the
consequences of recidivism for people convicted of
these types of offences can be, it goes without saying,
very grave and significant. That is perhaps a little bit
outside the scope of this bill, but it is an issue related to
this point as well.
The presumptions against parole and in favour of the
cancellation of parole for prisoners who pose a
terrorism risk are an important element of this bill. The
Adult Parole Board of Victoria must be able to respond
quickly where risk is identified. Their capacity to do so
has been significantly enhanced following the Callinan
recommendations, and the $84 million of funding for
the parole reforms to implement the Callinan
recommendations provided under the previous
government and the creation of more full-time
members has increased the capacity of the APB,
coupled with improved technology, to respond quickly.
But giving them the legislative backing, as this bill
does, for this cohort is an important element of this bill.
The bill provides for such decisions as parole to be
made by the SVOSO division — the serious violent or
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sexual offender parole division under the two-tier
model — of the APB, with similar presumptions
against parole under the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 for young people who pose a terrorism threat.
Regrettably, although that is a very small cohort, that
threat exists for some younger people.
The bill clarifies and extends information-sharing
powers under the Corrections Act 1986 and the
Children, Youth and Families Act for counterterrorism
purposes. Every one of these bills seems to have an
information-sharing provision. I am sure we will get
there in the end with information sharing between
different agencies of government, and we will find the
right landing point for appropriate information sharing
between different parts of government and where
appropriate and where necessary with agencies from
other governments or indeed in some limited
circumstances with other governments, as has been
contemplated in some previous bills considered by this
place.
The bill amends the definition of category A serious
youth offences in the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and
the Sentencing Act 1991 to add terrorism offences
under the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003
so that young people charged with Victorian terrorism
offences are dealt with as a terrorism risk.
Whilst, as I said, the opposition does not oppose the bill
because it is generally in line with the
recommendations of the Harper-Lay review, we do
note that the bill was promised for early 2018, and here
we are in the back half of 2018 with this place
considering the bill. While many recommendations are
being implemented through this legislation, there are
many that remain outstanding from the second
Harper-Lay report, which has now been with the
government for some considerable period. I would
invite the minister perhaps to foreshadow in her
summation, if she is happy to do so, when we might
anticipate the balance of those recommendations being
addressed through legislative change through the other
place and ultimately through this place. We have only
got four weeks left after this sitting week, and I would
be pleased to know whether the government intends
another tranche of legislation to implement those
remaining, outstanding recommendations before the
Parliament is prorogued.
The bill also leaves unresolved the issue of what else
can be done to facilitate the deradicalisation of young
adults accused of terrorism offences, who currently
cannot be engaged in deradicalisation programs until
they have been convicted. I thank my colleague the
member for Box Hill in the other place, the coalition
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spokesperson on counterterrorism, for the work he has
done with the member for Hawthorn in the other place
and me in some discussions with experts in this area.
We acknowledge that deradicalisation is a very
challenging area; it is a difficult area. As with all
offending, some offenders are more prepared than
others to engage in rehabilitative programs and
measures, but one of the things that the consultation
facilitated by Mr Clark has uncovered is that some say
more could be done between charge and conviction in
trying to tackle radicalisation. Of course that is difficult
when someone is not yet convicted of an offence, but at
the same time court wait times appear to be getting
longer and blowing out, and the effluxion of time can
make it more difficult to then engage in deradicalisation
programs and the like.
This is not meant to be a critique of the government. It
is a difficult question. This bill does not address that
issue, but I think it is an issue that does need to be
addressed. More work needs to be done in
deradicalisation of people who have been radicalised,
and that opportunity may present itself in a correctional
environment post-conviction. As I said, there is an open
question about what can be done between charge and
conviction given the presumption against bail means it
is likely to be in a correctional environment as well.
There is also some uncertainty about the scope of
special police powers to direct people in an affected
area and some uncertainty about how the courts will
apply the provisions intended to protect terrorism risk
information.
As I said, the opposition do not oppose the legislation.
We thank those stakeholders that we, through Mr Clark,
have engaged with and sought feedback from,
including the Law Institute of Victoria, the bar council,
the criminal bar association, Victoria Police, the Police
Association Victoria and others. What I think those
consultations revealed, regardless of whether it is from
the policing perspective, from the perspective of
members of the criminal bar or from others, is that there
is a genuine desire to work in the interests of
community safety to achieve the right outcome and the
right landing position. As I said at the outset, that
landing position is difficult, as it involves weighing
competing rights, but at the end of the day the right of
the community to be protected must be paramount.
There is more work to be done. I look forward to the
minister’s answer in relation to the issue of the
recommendations that are yet to be implemented.
Collectively there is more work to be done on
engagement and deradicalisation as well. With those
words, as I said, the opposition will not oppose this bill.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (TERRORISM) BILL 2018
3338

COUNCIL

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (16:14) —
I rise to speak to the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Terrorism) Bill 2018. Most people believe that living
in Australia is wonderful because we are far away from
the terrorist attacks that have taken place in other
countries, but in recent times that has proven to be
untrue. Only recently we heard of a planned terrorist
attack on the Queen Victoria Market here in
Melbourne, on our own doorstep. Thankfully this was
averted by our security intelligence people who were
alerted by a British group called ISIS Hunters.
By global standards we are a still a relatively safe and
peaceful nation. In 2001 the United States Twin Towers
buildings were attacked by al-Qaeda fundamentalists
who changed our world forever. Since then a new
generation of extremists, mostly young people, have
sprung up around the world to create global fear and
terror.
Today we all know that in Australia we are not immune
from terrorism. In Victoria since September 2001,
39 people have been charged with terrorism offences,
19 of whom have been convicted. Victoria Police is
currently monitoring approximately 300 persons of
interest who have been identified as posing a potential
security risk. There have been five terrorist attacks in
Australia and 13 significant counterterrorism
disruptions. We remember like it was yesterday the
Lindt cafe siege in Sydney, the act of sheer terrorism
perpetrated on innocent Australians going about their
early morning business. We must not and cannot sit by
and allow history to repeat itself. Dangerous and high
pressure situations require swift police action, and in
some instances may require the use of lethal force in
order to avoid further harm to the public. We need to
empower our police and intelligence services with the
capability and a high degree of power to make quick
and informed tactical decisions.
Ultimately the aim of the bill is the minimisation of
harm to people in the first instance, followed by our
infrastructure. The threat of terrorism calls for an
integrated response where different jurisdictions,
departments and bodies work collectively in order to
neutralise potentially tragic circumstances and prevent
them from occurring. The distribution of information
between different jurisdictions is of critical benefit in
alleviating terrorism activity. The bill builds upon the
authorisations established in the Corrections Act 1986
by clarifying instances in which relevant persons can
share information for counterterrorism purposes. The
bill also affords power to the department, the Youth
Parole Board and members of the joint terrorism teams
to share information as it relates to the risk of terrorism
and children involved in the youth justice system.
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In conclusion, while it would be foolish to ignore the
now ever-present threat of terrorism in Australia, our
antiterrorism laws need to remain balanced and
measured, and that is what this bill is designed to
achieve. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:18) — Thank you, Acting President Gepp, and I
congratulate you on your ascension to the role of
Acting President. I rise this afternoon to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018.
This bill proposes a large number of amendments to the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003; the Bail
Act 1977; the Corrections Act 1986; the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005; the Crimes Act 1958; the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009; and the Sentencing Act
1991. The bill is 253 pages long and has 135 clauses.
As Mr O’Donohue noted in his opening remarks, it is
quite a complicated and large bill that makes
amendments to a number of acts. We have done our
best to go through the bill and also to refer to the reports
that gave rise to the bill. The two reports were from the
Expert Panel on Terrorism and Violent Extremism
Prevention and Response Powers that was
commissioned by the government following the
incident in Brighton in June 2017. These reports were
released last year, and they are also very
comprehensive, lengthy and complex to go through.
We have also referred to the Australian government
Independent National Security Legislation Monitor
review of the Criminal Code, control orders and
preventative detention orders, further to an earlier
report. The one I was just talking about was released
last year, but there was another one released earlier that
we referred to at length during the debate on the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment Bill
2015. This bill expands on many other powers that
were introduced in that act to which we expressed our
concerns.
Having outlined how large and complicated the bill is,
the major points of concern that we have with the bill
regard precharge detention, the lowering of the
threshold for application from imminent threat that a
terrorism act may occur to threat within 14 days — it is
difficult to know how anybody is going to judge the
difference between say, for example, 13 days and
15 days, but I do note that other states have put in place
this particular new threshold. The bill also reduces the
age of those who are eligible under the provisions of the
bill to 14 years old, so children are included in this
regime. It will allow for police detention without a
Supreme Court order for four days and will remove the
prohibition on questioning during such detention.
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The bill also introduces special police powers, lowering
the threshold for their application from imminent threat
to threat within 14 days and granting these special
powers to protective services officers (PSOs). The bill
will allow the Supreme Court to prevent evidence being
provided to the defendant or their legal representatives
with regard to applications under the act. The bill
attempts to clarify the preventative legal force
provisions that police and PSOs will be able to apply; I
will talk about that later in my contribution. The bill
applies the presumption against bail, or reverse onus
test, to those who are deemed a terrorism risk regardless
of the charge they may be facing, which may or may
not be a charge of terrorism or a terrorism-related
charge. The bill applies a presumption against parole to
those who are deemed to be a terrorism risk, including
children.
I should say that the Greens across the country, in every
state and at the commonwealth level, have expressed
concerns about preventative detention orders and the
preventative detention order regime. In the debate on
the previous legislation I made the point that the
Independent National Security Legislation Monitor
(INSLM) had in its 2015 report said that it really could
not see the evidence for the use of preventative
detention orders given the powers already under the
Crimes Act in the various states and in the
commonwealth for the police to detain people. Under
our Crimes Act it is possible for the police to arrest
people who attempt to commit an indictable offence or
who conspire to commit an indictable offence. That is
the broad context under which all our other concerns
with this legislation fall.
As I said, with regard to preventative detention orders
and police detention orders, the bill lowers the threshold
for preventative detention in relation to a terrorist act
that has not yet occurred from one that must be
imminent to one that is capable of being carried out and
could occur within the next 14 days. The concern with
that is it is a very extensive departure from ‘imminent’
to ‘14 days’, and it really raises the question of how the
decision-maker — in this case, the police — could
make the assessment that something could occur within
the next 14 days.
The bill strengthens precharge preventative detention
orders in terrorism scenarios, providing for a two-stage
preventative detention framework which will apply to
both adults and children aged above 14 years. An
authorised police officer may make a police detention
decision authorising a person to be taken into custody
and detained without a court order or a warrant for up
to four days for an adult and in the case of a child for
36 hours. Secondly, an authorised police officer may
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also apply to the Supreme Court for a preventative
detention order to detain an adult or a child 14 years or
over for up to 14 days inclusive of any period of police
preventative detention.
The bill does provide some safeguards with regard to
this, including periodic reviews of the decision by a
senior police officer; an immediate review upon taking
a person into custody and at 12-hourly intervals; the
involvement of the Public Interest Monitor; and
notification of the decision to the Ombudsman, IBAC
and, in the case of a child, to the commissioner for
children and young people and the Department of
Justice and Regulation. There are information
requirements, including a person’s entitlement to
contact a legal representative, for police to document
their decisions, oversight on the exercise of powers by
the Victorian Inspectorate and requirements with
relation to when a person must be released — namely,
when the reasons for detention no longer exist.
Even with all of those requirements — and it is good to
see those safeguards in place — we still have concerns
about the very significant extension of these
preventative detention powers, and in particular the
non-involvement of a court in the four-day detention, or
36 hours for a child, and given also that we have
extended the hours of operation of the courts. Certainly
under the previous police bill that we looked at there is
already the power for the police to detain a person for
up to 48 hours and then take them to a court. Our view
is that courts should always be overseeing the detention
of any person, and these decisions should not be left up
to police in anything but the shortest time without the
oversight of a court. Putting in place review by police
of their own decisions does not fill me with a lot of
confidence.
I thank Liberty Victoria for their comments on this type
of legislation as it has been introduced across the
country. In their submission to the commonwealth
INSLM they quoted Justice Harper in fact, who said, if
I could paraphrase, that we should be very careful —
and this is a point the Greens are always making —
when we are extending police powers and powers of
detention, because it is very well understood by those
officers, and in this case it is police and PSOs, that they
have got those powers. If I could just quote what
Justice Harper said, because I think he said it a lot better
than I would in this regard:
A similarly acute appreciation of the proper limits of that
power is not so easily grasped, because the prospect and
actuality of the exercise of power itself tends to dull the
imaginative appreciation of its true purpose, and of the effects
of its misuse or misapplication. We are too easily duped into
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an overweening sense of the importance of who we are and
what we do.

I think that is a very apposite remark by Justice Harper.
As I said, the bill removes the prohibition on
questioning and allows for questioning during both
police and court-ordered preventative detention. The
framework used in the bill is consistent with
questioning that is conducted under the Crimes Act to
ensure that people are appropriately cautioned prior to
questioning. They have a right to silence, they will be
able to contact a legal representative and have a lawyer
present, they will have access to an interpreter and in
the case of a child they will only be questioned in the
presence of a lawyer and a parent, guardian or
independent person. But there are many exceptions to
this particular power. One of the concerns with the
power is the amount of time that a person can be
questioned for without breaks, and this is particularly
concerning with regard to children, who under this type
of questioning by police will be much more vulnerable
than an adult, even in the presence of an independent
adult and a legal representative.
The questioning may be audiovisually or, if not
practical, audio recorded. It is really hard to see in this
day and age how something could not be audiovisually
recorded — I think pretty well every person owns an
audiovisual recorder. It does not seem to me that there
would be a situation where that would not be possible.
A copy of the recording must be given to the person
and there must be reasonable breaks. As I said, there are
many exceptions to those reasonable breaks.
Part 3A of the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
enables the chief commissioner to apply to the Supreme
Court to exercise the special powers to apparently
protect persons attending events from a terrorist act or
to prevent or reduce the impact of a terrorist act, and
lowers, as I said before, the threshold for that special
power to the act being capable of being carried out or
could occur within the next 14 days, so consistent with
the detention orders under this bill.
The bill enables the chief commissioner or a deputy to
make an interim authorisation without the Premier’s
approval if the Premier is not reasonably able to be
contacted. The bill also extends the period for an
interim authorisation from 24 hours to 48 hours. This is
an issue I also raised in debate on the previous bill in
2015. I do not actually understand why the Premier is
involved in this. I would have thought that an interim
authorisation order should also involve a court, and at
the time I moved an amendment to that effect, that the
Supreme Court should be making that authorisation, not
the Premier. I really do not understand why an
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executive officer and a member of the executive
government is involved in this at all. I think it is an
anomaly that should have been removed earlier in the
regime.
The bill extends the application of special police
powers to protective service officers. That is concerning
because PSOs, by their very nature, their definition and
their level of training, are not police. We do not believe
extreme powers should be given at all, but there should
be differences in the level of powers that can be
exercised by police and PSOs, given the level of their
roles and the level of their training. That is an issue we
have raised in this place, and we first raised it in 2011
when the PSO powers were first extended. I predicted
that we would see these powers being extended further
and further as we went into the future, and that is
exactly what we are seeing happening. My view is that
if these powers are needed by police, they should be
exercised by police, not by PSOs, and if they are to be
exercised by PSOs, then PSOs should undergo the
same training as police, which to date they do not.
One of the concerns is the amendment to the Crimes
Act 1958, which is an amendment to section 462A of
the Crimes Act. The government’s expert panel says
that it should be put beyond doubt that the ability to use
force:
… applies to pre-emptive action, including lethal force,
employed in response to a life-threatening act where it may be
the last opportunity to safely and effectively intervene …

The expert panel sought to provide greater clarity for
law enforcement officers in response to terrorism so
that police had clarity as to what situations they were
allowed to use lethal force in in order to prevent death
or serious injury. The current Crimes Act reads:
A person may use such force not disproportionate to the
objective as he believes —

as ‘he’ believes; there is a rewriting needed there —
on reasonable grounds to be necessary to prevent the
commission, continuance or completion of an indictable
offence or to effect or assist in effecting the lawful arrest of a
person committing or suspected of committing any offence.

The expert panel’s report proposed amending that to
add a second section, which would have read:
For the avoidance of doubt, a police officer or protective
services officer may use force, including pre-emptive lethal
force, against a person who the police officer or protective
services officer believes on reasonable grounds is likely to
commit an indictable offence that will cause serious injury to,
or the death of, another person.
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But instead a different example has been used in this
bill, such that:
A police officer or protective services officer uses lethal force
on a person to prevent that person from committing an
indictable offence that involves causing really serious injury
or death because the officer believes on reasonable grounds
that it is necessary to use that force for that purpose. The
police officer or protective services officer may do so before
that offence is committed.

The wording proposed by the expert panel was better, if
any was needed, than the wording that is in this bill, in
my opinion. There is a risk that the procedure outlined
in the example may become the accepted guideline for
the use of force in serious cases, essentially lowering
the threshold for the use of lethal force in some
circumstances. The example is also notably not limited
to responses to terrorism.
I am also concerned about how that interacts with the
Project Beacon training that police have had to undergo
after a spate of police shootings, including the shooting
of young people and persons with mental illness. For
example, an Australian Institute of Criminology report
in 2013 found that between 1989 and 2011 police shot
105 people, with 42 per cent of them suffering a mental
illness at the time of the shooting. Therefore the issue of
proportionality of these laws must be considered
because statistically persons with mental illnesses are
much more likely to be killed by police than is a
terrorist. These are concerning provisions.
The bill also amends the Bail Act 1977 to provide for a
presumption against the granting of bail for a person
who poses a terrorism risk. It reverses the presumption
in favour of bail using the two reverse-onus tests, to
ensure that it will be harder for any accused with links
to terrorism to get bail, whatever charge the accused is
facing, which may not be a terrorism-related charge.
The bill introduces further situations where bail
decisions can only be made by a court. Firstly, only a
court can grant bail to a person with a terrorism record.
The bill also provides that only a court will be able to
assess terrorism risk information to determine whether
a person poses a risk of committing a terrorism or
foreign incursion offence and that only a court may
grant bail to persons accused of commonwealth
terrorism offences. I am happy that the court is involved
in those decisions.
Again, organisations such as Liberty Victoria and
others have made several critiques of these new bail
provisions, including that the assessment of political
views is unrelated to the question of risk; that there is
unnecessary complexity, doubling up and confusion as
to the appropriate threshold tests and risk assessments

3341

relating to terrorism; that there is a capacity to remand
people for offending unrelated to terrorism on the basis
that they harbour opinions and associations that are
otherwise unlawful; and that the breadth of the
definition of terrorism in the bill raises concerns about
the freedom of political communication. I say that in
the context that people may hold abhorrent political
views but may not in fact ever act on them, and I would
say that is probably most of them.
The bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to introduce
a new presumption against granting parole to any
prisoner sentenced with a non-parole period who has
been convicted of a terrorism or foreign incursion
offence, has been subject to a terrorism-related order, is
charged with a terrorism or foreign incursion offence or
has been determined by the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria to pose a terrorism risk. I do not necessarily
have too much of a problem with that, because the
serious violent offender or sexual offender parole
division of the adult parole board will be responsible for
deciding whether or not to grant parole to such
prisoners under the two-tier decision-making process
that we were talking about on the previous bill, and the
parole board will determine whether the prisoner poses
a risk based on the relevant information and intelligence
they have before them. As I said, they would also be
taking into account community safety as a paramount
consideration, which the board already has to consider.
It is useful to note that the Australian Federal Police
have not used a commonwealth preventative detention
order (PDO) since the introduction of the regime in
2005. State and territory preventative detention orders
have been used on two occasions — in relation to three
individuals in New South Wales in 2014 and one
individual in 2015. The police have hitherto said that in
very many cases they prefer to use the arrest powers
under already existing laws than to use preventative
detention orders. I am not sure that this particular
expanded regime is necessarily going to change that
position, but it will be interesting to see.
The commonwealth is currently considering the
Counter-Terrorism Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 1)
2018, which proposes the extension of federal control
orders and preventative detention orders for a further
three years to 2021, because there was a sunset clause
under the act. This also may apply to children over
14 years of age. Criminal Code Act 1995 control orders
may apply to children over 14 years of age and PDOs
to children over 16 years of age. This was
recommended in the more recent reports of the joint
committee and the Independent National Security
Legislation Monitor (INSLM). I understand the INSLM
has changed its view somewhat from 2015.
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The Greens are opposing this legislation in the
Parliament. My colleague in the Senate, Senator Nick
McKim, said:
History is replete with powers being created for a specific
purpose that, down the track, become normalised and used for
a range of other purposes. The danger here is that control
orders could become a new normal — and that, particularly,
is true when you fit this piece of legislation into the ongoing
and continuing erosion of civil and human rights in this
country.

Clearly this bill engages and limits a number of
fundamental rights. It is the view of the Greens that the
government has not made the case around the necessity
of those limitations or in fact whether those limitations
are proportionate. Last year the New South Wales
Greens also opposed the Terrorism (Police Powers)
Amendment (Investigative Detention) Act 2016 No. 17.
In fact the Greens have not supported preventative
detention orders whenever they have been introduced in
either the federal or any state Parliament in Australia.
The Greens do understand that there are increased
threat levels in Australia and around the world and that
these must be taken seriously, but the Greens also take
seriously any laws that diminish our civil liberties and
our human rights. Any action that is taken must be
clearly shown to be proportionate and necessary based
on the risk faced, with adequate safeguards to protect
our rights. While this bill makes some sound changes
with regard to things such as information sharing
between agencies and potential risks to the community,
in our opinion the major changes in the bill are not
proportionate or necessary and have inadequate
safeguards to protect our rights. There is little evidence
that we need the new powers the bill proposes over and
above what had already been put in place in 2015.
Anyone who reads this bill would clearly see how its
proposals would diminish our human rights and civil
liberties, the rights of children and long-established
protections of our legal system. These have been
hard-won and are being eroded bit by bit by legislation
that I have seen pass through this Parliament in the last
decade.
The bill enacts many recommendations of the Expert
Panel on Terrorism and Violent Extremism Prevention
and Response Powers report, but it does not implement
all of them. Again the government picks some of the
recommendations and implements them but not all of
them. With regard to detention orders, the bill skips
recommendations 22 and 23 of the expert panel, which
advise that the Supreme Court should only impose a
preventative detention order on a child if it is satisfied
that less restrictive means for their detention do not
exist, nor does the bill ask that similar considerations be
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made by police in effecting a police decision on a child.
For example, the bill could suggest that in order to
prevent the potential destruction of evidence by a child
the police first ask for any evidence to be handed over
instead of imposing a preventative detention order. This
oversight was criticised by Victoria’s children’s
commissioner.
The bill is also silent on providing adequate supports
for the reintegration of a child who is released from
preventative detention, in order that the potential
trauma from such an incident does not affect their
subsequent development. The essential need for such
supports is also discussed in report 2 of the expert
panel.
The government is yet to show us a comprehensive
review of programs to reduce recidivism, including the
court integrated services program (CISP) services
aimed at reducing violent extremism, nor has the
government demonstrated any indication of
investigating emerging forms of terrorism. Both of
these issues are covered in detail in the expert panel’s
report but have been ignored.
Serious questions need to be asked about the adequacy
of the safeguards in the bill with regard to the
questioning of offenders during police and preventative
detention for adults and children, which I mentioned
earlier. New sections 13AZC and 13ZNB proposed by
the bill allow the right to question a detainee under
police preventative detention or a preventative
detention order. The safeguards in terms of the duration
of the questioning are incredibly broad in that they state
only that reasonable breaks must be given and a person
must be given a rest from questioning for 8 hours every
24 hours of detention. Such protections could
potentially allow a team of police to interview a
14-year-old child every hour for 16 hours straight, with
only small breaks in between.
The bill allows for detainees to communicate with
lawyers and consular officials, and questioning must be
deferred until such persons can be contacted. However,
the exceptions to these protections are so similar to
circumstances that would cause predetention to be
considered in the first place that they would render
these protections irrelevant in practice. For example,
there is an exemption if the questioning is so urgent,
having regard to the safety of people, that it should not
be delayed, which would likely cover every
predetention terrorism-related event. Other sections
provide police with the powers to lock out lawyers if
they are ‘interfering’ in the questioning, which I would
have thought would be the role of a legal representative
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for someone who is being questioned by police,
particularly a child.
The special protections afforded to children during
questioning can also be easily sidestepped. These
include the fact that a parent, guardian or independent
person must be present and consulted by the detainee
prior to the questioning, and that Victoria Legal Aid
must be requested to provide a lawyer if none is
nominated by the child. However, the same exemptions
with regard to urgency apply, as do those of
interference of lawyers, meaning that a circumstance of
a child being questioned without a third party or lawyer
present are reasonably likely under this bill.
Regarding special police powers, the bill is consistent
with the recommendations of the expert panel.
However, the panel adds the caveat that the PSOs’ new
powers must be accompanied by requisite training, as I
mentioned before. It is critically important that this
additional training is meaningful and adequate. As I
mentioned before, this bill adds to the mission creep in
relation to PSOs from their original function, which I
predicted in 2011, and the complexities of the 2017
PSO bill in terms of the state now managing and
coordinating the separate jurisdictions of private
security, PSOs, police and authorised officers, who are
all operating concurrently in Victoria.
I mentioned the lethal force powers and the concerns
about the use of those, particularly for people with
mental illnesses, who are disproportionately shot or
injured by police. We see examples of this all too
frequently. Quite recently Victoria Police have been
involved in assaulting people with mental illnesses.
Minority groups, who may be perceived to be more
likely to be part of or in the process of committing a
terrorist action may face an additional risk if lethal
force is applied following the example in the bill, and
we have received some representations from the
Islamic Council of Victoria, for example, regarding the
operation of this bill.
The community should be aware that the amendments
in the bill will lead to subsequent changes in the
operational training and instruction of law enforcement
officers around the use of lethal force. As I said before,
such changes may contradict the efforts of Victoria
Police to be better trained — for example, with the
Project Beacon training on the containment and
de-escalation of threats. It is also concerning that this
lethal force example will apply both to PSOs and to
police.
The bill does provide, as I mentioned, for better
information sharing in relation to terrorism risk.
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Presuming this information is used correctly, this can
help to protect the community and make it safer. This is
something I have raised before in debates on similar
bills in this place. I have previously spoken on the
importance of adequate information sharing in terms of
ensuring the mental health and reintegration of
ex-offenders on their release from prison. The sharing
of relevant terrorism information in the criminal justice
system may also lead to more timely and effective
participation of offenders in programs such as the CISP
deradicalisation program.
With regard to bail, it is logical that bail
decision-makers should receive all information relevant
to a bail decision, including security information as per
the bill, so we are supportive of that. It is important that
this information is only relevant to the central
assessment of risk to the community, though.
Needlessly holding people on remand will result in
practical and principled issues similar to those currently
being experienced in Victoria, while not necessarily
making us safer. We have had an explosion in people
being held on remand in the prison system. This is
causing a lot of issues. We must remember that those
people held on remand, sometimes for a very long time,
can later be found to have not committed any offence
whatsoever, but they have still been held in a secure
facility.
The supervision of offenders under parole conditions is
preferable to the later release of offenders without such
conditions. Parole has been shown, as I have said
before, to be the most effective way of reducing the risk
of recidivism, which correlates with safer communities.
Parole needs to be well supervised and people need to
be well supported in terms of reintegration. I talk about
that with regard to people who have committed lower
level offences. As I mentioned earlier, I support the part
of the bill where the people who have been convicted of
these offences will face that two-step process that is in
place with the parole board.
Apart from some aspects of the bill which the Greens
are not opposed to, we are opposed to the extension of
prevention detention orders to children in the
circumstances that are laid out in this bill — and to the
extension of them at all, given they have hardly been in
place long enough under the new regime to see how
they are working and, as I said, given their lack of use
in any jurisdiction in which they have been put in place.
Also, we are opposed to the significant erosion of our
rights and the inadequate safeguards and oversight.
Even though there are some safeguards and there is
some oversight in this bill, it is not adequate or
proportionate to the powers that have been given to the
police. There is inadequate oversight and safeguarding
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of these extreme powers that have been extended to the
police.
I go back to my original point: there are already
offences in our existing Crimes Act which police can
use to arrest people and which include the proper
oversight of the courts, which is absent from this bill.
The Greens will not be supporting this bill.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (16:57) — Acting
President, I too congratulate you on your elevation. It is
wonderful to see another Tiger in the chair after all
these years.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — How could we ever forget Bob Smith?
Indeed. That is exactly right. Although there might be
some who are not keen on the comparison. Anyway,
we will leave that alone.
I rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Terrorism) Bill 2018. I just express the very deep
sadness, I suppose, that I feel that this legislation is
actually necessary, that we would have to have a piece
of legislation go through this house that is specifically
aimed at the terrorist threat that is very real in our
society. As we look around the world — sometimes
just look interstate — we can see where terrorism has
caused irreparable damage, has indeed taken lives from
people on many occasions.
The rise of Islamic extremism has led to many of the
terrorist attacks we have seen around the world. In
France, in Israel, in Egypt, certainly in much of the
Middle East, the threat of terrorism is not just real but it
is happening every day. It is something that we do not
want to come to Victoria, although we have come
perilously close on a number of occasions. Anybody
who tells you that there are no terrorists in Victoria is
having a lend of themselves, because there most
certainly are. There are people who, for whatever their
reasons, would be very happy to deliver the sort of
carnage that we have seen, and we have seen that as
close as Sydney. Reference was made to the Lindt cafe
siege and of course the deaths that resulted in that
particular tragedy.
We have come very close here in Melbourne. I must
say that in recent years, when attending, for example, a
football match — we have got a very big match coming
up this Saturday; there will probably be 95 000 there
this Saturday — it does make a bloke wonder what
would happen if somebody were to take action which
would cause a terrorist attack. I sometimes feel very
vulnerable in that situation, but I am very thankful for
the work of Victoria Police. Our police do a brilliant job
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in protecting us in those instances. I am also very
grateful for the work of the Australian Federal Police,
and for ASIO and the other intelligence agencies who
work to protect us around the clock.
As I say, it is sad state of affairs that we here in
Melbourne in 2018 have to take terrorism into
consideration. It is a real threat, it is very real and we
cannot get away from that. My view is that the best way
to deal with convicted terrorists is to hit them hard. I
think we need to send a message to terrorists that if they
ply their trade here in Victoria they will pay an
exceedingly heavy price. That is the only way to deal
with them.
This legislation is a wideranging piece of legislation. It
implements a number of recommendations of the
Expert Panel on Terrorism and Violent Extremism
Prevention and Response Powers, which you have to
say is a hell of a title for any group. This particular
panel has made recommendations, and this legislation
has largely come from those recommendations. I think
it is pretty important that we actually pay the
appropriate attention to and go through with the
recommendations that have been made.
I want to make it very clear that I do not want a police
state. I value our civil liberties. I value the rights of each
and every one of us. We must defend those rights. We
want to live in freedom. We want to live in a country
where we can pretty much do as we like within the law.
I do not want that to change. Of course there has to be a
balance between protecting the community and
respecting our rights, and if that balance goes too far,
then clearly that terrorists have already won — and that
is not something I would welcome at all.
As I said before, we have to accept that the threat of
terrorism is real; there is a real threat. We do not want
bombs going off at the MCG or in Bourke Street or
wherever before we have to have legislation such as
this. I listened with a great deal of interest, to an extent,
to Ms Pennicuik. I think it is deeply regrettable that the
Greens have taken the attitude that they have — it is not
surprising, but it is regrettable — because the Greens do
not seem to regard terrorism as a threat at all. They do
not seem to regard it as something that they should be
concerning themselves with. I think that is an
extraordinarily irresponsible attitude. It is an attitude
which could lead to widespread tragedy. I would ask
the Greens to reconsider their position on this. Nobody
wants to crush the rights of anybody, except of course
the terrorists themselves. We have to take the threat, the
very real threat, that we all face unfortunately these
days into consideration. I do not want a couple of
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hundred people killed before we say we need this sort
of legislation that we are debating here today.
As I said before, the expert panel has made a number of
recommendations. As a result this bill amends the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 and other
key acts to provide new powers and obligations for
police relating to the detention of persons for the
prevention of terrorist acts under a police detention
decision (PDD). I think it is really important that we
focus on this, because the power of police to take
appropriate action to defend us from terrorists is crucial.
If we do not give police the sorts of powers that they
need to do their job, then in fact we are just tying their
hands behind their backs. We are stopping them from
protecting us; we are actually stopping them from doing
their job, and we are all going to suffer as a result of
that, so it is a good thing that this legislation does
provide new powers and obligations for police — and I
am sure they will appreciate that.
This bill also amends the provisions for granting a
preventative detention order (PDO) and authorising the
use of special police powers, so again we have an
extension of police powers in certain areas — not
across the board, but in certain areas that are needed to
protect us from terrorism. This bill allows for the
questioning and gathering of identification material of
detainees who are subject to a PDO or detained under a
PDD. The police in many instances find out pretty
quickly who they suspect might be involved in a
terrorist attack. It is very important that they have the
ability to question those people, to detain them if needs
be and to take the appropriate action, so again that part
of the bill is something that I certainly support.
This next one might be regarded as just a little
controversial, because it extends the PDO scheme to
children aged 14 and 15. Some might say that those
children have a right to be protected from outside
influences, but unfortunately — particularly as we have
seen overseas — a lot of children as young as 14 and
15, even younger, are actually involved in terrorism
themselves. That may well come from their parents, it
may come from somewhere else, but we have seen
children involved in terrorist acts. It is again a really sad
part of this legislation that we have to go down this
path, but we do. It is as simple as that. Unfortunately
you have got to do sometimes things that you do not
want to do, and this particular part of the legislation is
something that I would prefer not to happen, but it is
clear that it is necessary, so we do it.
The bill also provides stronger protection for
counterterrorism intelligence. As I said before, the work
that VicPol, the Australian Federal Police and our
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intelligence agencies do is absolutely crucial. I know
that a number of terrorist threats have been exposed as a
result of intelligence that has been gathered by our
police and by our intelligence agencies. They might
have found out from local communities, there might be
a bit of a buzz about or maybe they have even read it on
Facebook, believe it or not, but that sort of
counterterrorism intelligence is absolutely crucial to our
safety. Without that we are in a lot of trouble.
This bill also amends certain aspects of Victoria’s bail
and parole schemes in relation to relevant offenders. I
would suggest that in this particular instance we might
like to expand it across the board, because as we know,
our parole and bail systems under the Andrews
government leave a fair bit to be desired. This part of
the bill probably does not go as far as it should, not just
in terms of terrorism but in terms of just general
community safety.
The bill also extends and expands the special police
powers to protect persons attending events from a
terrorist act and prevent or reduce the impact of a
terrorist act. As I say, Melbourne being the sporting
capital of the world, we gather in very large numbers
very regularly for large sporting events. We are the
cultural capital of Australia, so very large numbers
gather for concerts and other cultural events. These
sorts of events are prime targets for terrorists, and it is
certainly important that police have these special
powers to protect those thousands of people who attend
the sorts of events of which I speak. This Saturday, for
example, there will be probably 95 000 people at the
MCG — maybe even more — and it is absolutely vital
that the police have the powers to protect people who
are going about their daily lives in a lawful way but
who may be part of a very big crowd.
This bill also amends section 462A of the Crimes Act
1958 to provide an instructive example of the ability of
an officer to use force in certain circumstances. There is
nothing worse than when a police officer tries to do his
or her job and they are caught up by a civil
libertarian — the Fitzroy Legal Service or somebody
else — so it is really important —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Mikakos has fired up. I knew I
would press a button there. We will get a delegation
here from Slater and Gordon in a minute. It is really
important that the police not just have the resources —
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
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Mr FINN — No, that is another one. Yes. But it is
really important that the police have the authority and
the ability —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Finn was suggesting that I previously
worked for Slater and Gordon. If he went and checked
the parliamentary handbook, he would find that I
actually never worked for a Labor law firm in my entire
legal career. In fact it was Ms Crozier quoting the
Human Rights Law Centre earlier in question time, her
new-found friends.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
There is no point of order. I have got to reset the clock
for 30 seconds, so you have got 30 seconds back,
Mr Finn.
Mr FINN — Thank you. I appreciate that, Acting
President. This bill is a necessary piece of legislation, a
sad reflection on the times in which we live, but much
needed to protect us and our families, friends,
neighbours and our community. I wish the bill a speedy
passage and sincerely hope that we can visit a day —
one day soon perhaps — when this legislation can be
repealed.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (17:13) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018. It is great to see
you, Acting President, giving Mr Finn a little bit of
extra time after that vexatious point of order from the
minister over there —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Just trying to cut you off, so
excellent work there.
Mr Finn — They normally do that to me.
Mr MORRIS — They do. ‘Wannabe Labor
lawyers’, you used to say.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, indeed. The purpose of the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018
is of course to implement a range of changes to laws
relating to terrorism arising primarily from
recommendations of the Expert Panel on Terrorism and
Violent Extremism Prevention and Response
Powers — the Harper-Lay Review — and also to
provide the government’s response to all the
recommendations of report 1, and to
recommendations 18 to 21 as well as 24 of report 2. As
Mr Finn did say, it is sad that such legislation is
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required. It is sad that we are in such a state that this
type of legislation is required due to the behaviour of
certain individuals and groups who wish to harm us and
change our way of life.
I am sure I speak for everybody on this side of the
house. We certainly enjoy the many liberties that we do
have here in Victoria and in Australia and we do not
want to see them unnecessarily curtailed, but it is a sad
state when there are criminals, there are terrorists out
there, who will use any means possible to bring harm to
us, to our families and to our very way of life and
attempt to bring down the many and important
institutions. I think of this place in itself, the security
measures that are in place in this very Parliament as a
result of what we have unfortunately seen around the
world, the tragedies that occurred in the Canadian
Parliament as well as in other parliaments around the
world, where those who wish to do us harm come to the
place where laws are made and attempt to harm those
there. We are very fortunate in this place, though, to
have the excellent protective services officers (PSOs),
who keep and protect us.
An honourable member — Not plastic police.
Mr MORRIS — That is right. Not plastic police, as
the Minister for Emergency Services in the other place
would say. I am very pleased to say that we are very
supportive of PSOs. We indeed were very fortunate to
have Mr O’Donohue, along with our candidates for
Wendouree and Buninyong, Amy Johnson and Andrew
Kilmartin, at the Little Bridge Street bus interchange to
say that we will roll out PSOs seven days a week to
ensure the community is kept safe at a place which
John Marios, the head of the traders association, said
had become a cesspool of crime and antisocial
behaviour. That is what unfortunately was occurring
there, but we will roll out PSOs at the Little Bridge
Street bus interchange and Bridge Mall to protect our
community, to keep our community safe.
I am sad Ms Pulford is not here, because Ms Pulford
was actually asked about the Little Bridge Street bus
interchange by the media, and she said, ‘I’ve certainly
never felt unsafe there’. I might put it to the minister
that the reason that she had never felt unsafe down there
was because she was in the back of a chauffeur-driven
government car the whole time. Had the minister
actually been in —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member is now reflecting on a member.
He is referring to issues around public transport. This is
a terrorism bill. This is a very serious piece of
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legislation that we have before us. I really ask the
member to come back to the bill before us.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
cannot hear what is going on, so I ask members to just
be quiet, please.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, President, I was
listening, as you might expect, very intently to what
Mr Morris was saying. He was in fact referring to
safety. He had in fact referred to PSOs and to other
police in his home town of Ballarat, so that is very
much relevant to this particular bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — On
the point of order, I ask Mr Morris to go back to the
bill, and I would uphold the point of order just in
relation to coming back to the bill.
Mr MORRIS — I thought the minister might
actually be interested in the fact that this bill does
actually extend the application of special powers to
PSOs. PSOs are directly linked to this bill.
Ms Mikakos — That’s not about a terrorism bill.
You’re using it to attack another member.
Mr MORRIS — I cannot be responsible for
everything you do not know about this bill, Minister. I
mean, seriously. I understand it is a significant bill, but
if you are not across the detail of what is in the bill,
then, goodness me, it is of grave concern.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms Symes — Your own people are looking at you
as though you’re an idiot.
Mr MORRIS — No, I think those opposite are
doing a very good job of that themselves.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Acting
President, Ms Symes —
Ms Symes — Yes, I withdraw. I really don’t want
to, but I withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — Is
that the point of order you were about to make,
Mr O’Donohue?
Mr O’Donohue — That was one of the points of
order. The second point of order is that Ms Symes is
interjecting and she is not in her place.
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Ms Symes — This seat is much more comfortable
than mine.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — It is
Thursday afternoon. It has been withdrawn. Mr Morris
to continue, and I remind you, let us get back to the bill.
Mr MORRIS — Hopefully unassisted, Acting
President. The bill does authorise police to take adults
or a child aged 14 years or above into custody and
detain them without charge under a police detention
decision for up to four days for an adult and 36 hours
for a child. This is in addition to a Supreme Court
ordered preventative detention that currently exists. As
has been mentioned by others, this is not a particular
that should be taken lightly. The liberties of young
children should indeed be protected. However, what we
are unfortunately seeing in Daniel Andrews’s Victoria
is that there are younger and younger people
committing more and more heinous crimes. It is a sad
reflection, and indeed an indictment of this government
that this is occurring, that these measures are required
to ensure that young people can be appropriately
handled, acted upon by the justice system to make sure
that they are not a threat to the community.
The bill also goes on to provide, in relation to review of
a police detention decision, for the involvement of the
Public Interest Monitor; notification to the
Ombudsman, IBAC and, in the case of a child, the
Commission for Children and Young People and the
Department of Justice and Regulation; entitlement to
contact a legal representative; oversight by the
Victorian Inspectorate; and requirements for when a
person must be released from that specific detention.
This bill removes the prohibition on questioning of
detainees so as to allow questioning during both police
and court-ordered detention on a similar basis as
currently exists under the Crimes Act 1958 in relation
to caution, legal representation, recording and the like.
The bill also enables the Chief Commissioner of
Police — or the deputy, whose integrity the Minister
for Corrections was questioning today in question
time — to make an interim authorisation of the exercise
of special powers under the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act 2003 without the Premier’s approval if
the Premier or the Premier’s delegate is unable to be
contacted.
It further extends the application of special police
powers to PSOs, and that is a matter I did want to
revisit, because what we recognise on this side of the
house is that the role of PSOs has been phenomenally
successful across the state. There has been a marked
increase in the number of people using public transport
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in Victoria, and I think this can be directly correlated to
the rolling out of PSOs, because people are now feeling
safe to catch public transport as a result of PSOs.
Ms Symes — Population growth has nothing to do
with it?
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Mr MORRIS — Thank you for your guidance,
Deputy President, but I would direct the minister to
clause 51 of the bill. I am not sure if she has actually
read it, but it is entitled ‘Exercise of special powers by
police officers and protective services officers’.
Ms Mikakos interjected.

Mr MORRIS — Population? I did not say it did not
have anything to do with it, but PSOs certainly do a
wonderful job at keeping our community safe at
railway stations, and under a Guy-led Liberal
government they will also be at several bus
interchanges such as Geelong and Ballarat and others
where the community have very clearly spoken and
said, ‘We need extra assistance; we need extra presence
here to stop the antisocial and illegal behaviour that is
happening in this area’. Unfortunately the government
have refused to accept that there is a need for this;
indeed there has actually been a bit of a split in the
government, because Ms Pulford has said that it is not
required at all and the police minister, Ms Neville, has
said that the police can decide to put them there if they
want. So we have got a big split in the cabinet, and I
think it is a result of the fact that Ms Pulford is in denial
about the need for PSOs in Ballarat at the bus
interchange and indeed also at the —

Mr MORRIS — Minister, clause 51, have a read; it
is right there. This is directly about the expansion and
application of special police powers to PSOs.
Mr O’Donohue himself also spoke about this in his
contribution to this bill. It is somewhat concerning that
the minister has no idea what is in a bill that has been
proposed by her government.
Mr Finn — It is Ms Tierney’s bill.
Mr MORRIS — That is right. Ms Tierney probably
knows less, but it is very concerning that the
government’s ministers do not know —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MORRIS — that was a standalone statement —
about what is going on here. As I was saying, I, like —
Ms Mikakos — You are embarrassing yourself.

Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Deputy
President, again I wish to bring the member back to the
bill. He is using this as an opportunity to unfairly attack
a member who has delivered a great deal to the people
of Ballarat. This is a very serious bill; we are debating
terrorism here, and the point of order is on relevance. I
ask you to bring him back to the bill on terrorism rather
than talking about broader crime issues as he is
asserting.
Mr Ondarchie — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I am not sure anybody in the house knows
what the point of order was, but I would make the point
that this is a wideranging debate that has been opened
by the government. I know you are listening intently to
this, Deputy President, and I put to you that he is
actually sticking to the bill before the house.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr Morris, I think
it is important not to try and link the PSOs and
terrorism. The bill is about terrorism, and I understand
there is a bit of leeway for you to go into other areas,
but I encourage you —
Mr Morris interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I have not finished
yet, Mr Morris. I encourage you for the next
2½ minutes to address the remaining issues that you
want to address about the bill.

Mr MORRIS — You have done plenty of that
today, I can assure you. I think we can all probably
remember where we were when September 11
occurred. That was a defining moment, unfortunately,
for us and for our generation of humanity. It has
certainly changed just about every facet of our lives
when it comes to security and the way it is operated
now and I am sure it will be into the future as well. So it
is a sad indictment of those who wish to do us harm
that a piece of legislation like this, which covers PSOs,
does indeed need to be debated; however, it is
somewhat necessary. I certainly look forward to further
contributions from other members from this place.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:27) —
As promised I will speak very briefly on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018. I have
been listening to the debate in my office with great
interest. If this bill is passed, it will allow for terrorism
subjects to be detained and questioned for four days
without charge. It extends the preventative detention
scheme to 14-year-olds, it changes shoot-to-kill
provisions and it creates presumptions against parole,
amongst other things. Ms Pennicuik and certainly
Mr O’Donohue went into great detail on the bill, and I
appreciated that as well as the second-reading speech in
the lower house.
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I appreciate that governments must protect Victorians
from the risk of serious violent harm. I think we do not
have to look much further than the work we are doing
on family violence, which as we know kills far more
people than terrorism ever has in our society. However,
it is the fear and it is the risk of terrorism that this bill is
addressing, and it is obviously a very fundamental role
of this Parliament and of government to protect its
citizens, but I think it is also our role to protect our
human rights, and sometimes these bills put this into a
very delicate balance of protecting human rights over
protecting us from the risk of harm.
It is a very difficult tension that is involved, and it is
something that I take very seriously and something I
have reflected on. On the one hand I agree that when it
comes to the question of curtailing the rights of a small
number of people to protect tens of thousands of
Victorians, then it could be justified. But on the other
hand it is our human rights standards that distinguish us
and the kind of society that we wish to live in. I
think — and Mr Finn said this as well — we should be
able to do what we want, as long as we do not harm
others. He also said he believed that civil liberties were
very important to our existence. But it is our human
rights standards that distinguish us, as I said, from the
kinds of societies that terrorists want to create, and we
must be very wary that in tackling the horrors of
terrorism we do not give up the very values, rights and
freedoms that we as a society want to protect. As
Benjamin Franklin very famously said:
Those who would give up essential liberty, to purchase a little
temporary safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety.

I think Larry Flynt even paraphrased this to say:
Those who would give up their civil liberties for security
deserve neither.

Victoria has an existing preventative detention scheme
and a framework of laws that deal directly with
terrorism. Ms Pennicuik also mentioned that these
really have not been tested yet.
The issue before us today is not whether we should
enact a set of terrorism laws but whether the changes to
those laws are necessary, and clearly Justice Harper and
Mr Lay, two incredibly clever and important legal
experts whom I greatly respect, are of the view that we
need to change our existing set of terrorism laws. I
cannot say that all of their proposals sit terribly
comfortably with me. Since 2014 Victorian police have
charged 39 people with terrorism offences; 19 of those
were convicted. The striking issue for me is that in that
time and of those 39 people, one was a child — one
was aged 17. So I cannot see how we are making the
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case that we should be extending these powers to
14-year-old children.
What I find even more frustrating in this is that all of
the therapeutic recommendations outlined in that expert
panel’s second report have been completely ignored,
particularly the recommendation:
That suitable new disengagement programs be developed and
made available to adults and young people on bail or remand.

I would have thought that that should have been at the
top of the to-do list, but it has been completely ignored.
I know that the 17-year-old that I was mentioning
earlier was in fact deradicalised while on remand at
Parkville. However, under these reforms the same
would not be possible until a person in his position was
convicted and sentenced, and that seems absurd. If you
have got a 17-year-old kid there, you are able to take
immediate action on that child. With these new laws
you will not be able to take that immediate action; you
will need to wait until that person has gone through the
conviction and sentencing process.
As the commissioner for children and young people
raised in her submission to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, this legislation would allow
children to be detained and questioned even in
situations where they were peripheral to or even
unaware of a terrorist attack. So a child could just be
living in a home, and they could be detained purely
because of the vicinity they were to another person. In
another example, a child could be subject to a
preventative detention order if he or she had been given
items connected to a terrorist attack by an older family
member, even if that child was not even aware of what
was involved in the planning. If they had absolutely no
idea why they were given that Melway that was going
to be used to mark out a map, that child could then be
detained under this proposed legislation. I think we
should be treating children as just that: children.
I look forward to listening to the debate during the
committee stage. I would like to withhold my
judgement somewhat on this bill because I think there
are some great concerns about it, but I appreciate the
concerns of the community. I must say I have not had
many emails saying to me, ‘Pass this legislation today’.
In fact most of the emails that I have received have
been from organisations that also are very concerned
about this legislation and in particular the impact it will
have on children.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(17:35) — I rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Terrorism) Bill 2018. Isn’t it a sad day in
Victoria when we have to talk about enacting laws to
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deal with terrorism? What has our society become
when we have to do this?
I know terrorism has affected people right across the
globe. I guess we have fantasised at some time in our
childhood that this would never happen in our state, but
it has. Here we are today looking to deal with a piece of
legislation relating to terrorism and to implement a
range of changes to Victorian laws arising primarily
from the recommendations of the Expert Panel on
Terrorism and Violent Extremism Prevention and
Response Powers, the Harper-Lay review, and the
government’s response to the recommendations in
report 1 and recommendations 18 to 21 and 24 of
report 2.
I listened intently to Ms Patten’s contribution today,
and on some level I agree that it is a sad day when we
have to be talking about locking up children. It is a sad
day. We have got to do a whole lot more around
education, around families and around providing
opportunities for children, even in a sporting and
recreational sense, to make sure that those children
have the best opportunity to live a fruitful and
productive life, free of the stuff that we are going to talk
about today. But sadly this is a reality that does exist,
hence the reason we have this special legislation before
us today.
The bill authorises police to take an adult or a child
aged 14 years or above into custody and detain them
without charge on a police detention decision for up to
four days for an adult or 36 hours for a child. That is in
addition to the Supreme Court preventative detention
order that currently exists. Fourteen years of age and
being taken into detention — I think we all feel bad
about this, but the reality is that this is what is
happening in our society today. It is not something that
we have brought on ourselves; some of it has been
brought to us, and I accept that. But we should all
reflect on how sad it is that we are at this point.
The bill provides, in relation to a police detention
decision for review, for the involvement of the Public
Interest Monitor, notification to the Ombudsman and to
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission, and in the case of the child the
Commission for Children and Young People and the
Department of Justice and Regulation. There is an
entitlement to contact a legal representative, oversight
of the Victorian Inspectorate and requirements for when
a person must be released.
The bill removes the prohibition on questioning of
detainees so as to allow questioning during both
police-ordered and court-ordered detention on a similar
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basis as that which currently exists under the Crimes
Act 1958 in relation to caution, legal representation,
recording et cetera — we know how it goes.
This new piece of legislation before us today gives
provision for the Chief Commissioner of Police or the
deputy to make an interim authorisation of the exercise
of special police powers under the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 without the
Premier’s approval if the Premier or the Premier’s
delegate is unable to be contacted. It also extends the
application of special police powers to the protective
services officers (PSOs). This gives me the opportunity
to say thank you to our PSOs here at the Parliament and
to the PSOs who operate around the shrine, around
important government buildings and of course on
railway stations — those PSOs who came to those roles
under the stewardship of the Napthine government and
who I have to say have made railway stations a lot
safer.
Mrs Peulich — Labor opposed it.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I remember, as Mrs Peulich
rightly says by interjection, at the time that we talked
about putting these PSOs on railway stations, the then
opposition, now the government, were vehemently
opposed to that. In fact I think at some point they called
them failed police applicants; I think at some point they
called them plastic police. Yet we rely on them here
and throughout our community every day for the
wonderful work that protective services officers do. I
say to our PSOs: I take my hat off you to you, I salute
you for the great work that you do, and I am thankful.
Where special police powers apply, the bill also creates
an express power for police to take control of an
affected area and make directions as to the use of that
area. I noticed Mrs Peulich acknowledging that we
have seen some things that have happened around the
Parliament building where PSOs have had to be
involved. They acted in the first instance in every case
to protect us, and we should be grateful to them as well.
This legislation replaces the threshold for preventative
detention with the commonwealth threshold of ‘is
capable of being carried out, and could occur, within
the next 14 days’. It provides for authorities to seek
from the Supreme Court a counterterrorism intelligence
protection order which, if granted, will allow the
applicant to rely on protected intelligence information
when orders are sought without the information being
required to be disclosed to the respondent or their legal
representative. Further, it provides for closed court
hearings in relation to applications for a
counterterrorism intelligence protection order and for
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the appointment of a special counsel to represent the
respondent’s interests at such hearings.
It goes on to provide for Victorian Inspectorate
oversight of the use of police powers under the act,
including covert search warrants, special police powers
and police preventative detention. It also inserts an
example into section 462A of the Crimes Act of when a
police officer or a protective services officer might use
lethal force to prevent death or really serious injury.
These are people who put themselves on the line to
protect members of the community, and we should
never forget the wonderful service that they give to our
community.
The bill goes on to amend the Bail Act 1977 to create
presumptions against bail for people considered to pose
a terrorism risk and to require bail decisions for such
persons to be made by a court. The bill provides that
only a court can assess terrorism risk information and
determine whether a person poses a risk of committing
a terrorism or foreign incursion offence, or grant bail
for a commonwealth terrorism offence. It introduces
presumptions against parole and in favour of the
cancellation of parole for prisoners who pose a
terrorism risk. It provides for such decisions on parole
to be made by the serious violent offender or sexual
offender parole division of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria under the two-tiered decision-making process,
with similar presumptions against parole under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 for young
people who pose a terrorism threat. So it is very clear
about those young people and about who poses a
terrorism threat and that, if we need to deal with these
young people, we deal with them accordingly. We do
not just pick them up as a group, send them off to an
adult prison and lock them up. We do not just do that
because we have failed in our capacity to deal with
them.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — You may choose to interject,
Ms Mikakos, on this very important part of this
legislation, but I say to you that your legacy is that you
locked up Indigenous children in an adult prison.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Ondarchie is not aware that the
government is being sued by an Aboriginal young man
because Mary Wooldridge actually sent him to Port
Phillip Prison. He needs to go and read the
Ombudsman’s report from 2013 on this matter, because
he does not know what he is talking about.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Ms Mikakos — And this has got nothing to do with
the terrorism bill, yet again.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On the point of order —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Ms Mikakos, I think I have heard enough. There is no
point of order. Can you resume, Mr Ondarchie.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you. I will make the
point that I was reacting to the interjections, and those
who use anger as a form of guilt will have to deal with
their own issues here.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Ondarchie, that is not helpful. I have already ruled
the point of order out of order, but you did not help me.
It is not helpful to make the comment that you just did,
so please get back to the bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you very much. I
would like to. The bill clarifies and extends the
information-sharing powers under the Corrections Act
1986 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
for counterterrorism purposes. Further, it amends the
definition of category A serious youth offences in the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the Sentencing Act
1991 to add terrorism offences under the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 so that young people
charged with Victorian terrorism offences are dealt with
as a terrorism risk.
The opposition, under the stewardship of the member
for Box Hill in the Assembly, Mr Clark, and the
shadow Minister for Police and shadow Minister for
Corrections, Mr O’Donohue, have sought comments
and views from a range of people, including the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Victorian Bar Council, the
Criminal Bar Association of Victoria, Victoria Police of
course and also the Police Association Victoria, which I
note today had a lot to say about the state of our jails,
had a lot to say about capacity in our jails and had a lot
to say about the pressure on their membership as a
result of the number of people incarcerated at the
moment, both permanently and on remand, an issue
that the government denies, an issue that the
government says is not really a problem. I tell you
what: I will take the word of Wayne Gatt over that of
the Minister for Corrections any day.
The areas of concern that we have are that this bill was
promised for early 2018 and that many, many
recommendations of report 2 of the very important
Justice Harper-Ken Lay review still, as I understand it
from Mr O’Donohue, remain unaddressed. The bill puts
before us an unresolved problem with the issue of
whether more measures can and should be taken to
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facilitate the deradicalisation of young adults accused of
terrorism offences, who currently cannot be engaged in
deradicalisation moves until they have been convicted.
There is some uncertainty about the scope of the special
police powers to direct people in an affected area —
and we may deal with that a lot more during the
committee stage of proceedings — and there is some
uncertainty about how the courts will apply the
provisions intended to protect terrorism risk
information.
Reports have indicated that even in my own electorate
there have been issues associated, allegedly, with
terrorism. In May of this year, improvised explosive
devices were found in a house in Greenvale and as a
result of that there was a high-level counterterrorism
operation underway in Northern Metropolitan Region.
Residents of Greenvale talked about police swarming
their street en masse as they searched a home and a car.
There were lots of reasons for the search that were not
declared, of course, but it was part of a joint operation
between the federal police and Victoria Police. What
happened as a result of this is that one particular family
who were living close to the raided house were forced
to spend most of the night outside the police cordon
before being let back into their house shortly after the
first explosives were detonated at 9.40 p.m.
Other families in the area had to stay in their houses and
were required to have all the windows and door shut.
People in the area said that the street suddenly:
… became full of cops, then the bomb squad came. At the
start they did not let us out of the house, but then they told
everyone to leave because there was some explosive.

People were frightened. There was a further issue in
February of this year with the counterterrorism police
suggesting that a horrific stabbing was the result of a
religious-inspired attack. The offender, who had come
to Melbourne on a student visa, was accused of
stabbing somebody and they were worried that it was
part of a terrorism issue.
There are some realities, and if I can just refer to the
Minister for Corrections, who starts a sentence with
‘The fact of the matter is’, the fact of the matter is that
we have seen reductions in the number of frontline
police. The fact of the matter is that we have seen
reductions in the overall number of police per capita.
The fact of the matter is that we have seen the
government fail to respond to emerging patterns of
criminal behaviour with enough strong sentences with
the changes to the law that have been required. The fact
of the matter is that we have seen the government fail to
act to deal with some of the very misguided decisions
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that have come from our courts, particularly the Court
of Appeal. The fact of the matter is that although the
government are playing catch-up in replacing police
numbers, we are still well behind. The fact of the matter
is that our population is growing at a rate of about
150 000 people per annum and we are not keeping up
with the police services required.
The police do great work. I know many of them on a
professional level and as friends, and I can tell you that
they come home stressed from work on most days
because they are doing just as much they can but they
know it is not enough. This government is not
addressing these issues. Whilst the opposition will not
be opposing this bill because it understands the need for
some of these things to be enacted, it will be exploring
matters a bit more in the committee stage later today.
I encourage the government, as the minister often says,
to stop playing politics with this thing and start caring
about the people, because Victoria needs to be made
safe again. I think the only way for that to happen is for
a Matthew Guy government to be elected in November
this year.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (17:49) — In summing up this debate can I
say that it is a very dangerous world we live in. We
have to accept that no city, no state and no nation is
immune from terrorism today. We just need to look at
incidents overseas to discover the number of cities and
nations that have been affected by terrorism just in
recent weeks and months.
I recall at the time of the September 11 attack in New
York City that I was watching a program on television
and to my great shock the program was interrupted to
switch to a live feed of what was going on in New York
City. Initially when the first plane went into the first of
the twin towers I thought I could not possibly be
watching a news program. It looked as if it was a movie
in fact because it was so shocking to comprehend what
was actually occurring. I had been in New York City
only about a month prior to that event occurring. I had
been reading the signs just outside that complex about
how many people work there, and so my first thoughts
were, ‘Goodness, there would be potentially thousands
of people with their lives at risk affected by this terrible
event’, and that was in fact what eventuated.
At the time I recall there was a lot of focus on the new
risk that had become apparent as result of that terrible
incident in terms of planes being used, and there was a
lot of activity within the then Bracks government and
other governments around the country in response to
that issue. In fact that led to the current legislation that
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is in force in the state becoming law in Victoria — the
terrorism legislation at a state level and also the
corresponding legislation being passed at a
commonwealth level and also around the country.
It is a tragedy that we continue to be plagued by this
terrible evil to this day. It is sad to see that even very
young people are being radicalised and being drawn
into extremist ideologies and undertaking such terrible
acts. I know that in their contributions a number of
members made reference to that issue, and in particular
the Greens party and Ms Patten indicated their
opposition to and concern about this particular aspect of
the legislation. But I draw their attention to the expert
panel on terrorism’s advice in relation to these issues:
There is some evidence that minors, and even children as
young as 14 years of age, can present as a terrorist threat.
Factors include the targeting of children by groups such as
‘Islamic State’ (IS) through social media especially and the
‘grooming’ of children by adults associated with extremist
ideologies.
Some recent examples of this threat include those set out
below.
In 2015, a 15-year-old British teenager pleaded guilty to
a charge of inciting terrorism in connection with a plot to
behead a police officer at an Anzac Day parade in
Melbourne. The boy was 14 years of age when he
committed the offence.
In October 2015, a 15-year-old Sydney boy shot and
killed a NSW police employee, Mr Curtis Cheng, in
Parramatta. A number of individuals have pleaded guilty
to terrorist-related charges in connection with the
murder.

I make the point to those members that whilst they may
have concerns about young people being brought into
the scope of the preventative detention scheme in this
legislation, the reality of what we have seen in both
New South Wales and the United Kingdom is that,
sadly, young people are being radicalised and they can
present as a potential risk of committing a terrorist act.
There are a number of sweeping changes contained in
this bill. This is really the biggest overhaul of Victoria’s
counterterrorism laws to protect Victorians from terror
attacks, and it is the biggest shake-up to these laws
since they commenced, as I indicated, when the Bracks
government first introduced them many years ago.
These changes have come about as a result of the best
possible advice from an expert panel, and I have
already referred to the expert panel.
The government announced a review by the expert
panel of the current legislation relating to terrorism and
violent extremism following the siege and hostage
incident in Brighton on 18 June 2017. The expert panel
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consisted of the former Victorian Chief Commissioner
of Police, Ken Lay, AO, and former Victorian Court of
Appeal Judge David Harper, AM. I take this
opportunity to sincerely thank both of those individuals
for the expertise that they have shown in this report. I
have appreciated their consultations, their briefings and
also the very important content and recommendations
that they have provided to the government.
The expert panel produced two reports, the first of
which was publicly released on 21 September 2017,
and the second was released on 20 November 2017.
The expert panel made 42 recommendations in total to
improve the laws and policies to prevent, investigate,
and monitor and respond to acts of terror and violent
extremism, and all 42 recommendations of both reports
have been accepted in principle by the government.
The bill delivers on a commitment made by the
government to introduce a bill earlier this year to
implement critical legislative reforms from the first and
second reports of the expert panel. The bill implements
the legislative aspects of all 16 recommendations from
the expert panel’s first report, and five
recommendations from its second report. It also
implements four recommendations from the 2014
Victorian Review of Counter-Terrorism Legislation.
The bill also is consistent with commitments made at
the Council of Australian Governments meeting of
5 October 2017 to strengthen preventative detention
and to create a presumption against bail or parole being
granted to a person who has shown support for and who
has links to terrorist activity.
The implementation of all non-legislative aspects of the
recommendations in the first report are also in progress,
and I note that Mr O’Donohue in his contribution was
asking questions about the remaining recommendations
from the second report that require legislative
amendment. What I can advise him is that there are
three recommendations of the expert panel that required
changes to commonwealth legislation, being the
creation of a post-sentence supervision scheme for
high-risk terrorist offenders, recommendations 25 and
26; amendments to the definition of a terrorist act,
recommendation 14; and the creation of a new offence
of possessing terrorism-related material,
recommendations 16 and 17.
These recommendations are all being pursued through
the legal issues working group of the Australia-New
Zealand Counter-Terrorism Committee, so they are in
fact changes that would be required at the
commonwealth level. The remaining recommendation
that requires further legislative change relates to the
creation of a support and engagement order for those
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who are radicalising towards violence — this is
recommendation 15 — and this will be progressed in a
further bill. The majority of the recommendations in the
second report are non-legislative and are being
progressed through the government.
In relation to other matters contained in the bill itself —
really quickly; I do not have a lot of time available to
me in the summing up — there are changes to the use
of force provisions. This is really a clarification that has
come about. In the context of the Lindt cafe siege in
Sydney and the subsequent New South Wales coroner’s
inquest, the expert panel recommended that the power
in the Crimes Act 1958 to use force be clarified in order
to put:
… beyond doubt that it applies to pre-emptive action,
including lethal force, employed in response to a
life-threatening act where it may be the last opportunity to
effectively and safely intervene.

The bill gives effect to this recommendation by
inserting an example which describes a scenario where
a police officer or protective services officer (PSO) uses
lethal force to prevent a person from committing an
indictable offence that involves causing really serious
injury or death and clarifies that this may occur before
that offence is committed, so the example has been
carefully crafted to clarify the law without expanding it,
as recommended by the expert panel.
The bill also amends Victoria’s existing preventative
detention scheme to address issues identified by the
expert panel, and the purpose of preventative detention
is to prevent a terrorist act that is capable of being
carried out or could occur within the next 14 days, or to
preserve evidence of or relating to a terrorist act. That is
the current legislative regime. What the bill seeks to do
is to provide for a new preventative detention
framework which allows an authorised police officer to
detain a person for up to four days, and up to 36 hours
in the case of a child aged 14 to 17, without a court
order or warrant. It allows questioning of a person
subject to a court order or police preventative detention,
and it amends the threshold test to be consistent with
commonwealth legislation.
I want to stress that as per the expert panel’s
recommendations there are important safeguards
contained in this bill for a person subject to police
preventative detention, including the involvement of the
Public Interest Monitor, mandatory notifications to
complaint bodies and oversight bodies, access to legal
representation and periodic reviews. As is consistent
with the expert panel’s recommendation, the bill
includes additional safeguards for children subject to
preventative detention, and I am sure that there will be
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further discussion around these issues perhaps in the
committee stage. But I think it is important that
members understand that there are a number of
additional safeguards available in relation to children
which do not apply to adults. For example, the
safeguards include a requirement that a child always
have a lawyer present when questioned and recording
of questioning by audiovisual, not just audio, means —
and I know that Ms Pennicuik raised that audiovisual
issue in her contribution. The bill does require
recording of questioning by audiovisual, not just audio,
means for children aged 14 to 17.
In respect of periodic breaks — again a question she
raised in her contribution — there is provision for
additional rest breaks to be given to a child during any
period of questioning if the child is distressed or unable
to concentrate and the child, their lawyer or other
support people present request a break. There is a
presumption in favour of detention if a child is in a
youth justice facility. The bill also enables the Supreme
Court to impose conditions on a preventative detention
order for a child and can refuse to make an order if not
satisfied that those conditions can be met. There is also
an active monitoring role undertaken by the
Commission for Children and Young People.
These safeguards were developed in consultation with
Victoria Police, the Commission for Children and
Young People and Victoria Legal Aid, so the bill has
provided additional safeguards. I draw members’
attention back to the findings of the expert panel, and
that is the sad reality we face where young people are
being radicalised in other jurisdictions. We have seen
actual examples of terrorist acts or preparatory acts
being undertaken by such young people, which I know
is shocking and difficult for people to accept, but that is
the reality of the world that we are living in, sadly.
Just in the time that I have remaining to me, I just want
to take this opportunity to thank members of Victoria
Police and our PSOs who put themselves on the line
every day, particularly those members of Victoria
Police who engage in this most difficult work and have
kept our state safe. We certainly take this opportunity to
thank them for the incredibly brave work that they are
engaging in to undertake this important work in
keeping our communities safe. Certainly in all the
briefings and discussions that I have as a minister
around these issues I am always so impressed by their
professionalism and the hard work, the effort and the
thoughtfulness that go into all of the work that they are
undertaking, including engaging with various
communities around these issues in a preventative sense
and making sure they have got positive relationships
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with those communities. So I thank members and
commend the bill to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
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
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
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 (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Ratnam, Dr (Teller)

Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr O’DONOHUE — For the benefit of the
committee and the minister, I only have half a dozen
questions that I propose to ask, and I propose to deal
with them through clause 1.
Minister, thank you for the information provided in
your summation about the need for us to wait on the
passage of commonwealth legislation. Just as a
follow-up, has the government had any indication from
the commonwealth about when they may move on that
legislation?
Ms MIKAKOS — The advice that I have is that
those three recommendations of the expert panel that do
require changes to commonwealth legislation are being
worked through by a group of officials — the legal
issues working group of the Australia-New Zealand
Counter-Terrorism Committee. It is very difficult for
me to give an exact indication of timing of when that
work will come to completion, but all I can indicate to
the member is that the discussion at a Council of
Australian Governments (COAG) level from all
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jurisdictions indicated the priority that all jurisdictions
agree needs to be accorded to these reforms, and that
has certainly been our government’s approach in terms
of how we have sought to expedite the legislative
changes that have come to the Parliament here in
relation to both those expert panel reports. It is difficult
to give an exact time frame. Just to indicate, I guess that
all jurisdictions share a sense of urgency around these
issues.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, I want to go to the
issue which I flagged in the second reading, which is
touched on by the Harper-Lay report, and indeed
Ms Patten referred to it as well. It flows perhaps both
from exposure to the correction system and also from
feedback from some stakeholders, and that is the issue
of programs in prison, particularly with the
presumption in favour of remand between incarceration
and the outcome of a trial, whether that is guilt or
innocence. Can you just give the committee some
further information about the government’s intention in
relation to that, because I think that is a really important
issue. By not providing programs during that period of
remand it can make it more difficult for a rehabilitative
program to take effect down the track.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you for that question. In
the second report the expert panel recommended the
development of new disengagement programs for
adults and young people on bail or remand. The
2018–19 budget provided $14.1 million over two years
for programs and services to combat violent extremism,
and work is underway to develop programs suitable for
people on remand. These programs will need to be
carefully developed to ensure that the rights of an
accused in criminal proceedings under section 25 of the
charter are protected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, just on that, in terms
of the programs, recommendation 13 on page 46 of the
second report is:
That an expert advisory committee (with membership to
include countering violent extremism (CVE) and clinical
specialists) be established to provide technical advice to the
Victorian government on:
best practice approaches to disengagement interventions
and programs;
the efficacy of risk assessment tools;
the development of new disengagement interventions
and programs; and
the ongoing evaluation and effectiveness of
disengagement interventions and programs.
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Are you able to update me on whether there has been
that advice or whether that recommendation has been
implemented?
Ms MIKAKOS — Which recommendation did you
refer to?
Ms PENNICUIK — Recommendation 13 of the
second report, page 46, which is an expert advisory
committee for the government.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Ms Pennicuik, for
your question. I guess this is really following on from
Mr O’Donohue’s question, and I did indicate to the
house already the funding that is in the budget in
relation to the implementation of these new
disengagement programs for both adults and young
people on bail or remand. But what I can advise the
member specifically around her question is that work is
underway. I would certainly hope —
Ms Pennicuik — Regarding the program?
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes. So the work is underway in
relation to the broad suite of that recommendation. I
think members would well understand the sensitivity, I
guess, of going into too much detail around the
programs themselves, because if you talk about them in
detail in a public sense, you may actually undermine
their effectiveness. So we do need to exercise a little bit
of caution in the course of this debate today around the
level of detail that we can go into, and I think
Mr O’Donohue would certainly understand the
sensitivities around some of these issues.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. Just for
clarification, I understand and I accept what you said
there, but recommendation 13 is more about an
advisory committee to advise on the programs and the
efficacy of them. Is that committee going be set up,
over and above and apart from the programs?
Ms MIKAKOS — As I indicated in my summing
up, the government has accepted in principle all the
recommendations from the Harper-Lay expert panel. I
specifically responded to your question around
recommendation 13 in that the advice I have is that that
work is underway.
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summing up. The questions arise in part from
Ms Patten’s comments. I note that she did not come in
to vote, so I am just wondering whether additional
information may be required to appease.
We have spoken about deradicalisation programs, so if
you could perhaps outline what sort of deradicalisation
programs are being considered in view of the difficulty
in sourcing a provider. How much has been allocated to
that in this year’s budget, and also anti-radicalisation,
which addresses the concern raised by Ms Patten, and
that is that obviously we do not want young people in
particular, or anyone, to end up caught in the justice
system for this type of offence. So what types of
anti-radicalisation programs are there to avert people,
especially young people’s involvement in
contemplating acts of terrorism?
Ms MIKAKOS — Deputy President, firstly, I, too,
would like to congratulate you on your elevation. I
guess I did not remark on it at the outset because I am
so used to having you in that chair now, Deputy
President. You are going to do a tremendous job, as you
have already for many, many months. Congratulations
on your appointment.
Can I just express my disappointment to Mrs Peulich
because I have actually just addressed these precise
issues in responding to Mr O’Donohue’s and
Ms Pennicuik’s questions. I outlined the funding in the
budget this year. I am sorry Mrs Peulich was not
listening, but I had just expressed the need for us to
have a discussion about these matters in a very sensitive
manner, because if you outline in a public sense what
these types of programs look like and how they operate,
then you actually undermine their effectiveness. When
you speak to people in Victoria Police who are actually
tasked with this type of work and have done incredible
work to establish very positive relationships with
communities around these types of issues to ensure we
can keep our communities safe and really take that very
strong preventative approach to these issues, that work
would be undermined by having the exact discussion
that the member is now seeking.

Mrs PEULICH — Thank you, Deputy President.
You are no longer acting. Can I use the opportunity to
congratulate you. It is good to see you officially with
the title.

So I really would say to her that these are discussions
and briefings that she could pursue with relevant
ministers, but I just do not think it serves our collective
efforts to support our intelligence agencies and our
enforcement agencies, in particular Victoria Police,
around this type of work by getting into these types of
details.

I was not planning to ask any questions, but in view of
the committee stage there are just a couple of questions,
if I may. I note and welcome your comments earlier in

Mrs PEULICH — I have sought a briefing, and I
am still awaiting the briefing. I guess it is my
responsibility also to seek answers to questions that I
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have. Without compromising any of the intelligence
agencies’ work, perhaps the minister could break down
the funding allocation that she has outlined as a total
figure and how that might be, in broad terms, allocated
to anti-radicalisation programs and deradicalisation
programs.
Ms MIKAKOS — Okay. So as I indicated to the
house, in their second report the expert panel
recommended the development of new disengagement
programs for adults and young people on bail or
remand. The 2018–19 budget provided $14.1 million
over two years for programs and services to combat
violent extremism, and work is underway to develop
programs suitable for people on remand. The programs
obviously need to be carefully developed to ensure
compliance with section 25 of the charter.
In relation to young people, what I can say to the
member is that youth justice takes a holistic approach to
identifying and assessing offending risk factors and
providing effective interventions to address the
underpinning causes of radicalisation. Youth justice
then provides targeted programs and interventions that
address the underpinning causes of radicalisation in
young people. This includes programs targeted at
young people who offend, to promote the development
of non-violent and pro-social ideas and attitudes.
Key education and intervention programs for young
people include the adolescent violence intervention
program, which assists young people to understand the
reasons underpinning their violent behaviour and to
support their motivation to change. Parkville College
also works with young people in custody to develop
understanding and positive attitudes towards all cultures
and religions.
The specific details around the breakdown I do not have
with me at hand, but I will certainly seek information,
whether that is available, for the member.
I am being reminded that the $14.1 million over two
years is actually a subset of a bigger bucket of money.
So the 2018–19 Victorian budget provided
$20.9 million in output funding over five years to
implement recommendations made by the expert panel.
This is in budget paper 3, pages 92 and 102. So this
includes $14.1 million in output funding over two years
for the combating violent extremism initiative for
programs, services and research to prevent violent
extremism and to undertake communications activities.
This is in budget paper 3, page 102. There is also
$6.8 million in output funding over five years and
$0.8 million ongoing for key legislative reforms
relating to preventative detention, police powers,
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presumptions against parole and bail for terrorist
offenders, and for capacity-building programs for
frontline workers. This is referenced in budget paper 3,
page 92.
The combating violent extremism initiative which the
member was asking about and which is that
$14.1 million, seeks to build on the existing evidence
base and to deliver priority initiatives to prevent and
counter violent extremism. Funding over two years will
address five core elements: research and expert advice
to inform program delivery; continuation of existing
programs and expansion as appropriate, subject to
evaluation; development and delivery of new programs
for adults and young people, where needed; the
development and delivery of new communications
programs; and also monitoring and evaluation of their
impact.
I hope that satisfies the member in terms of the detail
that the member is seeking. I am just having a look to
see if I have anything further on the funding. No, I do
not.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I believe you have
more questions, Mrs Peulich, but unfortunately I think
it is a good time to break for dinner. I will resume the
chair at 7.30 p.m.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. to 7.34 p.m.
Clause 1 further discussed.
Mrs PEULICH — Just before the break the
minister was outlining that the $14.1 million for
combating terrorism spanned over five years and was
dedicated to five activities, including research,
provision of existing programs, delivering new
programs and communications. I missed out on the fifth
activity. I wonder if the minister could indicate how the
money was spread across those five areas of activity.
Ms MIKAKOS — Just before the dinner break I
was explaining how the funding will address five core
elements. I outlined the five, and the fifth was
monitoring and evaluation of impact. In relation to the
funding, what I can advise the member, as I understand
it, is that Minister Scott may have addressed some of
these issues at his Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) presentation earlier this year. I will
just have a quick look.
I do not have a breakdown of that funding. What I can
advise the member is that Minister Scott has previously
spoken about the work of the task force looking at these
issues. The Social Cohesion and Community Resilience
Ministerial Taskforce is chaired by the Deputy Premier
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and has been established to lead this work. I can advise
the member that there has been a range of funding in
respect of these issues during our term of government. I
imagine she would be aware of some of those. I will not
propose to go into that into considerable detail unless
she is specifically wanting that.
Mrs Peulich — Yes, please.
Ms MIKAKOS — Okay. I can advise the member
that the government’s commitment in 2015 was
$25 million over four years to strengthen Victoria’s
social cohesion and build community resilience to
violent extremism of any form. I referred already to the
task force and its important work, which involves a
complex set of issues. There is no one process or
pathway that leads to violent extremism. It is
understood to be a combination of causes and drivers
that are unique to each individual. The task force has
taken an evidence-informed approach to co-design
solutions with communities and other stakeholders.
The task force has funded a range of projects, including
early intervention pilots at a number of locations in
Melbourne, and the task force is exploring approaches
to deal with all forms of violent extremism. In 2017–18
the task force allocated $6.426 million to achieve a
number of outcomes. Minister Scott may have spoken
at PAEC about a number of these relating to pilots of
community support groups and research grants being
awarded in relation to addressing knowledge gaps in
preventing and countering violent extremism.
In fact the task force awarded funding for four research
grants through round 3 of this program. It also delivered
the commencement of a digital literacy pilot to give
young people the ability to recognise when they are
being manipulated or coerced online or when they are
confronted with online extremism and hate speech. It is
also to provide employment assistance through the Jobs
Victoria initiative to support people from vulnerable
cohorts in finding employment, to deliver an early
intervention pilot to reduce the reach of online
right-wing extremist content, to deliver targeted social
health messaging to deter interest in potential
right-wing extremist involvement and also to conduct
an external evaluation, which found evidence of
positive impact across a range of task force-funded
initiatives. There have been a range of initiatives funded
by the task force. It is doing very important work. I
have already outlined to the member the more recent
funding in the budget this year, and I do not propose
going through that all over again.
Further to my point earlier around the sensitivities of
these matters, I just want to make the following point.
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Large parts of chapter 2 of the expert panel second
report, particularly around programs for disengaged
persons radicalising towards violent extremism, are
redacted, including the texts of some recommendations
particularly as they relate to existing Victorian
programs. These portions of the report were redacted
due to the sensitive and security-related nature of the
information that they contain.
I have already, I guess, cautioned the member — and I
provide that advice to all members — that the state
government works with numerous stakeholders to
combat all forms of violent extremism. Given the
sensitivities involved in the work, it would be more
appropriate for members to seek an in-camera briefing
from relevant ministers at an alternative time around
these issues rather than to go into these issues now. I
understand that Minister Scott and his office have
privately briefed members on the important work that is
being done to combat all forms of violent extremism. I
make the point to the member that those redactions
were done with advice around these issues. I have
highlighted already the fact that we take advice around
these particular issues from enforcement officials who
have all that expertise and are at the front line doing this
work every day.
I think it might be also useful to put on the record some
of the advice from the expert panel on deradicalisation,
if I may. The panel said as follows:
The disengagement of individuals who are radicalising or
have radicalised towards violent extremism is a highly
complex and multidisciplinary field. Concepts of
disengagement are both differently defined and highly
contested among experts and practitioners.

That is from the second report on page 47. The report
on that page also says as follows:
Based on the panel’s review of existing literature,
disengagement is an emerging and currently under-researched
field, with a lack of consensus regarding best practice
principles.

On page 48 they went on to say:
In terms of a Victorian approach to disengagement, CISP —

the community integration support program —
is the predominant program currently delivered in Victoria.
…
CISP was launched in October 2010 as Australia’s first
prison-based terrorist disengagement program.

And they went on, on page 50, to talk about how the
panel considers that there are areas across the
countering violent extremism spectrum where there is
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no equivalent disengagement program around areas
where further work needs to be done. I want to assure
the member that there is a considerable amount of
work — a huge amount of work — that the government
has already done around these issues, working with
those people who have expertise around this issue, and
there is still work that is underway. Resources have
been provided for in the budget this year to enable that
work to continue.
Mrs PEULICH — Thank you, Minister, for the
detail that you have provided, which gives rise to a
number of questions. Firstly, on the recommendations
that were redacted — on the advice of security
agencies, I would assume, who are experts — who
provides oversight to the implementation of those
recommendations so that we know indeed that they are
robust and in the right direction? Who ultimately
provides that oversight if they have been redacted?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Mrs Peulich, for that
further question. Ultimately this work reports to a
cabinet committee. There is also an interdepartmental
committee that has been established that is led by the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Mrs PEULICH — Could you just provide the name
of that cabinet committee?
Ms MIKAKOS — I am not in the habit of
providing details of government committees, but what I
can say to the member is there is a cabinet committee
that this work reports to.
Mrs PEULICH — As the former Cabinet Secretary
I understand the importance of cabinet confidentiality.
However, the names of cabinet committees have not
typically been considered to be subject to cabinet
confidentiality, so I am surprised the minister is not
able to give me the name of the cabinet committee that
provides oversight to the —
Ms Mikakos — I think we will just move on,
Mrs Peulich.
Mrs PEULICH — So you are not prepared to
provide that?
Ms Mikakos — No, I am not.
Mrs PEULICH — Okay; that is interesting. In view
of that, could you tell me what the government
considers to be the difference between violent
extremism and terrorism?
Ms MIKAKOS — Mrs Peulich has asked a
question that really gets into the philosophical or
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conceptual basis of this because these are terms that are
not defined in the legislation. I guess a lot of people
would see them as being interchangeable terms.
Terrorism, however, is understood to commonly have
an ideological basis for the person conducting that act,
whereas violent extremism may be understood as a
broader concept that may not actually have an
ideological basis for that person’s behaviour.
Mrs PEULICH — I imagine that a person would be
perhaps identified as a terrorist if convicted or perhaps
subject to the justice system, so I was looking to see
whether there was a distinction in terms of those
definitions about the interaction with the justice system
and whether the first tranche of funding of the
$25 million over four years included both the work that
is done to deradicalise in the justice system as well as
perhaps other anti-radicalisation initiatives. That is what
I am trying to get to in the first instance.
Ms MIKAKOS — In terms of an intersection
between the justice system and the legislation, people
need to have committed offences under the legislation
in order to come into the scope of the regime. In terms
of the work that I have indicated to the member, there is
funding there in a preventative sense — people who
may be at risk of committing such offences — and then
there are programs that are specifically for people who
are already in the criminal justice system. So they have
a broad reach, and there are a range of programs that
serve a broad range of purposes. I hope that is helpful.
Mrs PEULICH — Can I just clarify this: the
$25 million over four years was for 2015–16, 2016–17,
2017–18 and 2018–19; is that correct?
Ms MIKAKOS — Sorry, which funding?
Mrs PEULICH — The $25 million over four years
for combating all forms of violent extremism, to which
you referred earlier. You said it was over four years; I
just want to clarify which four years.
Ms MIKAKOS — The advice I have is that was a
2015 commitment — so that would have been the
2015–16 budget, our first budget — of $24 million over
four years, so obviously it was that financial year and
the subsequent —
Mrs PEULICH — Did you say 24 or 25?
Ms MIKAKOS — Twenty-five million dollars over
four years. That was a 2015 budget commitment —
2015–16 financial year. I will seek confirmation of that.
And the funding was for that financial year and the
subsequent three financial years.
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Mrs PEULICH — So is the $25 million over four
years, which has also committed funds to the 2018–19
financial year, included in the $14.1 million which has
been committed for over the next two years?
Ms MIKAKOS — Just so I am clear, I have talked
about a range of funding commitments, both historic
ones and more contemporary ones. The separate
funding, the $14.1 million that I outlined, was part of a
total $20.9 million in funding over five years in the
2018–19 budget. So that is additional funding —
Mrs PEULICH — Additional? It is not a rollover
of unspent funding —
Ms MIKAKOS — No. This is a new appropriation
in the 2018–19 budget of $20.9 million in output
funding over five years to implement the
recommendations of the expert panel, specifically in
response to the two reports, and includes that
$14.1 million in output funding over two years for the
combating violent extremism initiative — those
programs that I spoke about earlier.
Mrs PEULICH — Minister, could you provide the
house with the numbers of clients or people in the
justice system, whether they are on remand or have
been incarcerated, who have been participating in
deradicalisation programs for the 2015–16, 2016–17,
2017–18 years and the year to date?
Ms MIKAKOS — I do not have historic figures,
Mrs Peulich, and I imagine that Corrections Victoria
might have some concerns about releasing this level of
detail for operational reasons. That might be a matter
that you might want to take up with the corrections
minister directly.
The advice that I have — just to give people a sense of
the number of people in the system at the moment, just
to give you a snapshot in time — is that on 18 June of
this year there were 22 prisoners with terrorism
offences as the most serious offence or charge. Of
those, 15 prisoners were on remand and seven prisoners
with terrorism offences were serving a sentence.
Mrs PEULICH — Minister, the purpose of my
asking these questions is to make an assessment. I was
in receipt of some information. for example, that in one
of the local government areas that I represent one of the
most significant concerns when it comes to law and
order was fear about terrorism and concerns about how
effectively we were dealing with it. All I am trying to
establish is whether the funding that has been allocated
is being directed towards the appropriate activities and
how much funding is provided to deradicalisation as
well as anti-radicalisation programs. So thank you for
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the numbers for 18 June. Are you able to check with
advisers to see whether there are any other historical
numbers available?
Ms MIKAKOS — I have explained to the member
why I imagine corrections officials are going to be
reluctant to provide that level of detail. That might be a
matter that the member might wish to take up in a
private briefing request to the Minister for Corrections.
The member has been asking about those engaging in
deradicalisation programs, and I have already explained
to the member the sensitivities about these issues and
would certainly encourage her to pursue a private
briefing around the sensitive nature of this work.
Mrs PEULICH — I certainly understand the
sensitivities and understand, regrettably, the need for
such legislation. The reason why I am asking this
question is that the numbers that you have provided,
Minister, do sound low, because I have been privy to
some figures that have been provided to me in the past
and the figure was around 300, of which this appears to
be a very small component. That is why I am asking to
see whether there are any other historical figures and
indeed whether the funding that has been directed to
combating violent extremism has been spent on
activities that are not purposed for deradicalisation and
whether perhaps inadequate funding may be the reason
for fewer people participating in the program. Can you
assure the house that there is adequate funding being
directed towards the deradicalisation of those who have
been charged with terrorism offences?
Ms MIKAKOS — For security reasons I am not
going to go into this in any detail other than to say the
number that the member has just bandied about
indicates she is not understanding the number that I
have given, because I was referring to people who are
incarcerated in prison at that point in time that I gave
for terrorism offences as the most serious offence or
charge. Without wanting to get into any detail on this,
the number the member has just mentioned does not
relate to that at all. Again I would caution her; I would
strongly recommend to her that she pursue a private
briefing on these issues.
As a government we have put in a very significant level
of funding in relation to these issues — the funding that
I have outlined, as well as separate funding directly to
Victoria Police around building up their capability and
resources to deal with these issues as well. A raft of
funding has been put into addressing and preventing
these issues, and our government works with our
officials and our experts and particularly with our
enforcement officials around these issues and heeds the
concerns of the chief commissioner around these issues.
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We are doing everything possible to ensure that
Victorians remain safe. If the member wishes to pursue
these matters further, then I would encourage her to do
so through pursuing a private briefing.
Mrs PEULICH — Just in closing, I certainly note
the minister’s comments and understand also that the
area of deradicalisation is a very complex, multilayered
problem and that there are significant differences in
professional opinion as to what works and what does
not internationally. There are international experts who
are the leaders of some of these programs, and I just
want to be assured that the government and the
authorities are availing themselves of the very best,
because I do know from my own research that there has
been some concern about the adequacy of the programs
that are being provided. The number of 300 was not
fabricated; it was a number that has been relayed to me.
I am happy to take it offline. The minister has assured
us that the funding is adequate; I certainly hope that that
is the case.
Ms PENNICUIK — Minister, I would like to just
go to recommendations 22 and 23 of report 2 of the
expert panel. Recommendation 22 is:
That the power to make a preventative detention order in
respect of a minor only be available to the Supreme Court if it
is satisfied:
that there are no other less restrictive means available to
prevent an imminent terrorist act occurring or to
preserve evidence of, or relating to, a recent terrorist act;
and
that the particular requirements in relation to the
preventative detention of a minor, including any
conditions imposed on that detention by the court, can
be met.

Recommendation 23 is:
That if the Supreme Court is satisfied that an order other than
a preventative detention order would be a less restrictive
means of preventing an imminent terrorist act occurring or
preserving evidence of, or relating to, a recent terrorist act:
the court be empowered to make alternative orders …

and to impose certain conditions on those orders. Given
that this is one of the central issues that has been raised
even by people who are supporting the bill — the
preventative detention orders by police involving
children — why didn’t the government take up these
recommendations? The government said in its
second-reading speech that it has implemented all of
the recommendations, but it actually has not done that.
Why hasn’t it?
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Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you for that question. The
expert panel recommended empowering the Supreme
Court to make alternative orders on its own motion
when an application is made for a preventative
detention order in respect of a child, and this is in
recommendation 23. This recommendation is based on
the proposal in recommendation 22 that the Supreme
Court have the power to make a preventative detention
order in respect of a child only if the court is satisfied
that there are ‘no less restrictive means available’ for
addressing the risk posed by that child.
These recommendations raise legal and practical
complexities such as the development of an alternative
community-based order and concerns as to whether
such an order would appropriately address the risk
posed by a child. As recommendations 22 and 23
require further policy consideration and development,
they will be addressed during the second stage of the
reforms.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. That is
interesting to hear and probably welcomed. The other
issue that I raised in the second-reading debate was why
police would be able to detain a charge for 36 hours
without bringing them to a court within that time,
because I really do fail to see why a child cannot be
brought before a court much faster than that, rather than
just leaving them in the hands of police with practically
very little oversight of the detention of that child by
anybody else except police.
Ms MIKAKOS — I just remind the member that
under the current framework the court has the power to
undertake preventative detention orders for young
people who are 16 and up. What we are doing in
relation to this particular matter is extending this now to
young people who are 14 and up. I explained the
evidence that the panel commented on — in fact, I
quoted it in my summing up — in terms of very
contemporary examples of very young people who
have been engaged in these terrorist acts.
In relation to the framework and how it relates to police
specifically, in line with recommendation 2 of the first
report, the bill amends Victoria’s existing preventative
detention scheme in the terrorism act to address
deficiencies identified by the expert panel. Some of the
key issues that the panel identified include the need for
police to be able to respond quickly and effectively to
threats that may emerge with little or no warning and
about which they may know very little, the fact that a
person in detention may be key to police progressing
their investigation, and the complex nature of
terrorism-related investigations and the need for police
to collect and analyse large amounts of data and
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information to substantiate changes in the time required
for police to prepare an application to the Supreme
Court for a preventative order.
What the bill provides for in this new framework is to
allow an authorised police officer to make a decision to
detain a person for up to four days for an adult and up
to 36 hours in respect of a child aged 14 to 17 years of
age without a court order or warrant. It also enables
questioning to be undertaken in relation to a person
subject to court-ordered or police preventative
detention. There are also changes to the threshold test,
which I am happy to explain further.
Essentially we are acting on the advice of the expert
panel in terms of the gaps and deficiencies that they
have identified in respect of this matter in terms of
giving two pathways, but I guess the point to make in
relation to the police preventative detentions or the ones
put in place by the police is that they are for a shorter
duration. There are some maximum time periods as
well that relate to this matter because, as I explained,
there are some maximum time durations. It is not a
default period.
The need for a person to be preventatively detained by
police must be reviewed as soon as the person is taken
into custody and detained, as the decision to detain the
person may have been made up to two days prior —
and thereafter at no more than 12-hourly intervals. At
the end of the maximum period of preventative police
detention a person must either be released, taken into
custody under ordinary arrest powers or detained
subject to a preventative detention order made by the
Supreme Court — that is, there is no allowance in the
bill for an extension of the maximum period of
preventative police detention. I can explain further that
there are some total time periods that apply as well, but
I am happy to hear some further questions, which I am
sure there are.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you. I do know all of
that. I understand the extension of the preventative
detention orders, but my question was around police
detention orders. It is bad enough really to have an adult
taken into custody for four days and not taken before a
court, but to have a child in detention for 36 hours
without being taken to a court, that is actually what the
expert panel has recommended. It has not
recommended 36 hours of police detention. It
recommended just the court having oversight and the
court having the ability to make an alternative order.
Why did the government not put in place a regime
whereby children are brought to a court at the earliest
opportunity is really my question, whether it is police
detention or preventative detention.
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Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Ms Pennicuik, for
your question. We are acting on the advice of the expert
panel. There are also a number of recommendations in
the expert panel’s report around ensuring appropriate
safeguards for the preventative police detention. These
safeguards include the involvement of the Public
Interest Monitor and mandatory notifications to
complaint bodies and oversight bodies such as IBAC
and the Ombudsman, and the Commission for Children
and Young People in the case of a child. The Victorian
Inspectorate must also be notified after the fact.
There are also requirements to inform a person of their
rights when they are taken into custody and detained —
for example, an entitlement to a lawyer, translator or
consular assistance; the right to complain to the
Ombudsman or IBAC; permitted contact with family
members; the maximum permitted length of detention
that I referred to earlier; and an entitlement to a lawyer
and to arrange legal representation during any period of
questioning. A nominated senior police officer is
required to oversee the exercise of the powers and the
performance of obligations related to preventative
police detention, as are mandatory periodic reviews of
the detention by the nominated senior police officer.
In addition to that, specifically on children, in their
second report the expert panel noted the unfortunate
reality that children as young as 14 can present a
terrorist threat. On this basis the expert panel
recommended the extension of eligibility for
preventative detention to children aged 14 and 15.
Consistent with the panel’s recommendation 18, we
have extended the amended preventative detention
scheme to children aged 14 or over. The preventative
police detention, as I have mentioned already, of a child
has the maximum duration of 36 hours.
There are additional safeguards for children subject to
preventative detention, not just for 14 and 15-year-olds
but for all children, which are consistent again with the
expert panel’s recommendations. These safeguards
include a requirement that a child always have a lawyer
present when questioned; recording of questioning by
audiovisual not just audio means; additional rest breaks
to be given to a child during any period of questioning
if the child is distressed or unable to concentrate or if
the child, their lawyer or other support people present
request a break; a presumption in favour of detention of
a child in a youth justice facility; enabling the Supreme
Court to impose conditions on a preventative detention
order for a child and to refuse to make an order if not
satisfied that those conditions can be met; and also an
active monitoring role undertaken by the Commission
for Children and Young People. These safeguards were
developed in consultation with Victoria Police, the
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Commission for Children and Young People and
Victoria Legal Aid.
In terms of what the role of the Commission for
Children and Young People will be, as recommended
by the expert panel in recommendation 24, the bill
includes an active monitoring role for the commission.
This includes monitoring the treatment of a child in
preventative detention; promoting the interests of a
child detained under the terrorism act; and providing
advice to the Attorney-General, the minister
administering the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012 or the Chief Commissioner of Police
about a child’s treatment whilst in detention. To
undertake its role the commission must be given access
to a child in detention and to any document or
information relating to the child’s treatment in
detention, noting that this will not include criminal
intelligence related to the reason for the child’s
detention.
I guess the point that I am making in going through this
in some detail, given the concerns that Ms Pennicuik
has raised, is that a considerable number of safeguards
have been put in place for children in addition to the
many safeguards that have been put in place for adults
under this regime. It is a challenging environment, I
guess, for Ms Pennicuik to accept the need for these
things. We have acted on the need to put these
measures in place, but we have acted on the basis of the
advice of those who have appropriate expertise on these
issues to try and strike that appropriate balance and to
take advice from people who are very mindful of the
need to try and strike that appropriate balance.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. I hear
everything you are saying there. I will go to the crux of
my question. You are talking about preventative
detention orders which are overseen by the court. I
understand the age has been reduced from 16 to 14 and
there are those safeguards in place, including the
involvement of the commissioner for children and
young people. A lot of them are after the fact, though,
as you mentioned yourself. It is the oversight of
children in police detention that I am concerned about.
There is no oversight there. The police detain them, and
the police oversight themselves on that detention. That
is my concern with that particular regime, which is not
overseen by a court or anybody else except after the
fact. The only people overseeing it during the time are
other police.
Ms Mikakos — That is not right. I just explained
that.
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Ms PENNICUIK — Can you clarify that, because
that is my reading of it. There is oversight by the Public
Interest Monitor and there is oversight by IBAC
et cetera, but what if there is no involvement of the
court in that first 36 hours?
Ms MIKAKOS — Firstly, thank you, but as I have
explained, the police who preventatively detain a child
must bring them before a court as soon as practicable.
The 36 hours is a maximum. After that a court order is
required. But the same oversight applies to police and
court-ordered detention. All those safeguards that I
have explained — all those oversight mechanisms —
relate to both types of preventative detention. I have
explained about legal representatives that will be or can
be present during questioning. I have explained the role
of the Commission for Children and Young People.
The commission must be given access to a child in
detention. I challenge what the member has asserted in
that respect. There will be other independent people
who will be able to play a role in ensuring that a young
person is being humanely detained during that time
period. There are a lot of mechanisms for oversight
built into this legislation.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, clause 1 details the
extra role the Victorian Inspectorate will have in
oversight, and there are other oversight functions built
in with IBAC et cetera. I also note that, as was
canvassed in the second-reading speech, protective
services officers (PSOs) and police will have new
powers, or clarified powers, as I should perhaps say.
Can you provide some comfort to the committee about
resourcing for the inspectorate and IBAC and training
for police to ensure that the changes that are being
contemplated by this bill will have the appropriate
resourcing and support to be implemented?
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Mr O’Donohue. The
advice that I have received is that Victoria Police will
be receiving some of that $20.9 million in output
funding over five years that I referred to earlier in
response to Mrs Peulich’s questions, and that is for a
range of things which I have already touched upon. I
had specifically mentioned a breakdown. There is
$14.1 million over two years for the combating violent
extremism initiative and there is $6.8 million in output
funding over five years with $800 000 ongoing for the
legislative reforms that we are discussing here,
including preventative detention, the police powers, the
presumptions against parole and bail for terrorist
offenders, and for capacity-building programs for
frontline workers. So whilst it is not anticipated that
these specific legislative changes will have huge
additional resourcing implications for Victoria Police,
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those additional resourcing needs are built into that
$6.8 million output funding.
I also make the point to the member that, as he would
be well aware, there was a very significant
counterterrorism funding package in the 2016–17 state
budget which provided $62.9 million over five years for
Victoria Police, providing an additional 40 sworn
officers and 48 specialist staff including intelligence
experts and forensic analysts — all recruited and
deployed — and including $2 million for the purchase
of specialist equipment for counterterrorism operations.
There has already been a very significant additional
boost to Victoria Police resources specifically for these
issues, so they are very well addressed.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — The inspectorate? Let me just
seek confirmation.
The advice that I have is that there is not a specific
allocation for the inspectorate because it is not
anticipated that this will be a significant additional
resourcing issue for them. They already exercise very
similar powers.
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Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Environment
Protection Amendment Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Environment Protection Amendment
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 amends the Environment Protection Act 2017 and
repeals the Environment Protection Act 1970 (1970 Act) to
reform the legislative framework for the protection of the
environment and human health from the harmful effects of
pollution and waste. The Bill provides for a new general
environmental duty, a new permissions scheme, waste and
resource recovery infrastructure and planning, and a new civil
penalty scheme. The Bill includes new compliance and
enforcement powers for the Authority, which is responsible
for monitoring environmental quality and identifying and
responding to harm and risks of harm to human health and the
environment. These powers will enable the Authority or
authorised officers to issue remedial notices and prevent and
respond to current and future environmental and public health
issues in Victoria.
Human rights issues
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to
the Bill are:
the right to freedom from forced work (section 11);

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 135 agreed to.

the right to privacy and reputation (section 13);

Reported to house without amendment.

the right to freedom of expression (section 15);

Report adopted.

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

Third reading

property rights (section 20);
the right to a fair hearing (section 24);

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) 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

the right to be presumed innocent (section 25(1));
the right to protection against self-incrimination
(section 25(2)(k)); and
the right not to be punished more than once (section 26).
Right to privacy and reputation
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.
Section 13(b) provides that a person has the right not to have
their reputation unlawfully attacked. 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 personal information from applicants
When making various applications under the Bill, a person is
required to provide information, which may include personal
information.
An application for a permission, such as a development
licence or permit, for appointment as an environmental

ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 26 July 2018
auditor or for authorisation to engage in a prescribed activity
as a prohibited person, must contain the information required
by the Authority. These requirements are not set out in the
Bill, but may include the applicant’s name and contact details
and, in some cases, information about the applicant’s
financial position and criminal record. For example, when
determining whether a person is a fit and proper person to
hold a permission, the Authority or a council must have
regard to whether the person has demonstrated that they have
financial capacity to comply with any obligations imposed by
a permission. Under Part 8.2, a person may submit a proposed
better environment plan to the Authority, which must contain
information such as the names of participants in the proposed
plan and any other person who is likely to be affected by the
proposed plan.
In considering one of the above applications, or an application
for the release of financial assurance under new section 232,
the Authority may require the applicant to provide any further
information that the Authority considers necessary. Further,
the Authority may require a person applying to be an
environmental auditor to appear before an advisory panel for
an interview, or undergo an examination by the advisory
panel as to their suitability for appointment.
The Authority must refer an application for a development
licence to a prescribed agency for comment in prescribed
circumstances and must take into account any comments or
submissions received from that agency when determining
whether to issue the licence.
Although the right to privacy is relevant to these provisions,
applicants seeking to participate in a regulated activity or be
appointed to a role have a diminished expectation of privacy.
Further, the information that will be sought by the Authority
is only information that is necessary for, or relevant to, the
determination of the application. As such, these provisions do
not limit the right to privacy.
Notification obligations
A number of provisions of the Bill impose obligations to
notify the Authority or certain people of certain matters.
These notice requirements may require a person to provide
information relating to their personal affairs, thereby engaging
the right to privacy in section 13 of the Charter.
A person who is engaging or has engaged in an activity that
results in a notifiable incident has a duty to notify the
Authority as soon as practicable after the person becomes
aware, or reasonably should have been aware, of the
occurrence of the notifiable incident. Failure to do so in the
course of conducting a business or an undertaking is an
offence. Information to be provided to the Authority with
such a notification is set out in new section 33 and includes
details about the location of the incident, the circumstances in
which it occurred and any action taken to deal with it.
Other notification obligations of relevance are:
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A condition on a permission requiring the holder of the
permission to report to the Authority or council on
compliance with the conditions, or to provide
monitoring data, information or performance reports to
the Authority, the council, the public or both —
section 54(2)(f).
The duty of a person undertaking a prescribed
transaction in connection with reportable priority waste
to record and provide details to a prescribed person —
section 142.
The obligation on a person in management or control of
a premises to provide a person who proposes to take
over management or control of the premises a copy of
any preliminary risk screen assessment statement or
environmental audit statement that has been issued in
respect of the site — section 214.
The obligation on an occupier to provide a copy of any
remedial notice or order to any person who proposes to
become the occupier of that place or premises —
section 280.

Requirements to notify affected parties and the Authority
about matters such as significant contamination or pollution
events that cause or threaten to cause material harm is an
important part of the environment protection regime, as it
ensures that serious incidents are addressed and that people
are aware of their obligations under the Bill. To the extent that
the notification will interfere with privacy by requiring this
disclosure of personal information, any such interference will
be lawful and not arbitrary, and will therefore be compatible
with the right to privacy.
Information sharing
New Part 14.5 provides that the Authority may collect, use,
disclose or publish any information if doing so is necessary
for the Authority to exercise its powers or perform any of its
functions under an Act. This includes the power to use or
disclose information in the investigation or reporting of
suspected unlawful activity, to obtain certain information
from a law enforcement agency, to share information with
another government agency if doing so is necessary for
research and is in the public interest, and to use or disclose
information where necessary to prevent or minimise a serious
risk of harm to human health or the environment.
These enhanced information sharing powers are necessary to
support environmental and public health management and to
improve transparency and accountability to the Victorian
community. Part 14.5 enables the Authority to share
information with peer regulators and other government
agencies and to disclose information for legitimate purposes.
The protections afforded to personal information by the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and to commercially
sensitive information, by new section 453 inserted by the Bill,
will continue to apply. In my view, therefore, the information
sharing powers will not be an arbitrary or unlawful
interference with privacy.

The duty of a person in management or control of land
to notify the Authority if the land has been contaminated
by notifiable contamination — section 40.

Publishing personal information

The obligation on a person in control of contaminated
land to provide information about the contamination to
any person who may be affected by it, or who is
reasonably expected to take over management or control
of the land — section 39.

Upon receiving an application for a development licence, the
Authority must ensure that a notice is published on the
Authority’s Internet site and in at least one other publication
that the Authority considers appropriate. Such a notice must
state that an application has been made, describe the activity
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that is the subject of the application and contain any
prescribed information. This restates and expands on the
public notification requirement for works approvals under the
1970 Act and enables public comments or submissions to be
made on the application, for consideration by the Authority.
If the Minister proposes that an issue be declared to be an
issue of environmental concern, the Minister must ensure a
notice is published in the Government Gazette, on the
Authority’s Internet site and in at least one other publication
or Internet site. This notice must describe, among other
things, the persons or class of persons that would be required
to address the issue of environmental concern. These details
must also be included in an Order of the Governor in Council
published in the Government Gazette declaring that an issue
is an issue of environmental concern.
New section 455 requires the Authority to establish and
maintain a Public Register that contains certain information,
including details of decisions, authorisations or documents
prepared under the Bill including, enforceable undertakings,
permissions, exemptions, site management orders and better
environment plans. The Register is to be available for public
inspection during the prescribed time and in the prescribed
manner, except for any commercially sensitive information,
which may not be made available without the consent of the
person to whom the information relates.
To the extent that natural persons are named in either of the
above notices or on the Public Register, the right to privacy
will be engaged. However, in my view, the right will not be
limited because the public notification of applications,
decisions and authorisations serves a legitimate purpose of
enabling consultation and transparency and will not be
unlawful or arbitrary. Further, any personal information
published will be limited to that connected to the work or
business the person has chosen to engage in and participants in
a regulated industry have a diminished expectation of privacy.
New section 330 of the Bill enables a court to make an
adverse publicity order if a person is convicted or found guilty
of an offence against the Bill or the regulations, or is found to
have contravened a civil penalty provision. The order may
require the person to publicise the person’s offence or
contravention, any resulting impacts on human health or the
environment, any penalties imposed or other orders made and
any additional information the Court considers appropriate.
The Court may also order that the person notify a specified
person or class of person of these matters. If a person fails to
comply with a Court order to take specified actions, the
Authority may publicise the failure of the person to comply
with the order. Prior to doing so, the Authority must give the
person written notice and an opportunity to respond within 10
business days, unless the person has been found in contempt
of court for failing to comply with the order.
Any interference with the right to privacy and reputation
occasioned by these provisions will be lawful and not
arbitrary. Publicising contraventions of the Bill and failures to
comply with Court orders serves the important purpose of
deterring future offending. Information in respect of a Court
order is likely to already be on the public record as a
consequence of judicial proceedings and will have been
subject to the safeguards for court proceedings, including a
fair hearing.
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Compliance and enforcement powers
The Bill provides for the appointment of several categories of
enforcement officer responsible for enforcing compliance
with different parts of the environment protection scheme.
These include litter enforcement officers, residential noise
enforcement officers and authorised officers. The Bill gives
these officers, the Authority and councils certain powers to
monitor and enforce compliance with the Bill, which may
engage the right to privacy by requiring the production of
personal information, compelling a person to take certain
actions and entering and inspecting premises.
Powers to issue directions
The Bill replaces a number of powers to give directions under
the 1970 Act with new powers for the Authority and
authorised officers to take remedial measures, such as issuing
directions and remedial notices, in new sections 119, 121,
172, 260, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275 and 278. Where a notice is
issued, failure to comply with a notice is an offence.
However, the person to whom a notice has been issued may,
depending on the type of notice, apply to VCAT or the
Authority for review.
The Bill also restates the provisions of the 1970 Act relating to
the powers of police officers and residential noise enforcement
officers to control unreasonable noise in new sections 175 and
169, and provides for a court to make a range of orders
compelling a person to take specified action under new
sections 309 to 312 (civil remedies), 330 to 333 (alternative
orders that can be made on a finding of guilt or contravention).
These powers support the objective of the Bill to prevent harm
arising from all sources of pollution and waste.
While the exercise of these powers to issue notices and
enforce compliance may interfere with individual autonomy
and home in some cases, any such interference will be lawful
and not arbitrary. The powers to compel people to do or not
do certain things are targeted to those necessary to ensure
compliance with the Bill and to prevent harm to human health
or the environment from pollution or waste by remedying a
problem quickly when there may be a breach or risk of harm.
Powers to obtain information and documents
The Bill empowers litter enforcement officers and authorised
officers to require a person to provide their name and address
in circumstances outlined in new sections 125 and 259.
Further, litter enforcement officers may require certain people
to give information about waste by issuing a waste
information gathering notice under new section 127 and the
Authority may require a person to provide any information or
document specified in an information gathering notice under
new section 255 for the purpose of performing a function or
duty or exercising a power under the Bill.
Not all information required under these new provisions will
be of a private nature. However, to the extent that these
provisions do require disclosure of private information, there
is no arbitrary or unlawful interference with the right to
privacy. Access to information that provides evidence of
non-compliance is essential for the effective administration of
the Bill. Moreover, the requirements to provide information
are clearly articulated in written notices and strictly linked to
the performance of functions and duties under the Bill.
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Entry and inspection
Powers of entry without warrant
The Bill restates provisions enabling litter enforcement
officers and police officers to enter premises in particular
circumstances. Under new section 124, a litter enforcement
officer may enter any non-residential premises or place for the
purposes of performing a function or exercising a power
under Part 6.3 if the officer reasonably believes that an
offence under that Part is being or is likely to be committed at
the place and that the premises is not residential. The entry
must occur at a reasonable time.
New section 176 permits a police officer to apply to a court
officer for an order enabling the police officer to enter
residential premises, using such force as is reasonably
necessary, for the purpose of investigating the emission of
unreasonable noise. The police officer must be of or above the
rank of senior constable, and the court officer may only make
the order if satisfied that no other measure would be effective
to abate the noise. The order may be subject to conditions.
The Bill also provides additional powers to authorised
officers with respect to entering and searching premises for
the purposes of performing their functions or duties or
exercising a power under the Bill. Under new section 246, an
authorised officer may enter and inspect a place for the
purpose of performing a function or exercising a power under
the Bill, including to monitor compliance with the Bill, to
determine whether there is a risk of harm to human health or
the environment and to inspect or test equipment or vehicles.
The authorised officer may exercise these powers at any
reasonable time, or at any other time if there is an immediate
risk of material harm to human health or the environment.
An authorised officer may only enter and inspect residential
premises without a warrant if the occupier has consented to the
entry, or if the authorised officer believes it is necessary to
enter the premises for the purpose of determining whether a
person has contravened, is contravening or is about to
contravene a provision of the Bill or whether there is an
immediate risk of material harm to human health or the
environment. An authorised officer who enters a place under
new Division 1 of Part 9.3 may do anything necessary for the
purpose of performing a function or exercising a power under
the Bill, including examining, making enquiries about and
taking samples of a thing at the place, carrying out testing,
taking recordings, and requesting the assistance of any person.
Further, the authorised officer may require a person to produce
a document located at the premises that is in the person’s
possession or control, examine the document and make copies
of it. An authorised officer may also require a person at the
premises to give any information or answer any question for
the purpose of performing a function under the Bill, if the
authorised officer reasonably believes that the person has
knowledge of a matter relevant to another person’s compliance
with the Bill. A person must not fail to comply with a request
of an authorised officer without reasonable excuse.
The authorised officer’s power to enter and inspect premises
is subject to a number of safeguards, in addition to those
mentioned above. The authorised officer must take all
reasonable steps to notify the occupier of the premises of the
entry and produce their identity card for inspection
immediately on entering the premises, unless doing so would
unreasonably interfere with the performance of a function or
exercise of a power under the Bill. The officer must also take
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reasonable steps to minimise disruption and only remain at
the place as long as is reasonably necessary, and must
produce their identity card for inspection upon request.
Further, the authorised officer must give a report to the
occupier of the premises setting out the time and purpose of
the entry and inspection, a description of any actions taken at
the premises, a summary of any observations and the
procedure for contacting the Authority for further details.
Powers of entry with warrant
An authorised officer may apply to a magistrate for a search
warrant if the officer reasonably believes that there may be a
particular thing at the place within the next 72 hours which
may afford evidence of the commission of an offence against
the Bill.
Applications for search warrants are subject to the supervision
of the Magistrates’ Court. Further safeguards also apply to
entry under the authority of a search warrant, such as the
requirement (with limited exceptions) that the authorised
officer announces their authorisation prior to executing the
warrant, shows their identification card for inspection,
provides a copy of the warrant to the occupier and gives any
person at the premises an opportunity to allow that entry.
Entry to conduct a clean up
Subject to Division 1 of Part 10.9, the Authority may take any
action necessary to eliminate or reduce an immediate or
serious risk to human health or the environment arising from
pollution, waste or contaminated land, including conducting a
clean up. The Authority may also conduct a clean up if the
person has failed to undertake clean up or remediation
activities where required by the Act or regulations. In taking
action under this Division, the Authority may authorise a
person to enter any land and do anything that in the
Authority’s opinion is necessary for the purpose of taking an
action. If it is necessary for an authorised person to enter land,
the Authority must (except in a case of emergency) give
reasonable notice to the owner and occupier of the land,
ensure that the person enters at a reasonable time, and take all
reasonable steps to obtain the consent of the occupier of the
land if the land is used only for residential purposes. Prior to
taking action in circumstances where the person has failed to
conduct a clean up, the Authority must give the person who
provided financial assurance written notice and at least 20
business days in which to undertake clean up activities.
Further, if a person fails to comply with a court order
directing the person to take specified action, the Authority
may take the action or actions itself. This restates the powers
under the 1970 Act, which are important for ensuring that
risks to the environment and human health are appropriately
dealt with, even in cases of non-compliance.
Use of surveillance devices
The Bill also amends the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to
include the Authority in the definition of a ‘law enforcement
agency’ for the purposes of that Act. This will enable the
Authority to apply to a court for a surveillance device warrant
and use a range of surveillance methods within the confined
circumstances provided for by that Act to investigate or
prosecute offences. These amendments are necessary for the
Authority to be able to detect offending conduct where
detection is difficult and avoidance of detection is common.
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In my view, while the exercise of these entry and inspection
powers may interfere with the privacy of an individual in
some cases, any such interference will be lawful and not
arbitrary. The purpose of the inspection powers is to enforce
compliance with the Bill and permission conditions and to
prevent harm to human health and the environment.
Permission holders and others involved in relevant industries
have a diminished expectation of privacy in the regulatory
context, and it is reasonable that they can be required to
produce information and permit entry to business premises
for compliance purposes. The compliance and enforcement
powers are more limited in relation to persons not involved in
a relevant industry and will be subject to the safeguards
referred to above.
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression. Section 15(3) of the
Charter provides that special duties and responsibilities are
attached to the right to freedom of expression and that the
right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary to respect the rights of other persons and for the
protection of national security, public order, public health or
public morality.
A number of the provisions discussed under the right to
privacy above may also engage the right to freedom of
expression, which may include a right not to impart
information.
Further, new sections 460 and 461 may interfere with the
right to freedom of expression by prohibiting a person from
falsely holding themselves out to be a person performing a
function or duty or exercising a power under the Bill, or from
making false representations that goods or services have
Authority approval. New sections 132 and 137 also make it
an offence for a person to provide false or misleading
information in connection with industrial waste or when
reporting someone for littering.
I consider that these provisions enable appropriate oversight
and monitoring of compliance with the Bill, and are necessary
to protect the integrity of the scheme by ensuring that the
Authority, persons in the supply chain for waste and members
of the public can reasonably rely on the truthfulness of
information provided to them. Therefore, to the extent that the
freedom of expression is engaged, these provisions fall within
the exception in section 15(3) of the Charter, as reasonably
necessary to respect the rights of other persons and for the
protection of public health.
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likely include an obligation to contain and clean up waste and
contamination. Accordingly, these provisions do not limit the
freedom from forced work under the Charter.
Freedom of association
Section 16(2) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to freedom of association with others.
New section 199 provides that the Authority may suspend or
revoke the appointment of an environmental auditor if the
auditor is an associate of the person who is undertaking the
activity, or who owns or occupies any part of the site that is
the subject of the preliminary risk screen assessment or
environmental audit. That section further provides that an
auditor’s appointment may be suspended or revoked if the
preliminary risk screen assessment or environmental audit
conducted by the auditor involves the auditor reviewing work
previously carried out by an associate of the auditor (unless
conducted in accordance with the guidelines or with the
approval of the Authority). The auditor may make
submissions to the Authority, and may apply to VCAT for
review if the appointment is suspended or revoked.
An ‘associate’ is defined to include certain family members,
members of the same household, a trustee or beneficiary of
the same trust, or a prescribed person. While this section does
not directly restrict a person from associating with others, it
may potentially deter an applicant from associating with
particular people if to do so would lead to revocation of an
appointment as an environmental auditor. Consequently, it
may operate to limit the right to freedom of association.
The purpose of this section is to preserve the integrity of the
audit process, by ensuring that assessments are conducted at
arms’ length and are not affected by any personal
associations. I do not consider that there are any less
restrictive means available to address this issue. In my view,
any restriction on the freedom of association is proportionate
to the end being sought to be achieved, and is therefore
reasonable and justifiable within the meaning of section 7(2)
of the Charter.
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.

Freedom from forced work

Conducting a clean up

Section 11 of the Charter relevantly provides that a person
must not be made to perform forced or compulsory labour.

The Bill empowers authorised officers and the Authority to
take certain actions that may involve the removal and disposal
of property. If a person fails to comply with a waste
abatement notice, the litter authority may remove or dispose
of the waste, object or thing. If the Authority considers that
there is an immediate or serious risk of harm to human health
or the environment arising from pollution, waste or
contaminated land, the Authority may take any action that the
Authority considers necessary to eliminate or reduce that risk,
including conducting a clean up. The Authority may also
conduct a clean up if a person has failed to conduct a clean up
required by the Act or regulations. The definition of ‘clean
up’ in amended section 3(1) includes the removal, destruction
or disposal of pollution or waste. As discussed under the right
to privacy above, where the Authority conducts clean up in

The powers to give directions and issue remediation notices,
referred to under the right to privacy above, are relevant to the
right in section 11 because they enable the Authority or
authorised officers to require a person to do certain things,
such as cleaning up a site, restoring premises, installing site
management infrastructure or removing waste.
The purpose of these requirements is to minimise risks of
harm to human health and the environment. The protection
against compulsory labour in section 11 of the Charter is
limited in scope, and does not apply to work or service that
forms part of a person’s normal civil obligations. This would
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circumstances where the person has failed to conduct required
clean up activities, the Authority must first give notice of
intention to exercise clean up powers and allow at least
20 business days for the person to undertake the necessary
clean up activities. These provisions will not limit the right to
property because any deprivation of property will be in
accordance with law. The property will only be removed after
written notice has been given and the person has had an
opportunity to comply, or where the seriousness or
immediacy of the risk requires immediate action to be taken.
Further, such a power is an important part of the regulatory
scheme as it enables the Authority to address serious risks
without delay.
Seizure and forfeiture of property
The Bill also gives the Authority and authorised officers
powers to take samples and seized items in the course of
assessing compliance and enforcing the Bill. When entering
and inspecting a place under Division 1 of Part 9.3 of the Bill,
an authorised officer may take samples of a thing at the
premises, seize and remove a thing connected with a
suspected contravention of the Bill, and carry out testing of a
thing, including testing that results in it being destroyed. The
authorised officer may also retain a document provided under
new section 252 for as long as is reasonably necessary to
fulfil the purpose for which the document is required.
The Authority must return a thing seized or obtained by an
authorised officer under Part 9.3 as soon as possible after it is
seized, unless it is necessary to retain the thing as evidence of
an offence against the Bill, the thing is forfeited under new
section 265, or the Authority is otherwise authorised by law to
retain, destroy or dispose of the thing. The Authority may
impose terms or conditions on the return of the thing, with
which the owner must comply. New section 265 provides that
any thing seized by an authorised officer under Part 9.3 is
forfeited to the Authority if the owner cannot be found, it
cannot be returned to the owner despite making reasonable
efforts or it is necessary to retain the thing to prevent the
commission of an offence against the Bill. If a thing is
forfeited to the Authority on the basis that it is necessary to
retain to prevent the commission of an offence, the Authority
must give the owner written notice and set out to apply to
VCAT for review of the decision to forfeit the thing.
The powers to seize and retain items are strictly confined to
material necessary to investigate suspected contraventions of
the Bill and such material must be returned as soon as
possible. In my view, any interference with property
occasioned by these provisions is in accordance with law and
is therefore compatible with the Charter.
Non-disturbance notices
As discussed above, the Authority or an authorised officer
may issue a non-disturbance notice, which may require a
person to stop the use or movement of any specified
equipment, substance or thing, or to prevent the disturbance
of the specified item or area when the item is located (new
section 278).
To the extent that restriction on using or moving the thing that
is subject to a non-disturbance notice constitutes an
interference with the enjoyment of a person’s property to the
extent that it constitutes a deprivation of property, any such
deprivation is for the purposes of ensuring that enforcement
action under the Bill is not frustrated due to disposal of
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evidence. These restrictions can only occur in clearly
circumscribed circumstances, and for a maximum period of
seven days. Any such deprivation will therefore be lawful and
will not limit section 20 of the Charter.
Site management orders
The Authority may also issue a site management order, which
may impose restrictive management controls on how property
can be used. A site management order may only be issued if
the Authority reasonably believes that long-term management
of the site is necessary because land on the site is
contaminated, or there is a risk of harm from pollution or
waste. To the extent that imposing management controls on a
person’s use of property constitutes a deprivation of property,
in my view any such deprivation is clearly confined and for a
legitimate purpose of preventing or minimising harm. As such,
any deprivation of property will be in accordance with law and
compatible with the right to property under the Charter.
Sale of land to recover debt
If the Authority cannot recover its reasonable costs of
exercising its clean up powers or issuing a remedial notice
from an owner or occupier, the costs become a charge on the
property and the Authority may sell the land to recover any
amount still owing. The sale of the property would be
effected to make good a debt to the Authority, and could only
be carried out once the charge has existed for at least
12 months and the notice requirements in new section 298
have been complied with. The sale of the land must occur in
accordance with the Transfer of Land Act 1958 and the
Authority must follow the clear procedure set out in new
section 298. Therefore, in my view, any deprivation of
property will be in accordance with law and compatible with
the right to property under the Charter.
Fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
Limitations on VCAT review
New section 431(2) provides that for decisions by an
authorised officer to issue or amend certain notices, the
decision must first be internally reviewed by the Authority
before an eligible person may apply to VCAT to seek review
of the decision. The purpose of internal review is to enable a
person to seek to have certain decisions reviewed without
needing to apply to a court or tribunal and potentially incur
significant costs. In my view, the right to a fair hearing will
not be limited because an eligible person may still apply to
have the decision reviewed by VCAT following internal
review, or may seek judicial review of the decision.
New section 431(3) of the Bill restates the exclusion of
VCAT review under the 1970 Act for development licences
where the licence has been subject to a joint process with an
environmental effects statement, an application for a planning
permit or an amendment to a planning scheme and is
substantially in accordance with that statement or application.
The purpose of the exclusion is to avoid undermining the
robust public consultation and assessment process for
development licences in circumstances where an
environmental effects statement has been prepared or a panel
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has been appointed under the Planning and Environment Act
1987 to hear the planning permit application or planning
scheme amendment. Under that Act, the panel is obliged to
consider submissions and give interested parties a reasonable
opportunity to be heard. Alternatively, if the activity has been
reflected in an environmental effects statement, interested
parties will be able to make submissions to the Minister in
accordance with the process in the Environment Effects Act
1978. Accordingly, the exclusion of VCAT review under the
Bill will not interfere with the right to a fair hearing, because
the opportunities to be heard under these other Acts ensures
that, overall, interested parties will have access to a fair
process. I consider new section 431(3) to be compatible with
the right to a fair hearing under the Charter.
New section 432 of the Bill places some constraints around
the grounds on which an eligible person may apply to VCAT
for review of certain decisions. For example, where a decision
is made that a person is liable to pay a fee, the person may
only apply for review of that decision on the basis that the fee
has been incorrectly calculated. In addition, a person may
only apply for review of a decision to issue a waste abatement
notice or residential noise improvement notice on the basis
that the notice is oppressive, unjust or unreasonable.
While the provision does restrict review rights to particular
grounds, I consider that the right to a fair hearing will not be
limited, as an eligible person may still have the decision
reviewed by VCAT on the grounds set out in section 432, or
may seek judicial review of the decision.
Ex parte applications
The Bill provides that an application to a court for an
injunction relating to residential noise under new section 174
and an application under new section 309 or 310 for an order
(or interim order) restraining a person from engaging in
specified conduct or requiring a person to take specified
action may be made ex parte. This is necessary to ensure that
the Authority, councils or police officers (as the case may be)
are able to respond quickly to contraventions of the Bill and
that action is taken at the earliest opportunity to prevent,
minimise or remedy the contravention. These provisions
engage the right to a fair hearing because they may deprive a
person of an opportunity to be heard in the relevant injunction
application.
In my view, the right to a fair hearing is not limited by these
provisions. A court will retain the discretion to refuse to hear
the application ex parte, and can refuse to do so where hearing
the application ex parte would result in an unfair hearing. In
addition, the person subjected to a court order made on an ex
parte basis may appeal the decision. I am satisfied that this
provision does not limit the right to a fair hearing.
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)
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.
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Defences available under the Bill
A number of provisions in the Bill create defences that shift
the burden of proof onto an accused to prove certain matters
in order to avoid liability.
It is an offence to engage in conduct that results in material
harm to human health or the environment from pollution or
waste. New section 28(3) provides a defence if the person
proves that, in engaging in the conduct, the person did not
contravene the general environmental duty to minimise the
risks of harm so far as reasonably practicable.
While the imposition of a legal burden on an accused will
limit an accused’s right to the presumption of innocence, I
consider that the limit is reasonably justified under
section 7(2) of the Charter. The matters required to be proven
will be within the knowledge of the accused. In circumstances
where the conduct of the accused has actually resulted in
material harm to human health or the environment, the
accused is best placed to lead this evidence. Due diligence can
be practically demonstrated by detailing the reasonable steps
taken to prevent the contravention or minimise the risk of
harm. Further, these defences are available for the benefit of
an accused to escape liability where they have taken
reasonable steps to ensure compliance, in respect of what
could otherwise be an absolute or strict liability offence. In
my view, a less restrictive measure (such as imposing only an
evidential onus on an accused) would not be appropriate in
light of the strong public interest in ensuring that people do
not engage in conduct that results in material harm and, in
order to escape liability for contravening the Bill, are
expected to demonstrate to a legal standard that they have
taken all measures required by the Bill to discharge this
responsibility.
The Bill also sets out a general defence of emergency,
whereby it is a defence to any contravention of a provision of
the Bill if the act or omission occurred in an emergency to
prevent danger to life or limb (unless the emergency arose
from the person’s negligence). This defence only places an
evidential burden on the accused to raise evidence that the
contravention occurred in circumstances of an emergency.
Once the accused has pointed to this evidence, 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.
‘Reasonable excuse’ exceptions
A number of provisions in the Bill create offences that
contain a ‘reasonable excuse’ exception, which may place an
evidential burden on the accused.
A person must not, without reasonable excuse, refuse or fail
to comply with a waste abatement notice, waste information
gathering notice, an information gathering notice, a notice to
investigate, environmental action notice, site management
order, non-disturbance notice, improvement notice or
prohibition notice issued to that person. Failing to comply
with these notices is an offence. Further, an occupier who
receives a notice to remove or dispose of waste deposited by
another person on their premises must comply with that
notice, unless the occupier has a reasonable excuse, and it is
an offence for a person to fail to comply with a request from a
litter enforcement officer for the person’s name and address,
or proof of same, without reasonable excuse.
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New sections 252 and 253 provide that, where an authorised
officer has entered a premises pursuant to Division 1 of
Part 9.3, a person must not, without reasonable excuse, refuse
or fail to comply with a request from the authorised officer to
produce a document located at the premises or to provide
information or answers. Further, it is an offence for a person
to, without reasonable excuse, refuse or fail to comply with a
direction given by an authorised officer under new
section 260.
By creating a ‘reasonable excuse’ exception, the offences in
the above clauses place 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.
Evidentiary presumptions
A number of provisions of the Bill establish that certain
things may be taken to be proof of certain facts:
Under new section 338, a certificate from VicRoads or
an equivalent body is evidence that the person was the
registered owner of the vehicle or vessel on that date.
Certain written statements from the Authority are
evidence of the matters stated in them, for example, that
a specified person was served with a notice and failed to
comply, or that a document was or was not lodged with
the Authority.
Reports and certificates under the Bill will be evidence
of the matters stated therein in certain circumstances.
A written statement provided by a person under new
section 118 in relation to waste deposited from a vehicle
will be admissible as evidence of the matters stated in it
in any proceeding.
If waste is deposited from a vehicle contrary to the Bill,
the registered owner of the vehicle is taken to have
committed the offence if no other person has been found
guilty of the offence and it is not practicable to discover
who deposited the waste, or is not possible to file a
charge-sheet against that person. A person may provide
a written statement under new section 118 nominating
the person who did deposit the waste or was near the
vehicle at the time.
These provisions engage the right to the presumption of
innocence under section 25(1) of the Charter because they
reduce the burden on the prosecution to provide evidence in
relation to certain facts or, in some cases, appear to have the
effect of attributing guilt to a particular person. The
imposition of these evidential burdens is necessary to ensure
the effective administration of the regulatory scheme. They
enable offences to be efficiently prosecuted, particularly
where identifying additional evidence (such as the person
who deposited the litter) would otherwise be costly or
impractical. To the extent that these evidentiary presumptions
limit the right to the presumption of innocence, I consider any
such limitation to be reasonable and justifiable given the
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important protective purpose of the Bill, and the opportunity
to rebut such presumptions with evidence to the contrary.
Deemed criminal liability for officers of bodies corporate
New section 349 provides that if a body corporate that is a
corporation commits an offence against certain provisions, an
officer of the body corporate also commits that offence if the
officer failed to exercise due diligence to prevent the
commission of the offence. Officers of a body corporate may
also be liable for an offence committed by the body corporate
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. New section 350
provides that an officer will be liable for certain offences
committed by the body corporate, but reverses the burden of
proof. This means that the officer will be taken to have
committed the offence unless the officer proves that they
exercised due diligence to prevent it. New section 351
provides that an officer will be liable for certain offences
committed by the body corporate if the officer authorised or
permitted the contravention of the offence, or was knowingly
concerned in any way with in the commission of the offence.
These provisions are relevant to the presumption of innocence
as they may operate to deem as ‘fact’ that an individual has
committed an offence based on the actions of the body
corporate. 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 the 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, including a duty to ensure
that the body corporate does not commit offences. In my
view, new sections 349 and 351 do 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 failed to exercise due diligence, or authorised or was
knowingly concerned in the commission of the offence. I
further consider that any limitation of the right to the
presumption of innocence occasioned by the reverse onus in
new section 350 is reasonably justified due to the gravity of
the offences relevant to that provision, the obligations on
officers of bodies corporate to exercise due diligence and the
fact that the matters to be proven will be within the
knowledge of the accused. In my view, there are no less
restrictive means reasonably available for ensuring adequate
deterrence of corporate offences that may cause significant
public harm.
Courts in other jurisdictions have held that protections on the
presumption of innocence may be subject to reasonable 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 these
provisions are 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
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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.
The right in section 25(2)(k) of the Charter is relevant to new
sections 34 and 42, which provide that a person is not excused
from notifying the Authority of the occurrence of a notifiable
incident or notifiable contamination on the grounds that the
information provided might tend to incriminate the person or
make the person liable to a penalty. However, any
information given by a person as part of a notification is not
admissible in evidence against the person in a proceeding for
an offence or for the imposition of a penalty, other than a
proceeding relating to false or misleading information
provided by the person in a notification. In my view, these
provisions are therefore compatible with the privilege against
self-incrimination in the Charter.
The right to protection against self-incrimination is also
relevant to new section 268, which provides that it is not a
reasonable excuse for a natural person to refuse or fail to
produce a document required to be produced under new
Part 9.3 if doing so would tend to incriminate the person. 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 enable
authorised officers to monitor compliance with the
environment protection scheme, investigate potential
contraventions and prevent harm to human health and the
environment. Taking into account the protective purpose of
the Bill, there is significant public interest in ensuring that
authorised officers are able to access information and
evidence that may be difficult or impossible to ascertain by
alternative evidentiary means, and to use such evidence to
bring enforcement action where appropriate.
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. 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.
There are no less restrictive means available to achieve the
purpose of enabling authorised officers to have access to
relevant documents, and access to such documents is
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necessary to ensure public safety. To provide for a ‘use
immunity’ that restricts the use of produced documents to
particular proceedings would unreasonably obstruct the role of
authorised officers and the aims of the scheme, as well as
giving the holders of such documents an unfair forensic
advantage in relation to criminal and civil penalty
investigations. 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 new
section 268 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.
Prohibited persons
New section 88 sets out the criteria for a ‘prohibited person’
under the Bill, who is prohibited from engaging in certain
prescribed activities unless authorised by the Authority.
According to these criteria, a person is a prohibited person in
circumstances including where the person has been
convicted or found guilty of certain specified offences.
Further, a person may not be appointed as a director of a
Waste and Resource Recovery Group if they have been
convicted of certain offences.
The right in section 26 of the Charter 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 that the consequences under
these new provisions are punitive so as to engage section 26.
Their purpose is not to punish the convicted person, but to
protect the integrity of the scheme by ensuring that only
appropriate persons are able to engage in certain activities that
pose a serious risk of harm to human health or the
environment, or govern a Waste and Resource Recovery
Group. Prohibition is based solely upon the fact of a
conviction or finding of guilt for particular kinds of offences,
rather than a consideration of the individual offending of the
relevant person. Further, the Authority will have discretion to
allow relevant persons to hold a licence if it is not contrary to
the public interest to do so. Accordingly, I am of the opinion
that the above provisions are compatible with the right in
section 26 of the Charter.
Additional penalties
The Bill enables a court to impose a penalty of up to two
years’ imprisonment in addition to, or in place of, the penalty
for the offence where a prohibited person engages in a
prescribed operating, permit or registration activity without
the appropriate permission. This means that a person who
commits an offence against new sections 45, 46 or 47 may be
liable to receive both a financial penalty and a term of
imprisonment because of that person’s categorisation as a
‘prohibited person’. Where a person is a prohibited person on
the basis of a conviction or finding of guilt, subjecting them to
an additional penalty for an offence will engage the right
under the Charter not to be punished more than once.
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Similarly, new section 136 provides that if a natural person
commits an offence relating to industrial waste within five
years of being convicted of another industrial waste offence, a
court may impose a penalty of up to two years’ imprisonment
in addition to, or in place of, the penalty for the offence.
These provisions are targeted at rogue operators, who
persistently and deliberately adopt poor practices and for
whom a financial penalty is not an effective deterrent. While
the imposition of an additional penalty is a punitive measure,
it applies as a single punishment in relation to the current
offence and does not punish a person twice for the same
offence. New sections 89 and 136 give the court an option to
apply a more severe penalty on the basis of certain
aggravating factors in confined circumstances where the
person has already demonstrated an inability or unwillingness
to comply with the regulatory scheme, and has continued to
commit a serious offence under the Bill. I do not consider that
these provisions limit the right under section 26 of the
Charter. Even if these provisions did limit the right not to be
punished more than once, in my view any such limitation will
be reasonable and justifiable under section 7(2) of the Charter.
Civil penalties
The Bill introduces a civil penalty regime (new Part 11.5), as
part of a graduated series of sanctions under the Bill. Under
new section 314, the Authority may apply to a court for a civil
penalty order in relation to a contravention of a civil penalty
provision. These proceedings will be civil proceedings, to be
determined on the civil standard of proof.
Civil penalties may engage the criminal process rights under
the Charter where the penalty is of such a magnitude that a
court may consider that it involves truly penal consequences.
In my view, the penalties for breaching the relevant
provisions to which civil penalties apply would not be classed
as being in effect criminal penalties. While the maximum
pecuniary sanction is substantial in a limited set of
circumstances (such as 2000 penalty units for unlawfully
depositing industrial waste), it is not so heavy as to constitute
a truly penal consequence. The purpose of the civil pecuniary
penalties is to encourage regulatory compliance, and is
necessary due to the serious risks of harm to human health
and the environment that may arise from a contravention. The
civil penalty provisions apply to people engaging in activities
covered by the regulatory scheme, or failing to comply with
important notices and obligations under the Bill, and will
have limited application to the public more broadly. A civil
penalty order will be enforceable as a judgment debt and a
person will not be liable to be imprisoned for a failure to
discharge the debt. Accordingly, I do not consider that the
criminal process rights under the Charter are engaged by the
civil penalty provisions.
New Part 11.5 is relevant to the right not to be punished more
than once as it sets out the parallel operation of the civil and
criminal penalty regimes for breaches of the legislation. New
section 318 of the Bill provides that the Court must not make
a civil penalty order against a person who has been convicted
of an offence constituted by the same conduct. Further, new
section 319 provides that civil proceedings for contravention
of a civil penalty provision must be stayed if criminal
proceedings are brought for an offence constituted by
substantially the same conduct that is alleged to constitute the
civil contravention. This protects against concurrent civil and
criminal proceedings for conduct that is substantially the
same. However, if a person is not convicted of the criminal
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offence, section 319(2) provides that civil penalty
proceedings may be resumed. Section 320 further enables
criminal proceedings to be brought against a person
regardless of whether a civil penalty order has been made for
conduct that is substantially the same as the conduct
constituting the offence.
I do not consider that the parallel operation of civil and
criminal penalties limits the right not to be punished more
than once for the same offence. This is because the right does
not extend to civil proceedings or penalties. As discussed
above, I do not consider that the civil penalties that may be
imposed are of such a magnitude as to be truly penal in
nature. Therefore, in my view, the civil penalty scheme is
compatible with the right in section 26.
The Hon. Gavin Jennings, MP
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:27) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Victoria’s proud history in environment protection
innovation
Victoria has a long tradition of environmental leadership. We
were one of the first jurisdictions worldwide to establish
environment protection legislation and an Environment
Protection Authority.
Since it commenced operating in 1971, the EPA has played a
leading role in protecting Victoria’s environment, working
with business, local government and the community to reduce
pollution and manage waste.
EPA Victoria was at the forefront of a new class of
environmental regulators who were empowered to take a
holistic approach to tackling pollution and its impact on the
environment and the community. The dedicated work of EPA
has truly benefited both the Victorian community and our
natural environment, including the fact that our rivers no
longer run red, blue and green with the discharges from
riverside abattoirs and dye factories, international pilots flying
into Melbourne no longer complain about our poor air
quality, and Victorian businesses have been encouraged into
cleaner and green forms of production, driving innovation by
Victorian industry.
Our EPA also played a key role in the development and
delivery of the Montreal Protocol which tackled the
international scourge of ozone depleting substances.
Victoria has reaped the benefits of our EPA having been led
by some truly impressive people. Amongst the luminaries
were two people who I particularly want to acknowledge:
Jack Fraser and Dr Brian Robinson (AO).
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Jack Fraser was the architect of the Environment Protection
Act 1970 and the inaugural EPA Chairman. His vision and
leadership were instrumental in EPA’s early successes in
tackling the gross pollution problems Victoria faced at
the time.
Dr Brian Robinson took on the dual roles of EPA Chairman
and Chief Executive for an extraordinary sixteen-year period.
One of his many significant achievements was being a key
driver behind the establishment of the National Environment
Protection Council and Australia’s first national
environmental quality standards.
The Andrews Labor Government recently announced the first
multi-member Environment Protection Board, to be chaired
by Cheryl Batagol. I would like to acknowledge the
enormous contribution of Cheryl as EPA’s current Chair, as
well as thanking all EPA staff, past and present, for their role
in making Victoria a better place to live.
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laws. It proposes to repeal the Environment Protection Act
1970 and replace it with a new regulatory scheme that
focusses on preventing harm, rather than acting to clean up
after a pollution incident has occurred. The Bill amends the
Environment Protection Act 2017 to create a comprehensive
and modernised statutory scheme for the protection of human
health and the environment.
The Bill will introduce a flexible, risk-based and
proportionate regulatory scheme. The proposed new laws will
drive significant community and business benefits by
focussing on preventing harm through proactive measures. By
embracing this approach, Victorians will avoid the terrible
impacts of events such as the Coolaroo recyclates fire.
Restoring Victoria as a leader in environment regulation
The cornerstone of this Bill’s focus on preventing harm to
human health and the environment is a new general
environmental duty.

The challenges facing us today
From 1971 to today Victoria has benefited greatly from
EPA’s extraordinary work. In 1971 EPA was created to tackle
gross pollution challenges including deteriorating air and
water quality, the haphazard management of hazardous waste,
and the increasing legacy of pollution from mining and other
industries. The intervening years have seen improvements in
many environmental quality measures at the same time as
Victoria’s population grew from three and a half million in
1970 to more than six million today.
It is clear that EPA’s work and the character of the risks to
human health and the environment have changed dramatically
since the 1970s. The Andrews Labor Government was
elected with a commitment to commission an Independent
Inquiry into the EPA to examine whether EPA has the right
powers and proper resourcing to tackle the environmental
challenges of today and tomorrow.
The Independent Inquiry was conducted by a Ministerial
Advisory Committee constituted of Chair Penny Armytage,
Jane Brockington and Janice van Reyk. After extensive
community consultation and careful analysis of best practice
in environment protection regulation, the Inquiry
recommended transformational changes for EPA. The
Independent Inquiry report was delivered in 2016. In January
2017 the Andrews Labor Government response to the
Independent Inquiry was released, announcing our intention
to develop new environment protection laws and invest in
building a stronger and more proactive EPA that focusses on
preventing harm.
The Government has now committed an additional
$182.4 million over five years to deliver this reform. This is a
massive investment in ensuring Victorians have the EPA we
need to protect human health and the environment from the
harmful effects of pollution and waste.
A key part of the Government’s commitment was to reform
the legislative underpinning for environment protection. The
first of two stages of legislative reform was passed by
Parliament last year: the Environment Protection Act 2017
puts in place a new statutory objective for EPA, clarifying its
focus on protecting human health and the environment from
the harmful effects of pollution and waste.
The Bill I am introducing today completes the job of
comprehensive reform of Victoria’s environment protection

The general environmental duty will require people
conducting activities that pose risks of harm to human health
or the environment from pollution or waste to understand
those risks and take reasonably practicable steps to minimise
those risks.
An Australian first, the Environment Protection Amendment
Bill 2018 proposes a general environmental duty that is
criminally enforceable: the general environmental duty
becomes the central offence in our environment
protection laws.
Benefits of the general environmental duty
The proposed general environmental duty means that
Victoria’s environmental watchdog will no longer have to
wait for pollution to occur before they can act. It will shift the
focus of business to understanding their key pollution and
waste risks, and ensure practical controls are in place to
prevent disasters from occurring.
The general environmental duty, in combination with other
reforms in the Bill, will be a strong deterrent for
non-compliance and poor operators, and fill gaps in the
regulatory framework that currently result in an unequal
playing field for business.
The general environmental duty is a concept Victorian
industry is familiar with through the well-established model
of protection provided by Victoria’s Occupational Health and
Safety laws, which also has a duty to take reasonably
practicable measures to reduce the risk of harm.
Businesses and the community told us loud and clear that
they wanted an EPA that provides practical and constructive
support. The Bill therefore empowers EPA to give proactive,
constructive and clear advice to businesses and the
community. EPA will work in partnership with industry and
other key stakeholders to produce guidelines and compliance
codes to support businesses to comply with their environment
protection obligations.
Increasing penalties
To better reflect the seriousness of environmental crime, the
Bill substantially increases maximum penalties for key
offences, aligning with the penalty levels for analogous
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offences in Victoria’s Occupational Health and Safety laws
and in NSW’s similarly tough environment protection laws.
The Bill gives EPA a new option to seek civil penalties as an
alternative to criminal prosecution. Civil penalties can achieve
faster and more efficient justice outcomes.
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Importantly, the Bill also clarifies the expectation that EPA
will collaborate and share information with other regulators.
This allows — for example — EPA to work in collaboration
with a local council investigating waste dumping at a
community park.
Moving quickly when things go wrong

The Bill also empowers courts to impose alternative
sentences in addition to or instead of imposing the specified
penalties. These include a modernised system for funding
environmental restoration projects, and a new order to recover
any financial benefits achieved by breaking the law.
Permissions
Under the Environment Protection Act 1970, the only
ongoing control EPA could impose on a high-risk activity is
an EPA licence. Licences can be appropriate and effective,
but in some cases a licence is a disproportionate and costly
control and a more flexible solution is needed.
The Bill proposes a flexible range of regulatory controls that
can be applied in a proportionate and cost-effective manner.
The one-size-fits-all approach to EPA licensing will be
replaced by three tiers of EPA permissions:
Registrations, which can be easily granted and are suited
to low-medium risk activities;
Permits, which will have standardised assessment
processes and are suited to medium-high risk activities
with low complexity; and
Licences, to apply customised conditions to manage
complex and high risk activities that need the highest
level of regulatory control to manage their significant
risks to human health and the environment.
Site Management Orders
The 1970 Act does not provide the EPA with a robust way to
ensure that risks of harm from sites with long-term
management requirements, like closed landfills and
contaminated sites, are effectively managed.
The Bill therefore introduces Site Management Orders, which
will be an essential tool in ensuring these long-term risks are
appropriately managed for the protection of the surrounding
community and environment.
This new regulatory control will attach clear management
conditions to the land title to ensure high levels of
transparency, and will allow more effective regulation of the
risks associated with these types of sites.
More effective investigation, enforcement and compliance
The Bill includes a range of measures to boost EPA’s ability
to do its job. These include:
Modernising, clarifying and strengthening powers for
EPA Authorised Officers to enter premises and
investigate suspected breaches of the law;
Improving investigation capability, including by giving
EPA access to modern surveillance devices; and
Protecting the ability of EPA officers to do their job with
criminal offences for impeding, assaulting or
impersonating an EPA authorised officer.

The focus on prevention is an important innovation, but the
new laws also need to provide for fast action when pollution
incidents occur.
The Bill includes a legal obligation for the person in control
of an activity that causes pollution to clean it up, as well as a
new obligation to notify EPA as soon as practicable when a
serious pollution incident occurs.
Providing more information to Victorians
Through the Independent Inquiry into the EPA, Victorians
made it clear that access to information about the state of the
environment is very important, so they can make decisions
about their health and the environment.
Victorians also made it clear that information about how EPA
regulates environmental risks should be clearly accessible.
In addition, EPA needs to be able to obtain, use, share,
publish and compel the publication of information, and to
collaborate with other regulators.
Victoria’s current environment protection laws do not give
EPA the authority it needs to do these things. Addressing
these gaps is essential to deliver on the Government’s vision
for a more responsive and effective environmental regulator.
The reforms contained in this Bill will mean that:
EPA can easily obtain the information it needs to make
regulatory decisions (e.g. whether to issue a licence;
what conditions to place on a licence); and
EPA will be required to publish a public register of
information about environmental regulation, and the Bill
will give EPA the clear authority to publish monitoring
data and annual reports provided by licensed businesses.
The Bill also gives EPA clear powers to share information
with peer regulators and government agencies to fulfil its
functions, including working with other regulators on joint
investigations and enforcement action.
Community rights to hold EPA and polluters to account
As a first for Victoria, the Bill delivers a significant
community access to justice initiative: it provides a new right
for community members to seek civil remedies to enforce the
law through a court.
These rights will be available to any person a court
determines has an interest in the matter, or any other person
with leave of the court if the proceeding is in the public
interest and EPA has not taken action.
The proposed reform will allow courts to make orders to
remedy or restrain a breach of any requirement of the new
environment protection law, including its Regulations and the
conditions of EPA licences and permits.
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Third party proceedings are likely to only be initiated when
Victorians believe EPA has failed to take appropriate action
to investigate alleged breaches of the law and require
remedial action. They will serve as an important
accountability mechanism for EPA in the enforcement of the
law as well as providing Victorians with the option of direct
access to justice.

Improving Victoria’s waste management framework

Better identification and management of contaminated
land

Waste regulation is an important part of EPA’s role, and this
Bill strengthens EPA’s hand in dealing with the blight of
illegal waste dumping by increasing penalties, improving
powers of investigation and clarifying obligations of parties
throughout the waste management chain.

Reforms to the regulation of contaminated land in the Bill
will strengthen EPA’s ability to ensure the polluter pays, and
that the community and environment are protected from the
risks contaminated sites can present.
The Bill establishes an obligation to make contaminated sites
safe for their current or intended use. This includes managing
contamination to prevent harm to neighbours.
This Bill also requires a person who discovers significant
contamination of land or groundwater to notify EPA so EPA
can ensure risks posed by those sites are properly managed.
These features make contaminated land regulation fairer,
better targeted, more proportionate and more transparent.

This Bill will deliver clear and consistent waste regulation,
making it easier for law abiding waste management
businesses to meet their obligations, empowering EPA to
tackle those who break the law, and reducing the cost to
Victorians from illegally dumped and poorly managed waste.

The new general environmental duty will play an important
role too, requiring people creating and handling wastes to
minimise risks to human health and the environment from
their business activities.
The Bill also creates a framework for the identification of
‘priority wastes’ that need careful management to protect
human health and the environment, helping meet both the
Government’s objective to pursue greater resource recovery
and less reliance on landfills, and the community’s strong
expectations that risks from waste will be better managed.
Supporting voluntary action

Improved environmental audit system
These reforms make the important environmental audit
system more flexible and proportionate.
Environmental audits are used to assess and address risks to
human health and the environment, predominantly for
potentially contaminated land but also for noise, odour, air
emissions and other environmental issues.
Under the current laws, environmental audits are an inflexible
one-size-fits-all assessment process that sometimes involve
unnecessarily detailed investigation and excessive costs.
The proposed reforms will establish a new, flexible two-stage
process:
1.

Preliminary risk screen (PRS) assessment: a rapid,
low cost assessment based on a desktop study and
site inspection. The focus of a PRS is to determine
if a detailed audit is necessary.

2.

Scaled audit: to assess the risks of harm to human
health and the environment from contamination or
industrial activities and establish tailored risk
management or rehabilitation plans. Scaled audits
will often be more cost effective than current audits
as the PRS will help environmental auditors focus
the audit on material risks. A scaled audit will often
require remedial action to be taken to manage risks
to human health and the environment posed by a
site or industrial activity.

This modernised, streamlined approach will ensure sites
which do not have significant contamination risks can be
given an assessment quickly and cheaply. The reforms to the
environmental audit system represent just one of the many
ways businesses will benefit from the more targeted,
proportionate and responsive regulatory systems this Bill
proposes.

Victoria’s environment protection laws need robust
approaches to supporting voluntary action to protect the
environment and to remedy existing pollution. The Bill
introduces ‘better environment plans’ to allow EPA to
formally endorse voluntary action and leadership from
industry and the community.
These plans can also be used to recognise voluntary actions
that go beyond the minimum compliance standards
established in the law. In these cases, EPA’s endorsement of
plans is an important recognition of and support to the
positive actions being taken by the better environment
plan partners.
Ensuring a successful transition to the new laws
The Bill proposes a fundamental transformation of Victoria’s
environment protection scheme. This is significant change
that requires careful implementation. Strong foundations have
been laid by the Government’s decision to commission the
Independent Inquiry into the EPA, and the investment of
additional resources in the 2017 and 2018 State Budgets to
boost EPA’s capabilities.
As I have already discussed, the core offence in the
Environment Protection Act 1970 is causing pollution. In
contrast, compliance with the general environmental duty is at
the heart of this Bill. This significant transition requires both
EPA and industry to build their knowledge on risk
prevention.
To ease this transition, a transitional offence of causing
material harm has been included in the Bill. A person whose
activities have caused material harm can defend a charge
under this offence by proving that they have met the general
environmental duty.
This transitional material harm offence will be automatically
repealed four years after the Bill commences. The
Government’s intention is that the Minister for Environment
will review the need for this transitional offence two years
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after the Bill commences, and may recommend to the
Governor-in-Council that it be repealed sooner than four
years if it is no longer required.
The Government also expects that EPA will be actively
supporting an effective transition to the new laws by
proactively working with industry and the community to
build understanding of the general environmental duty. As the
Andrews Labor Government response to the Independent
Inquiry made clear, our expectation is that EPA is a proactive
regulator that works with stakeholders to produce useful
guidance and provide constructive advice.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION (POLICE AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility

Subordinate legislation
The passing of new environment protection legislation will
necessitate the development of a complementary, subordinate
legislative framework.
An important principle in developing this framework will be
to maximise the potential for the general environmental duty
to work in a proportionate and flexible way. Where risks are
significant, or where further clarity is required to effectively
implement the duty, there may be a need for regulations or
other instruments.
Commencement of the new laws
The Government’s intention is that the reformed environment
protection scheme in this Bill should commence operation on
1 July 2020. This timeframe allows an appropriate period for
EPA and those who will be required to comply with the new
laws to prepare for and successfully implement the reforms.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) 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 (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2018 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced in 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 Bill amends seeks to amend a range of Acts, including to

The Bill provides that the new laws must commence on
1 December 2020 if they have not commenced earlier. As
these are comprehensive reforms we are introducing, if the
Parliament passes this Bill, we must ensure that there is
sufficient time to complete the job by developing Regulations
to support the delivery of the Government’s vision.
Conclusion
As I mentioned earlier, Victoria has a long and proud history
of leadership in environment protection. Times have changed
and we need a fundamentally different EPA now and for the
future.
The Andrews Labor Government took on this challenge.
With the extraordinary support of the Independent Inquiry
and the many businesses and community members who
contributed to the Inquiry’s work, I am now very pleased to
present this Bill as a formula for future success and restoring
Victoria’s leadership on environment protection.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 August.

create new streamlined powers in the Crimes Act 1958
for police to take a DNA sample from certain suspects
and offenders without a court order;
introduce new criminal offences and sanctions in the
Crimes Act, Sentencing Act 1991 and Bail Act 1977 for
acts that harm or threaten harm to police officers,
protective services officers (PSOs) and police custody
officers (PCOs);
amend the Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act
1989 to enable the interim and long-term closure of
second-hand dealers operating without the required
registration or who police suspect are engaging in
serious criminal activity;
amend the commercial and large commercial quantities
under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981 with respect to the trafficking in certain drugs
of dependence and introduce a new offence of
trafficking in a commercial quantity for the benefit, or at
the direction, of a criminal organisation;
amend the Victoria Police Act 2013 and Protected
Disclosure Act 2012 to facilitate the establishment of a
standalone restorative engagement process to support
Victoria Police employees who have been victims of
sexual harassment or discrimination by another Victoria
Police employee, and exempt such victims from any
sanction if they do not report the conduct;
amend the Firearms Act 1996 to reclassify lever action
shotguns, apply offences of trafficking firearms to all
stolen firearms and remove the requirement that hard
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copy firearm licenses contain the residential address of
the license holder;

Bill, I consider it is justified because any interference will not
be unlawful or arbitrary.

amend the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 to
permit the disclosure of personal information on the Sex
Offenders Register to government departments, public
statutory authorities or a court for the purpose of the
performance of a function of a law enforcement agency;

A senior police officer must be satisfied of particular criteria
before authorising the taking of a DNA profile sample from a
suspect or an offender. In relation to adult suspects, the senior
police officer must be satisfied that the person is in lawful
custody, the person is not incapable of giving informed
consent and has refused to consent, the person is believed to
have committed a particular indictable offence, and taking the
sample without the consent of the person is justified in all the
circumstances. When the suspect is aged 15 to 17 years old,
the senior police officer must believe on reasonable grounds
that the child has committed a DNA sample offence, which is
defined in clause 53 and includes a number of serious
indictable offences listed in clause 78.

insert a range of additional offences into Schedules 1
and 2 to the Confiscation Act 1997;
make other technical amendments to a range of Acts,
including to ensure that maternity leave is treated the
same as other forms of parental leave under the Victoria
Police Act.
Human rights issues
Streamlined police DNA powers
Part 8 of the Bill amends the DNA sampling regime in
Subdivision (30A) of the Crimes Act to streamline processes
and reduce the administrative burden on police and the courts.
New section 464SE provides that a senior police officer may
authorise the taking of a DNA profile sample where a suspect,
including specified 15 to 17 year olds, has not consented and
the procedure is justified in all of the circumstances (‘suspect
DNA sampling’). A DNA profile sample is defined to mean
the taking of a sample from a person that is a blood sample,
hair sample, saliva sample or a scraping taken from the
mouth. The Bill also provides that a senior police officer may
authorise the taking of a DNA profile sample from an adult
who has been found guilty or not guilty by mental impairment
of a DNA offence (‘offender DNA sampling’).
To complement these reforms, clause 76 of the Bill creates
new oversight mechanisms that will be performed by the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
(IBAC) to monitor compliance with provisions governing the
authorising, taking, use, retention and destruction of DNA
profile samples. Streamlining DNA sampling processes will
assist police to effectively investigate and solve serious
crimes. It will also remove an unnecessary burden on the
courts. In 2015–16, the Magistrates’ Court of Victoria alone
dealt with more than 5,800 applications for a forensic
procedure. This represents a five-fold increase in the number
of court orders for forensic procedures sought in 2011–12.
Under the new scheme, suspects will still be given the
opportunity to provide informed consent to give a DNA profile
sample, which may assist with the elimination of an innocent
suspect and free up police resources to focus on other suspects.
However, where appropriate, the Bill will assist police in
obtaining samples where a person has refused to give consent
and it is justified in all the circumstances to take a sample
without consent. Existing mechanisms will continue to apply
for the conduct of other forensic procedures.
Rights to privacy (section 13(a)) and not to be subject to
medical treatment without consent (section 10(c))
The taking and use of a DNA sample, as well as the retention
of records on the DNA database, engages the right to privacy
in section 13(a) of the Charter. Section 13(a) of the Charter
provides that a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with. To the extent that the right to
privacy is engaged by the new DNA powers provided in the

Before authorising the taking of a DNA profile sample from
an offender, the senior police officer must be satisfied that the
person has been found guilty, or not guilty by mental
impairment (other than an offence heard and determined
summarily), of a DNA offence, Victoria Police does not
already have a DNA sample for the offender that may be
retained indefinitely, and the person is not under the age of
18 years.
The Bill also introduces a number of new oversight
mechanisms to ensure that both the new authorisation and the
existing taking, retention, destruction and use protections are
complied with. These safeguards promote the protection of
privacy. First, the Bill requires that the reports the Chief
Commissioner of Police currently submits to the
Attorney-General under Subdivision (30A) of the Crimes Act
contain information on the reasons for destroying any
samples, the date of decisions that enliven a destruction
requirement, and the number of suspect samples that at the
time of reporting have been held for 12 months or more.
Second, a new obligation is placed on the IBAC to monitor
compliance with the authorisation and destruction of DNA
profile samples obtained under the new suspect DNA
sampling and offender DNA sampling provisions. The Chief
Commissioner must also report annually to IBAC on the
authorisation and destruction of these samples. The Bill gives
associated powers to the IBAC to inspect the records of
Victoria Police for these purposes, and requires the IBAC to
report annually to the Attorney-General. Third, the Bill gives
the Attorney-General the power to make a complaint to the
IBAC about the authorisation, taking, use, retention and
destruction of DNA samples, which may trigger an
investigation. These oversight mechanisms will operate
alongside the current oversight mechanisms, where the
admissibility of any evidence obtained as a result of a DNA
profile sample will be a matter for the courts.
The taking of DNA profile samples will also be governed by
requirements to ensure that the procedures are carried out
safely and with respect to the person’s privacy. The Bill inserts
a new requirement to use the least intrusive and least painful
method of obtaining a DNA sample that is practicable in the
circumstances. Existing safeguards will also continue to apply.
For example, as is the case currently, where DNA is to be
taken by a mouth scraping, the person may elect to conduct the
mouth scraping themselves, and only a medical practitioner or
nurse may take a blood sample. To the extent that the
streamlined DNA powers may interfere with a person’s
privacy, I consider it is reasonable as the new powers do not
involve an unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy.
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The taking of DNA profile samples is also likely to be
relevant to section 10(c) of the Charter, which provides that a
person has the right not to be subjected to medical treatment
without his or her full, free and informed consent. While the
taking of DNA profile samples, including by way of a
scraping from the mouth, could potentially constitute medical
treatment without consent, I am of the view that any resulting
limitation would be reasonable and demonstrably justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter because such tests are being
conducted for the important public purpose of assisting police
to investigate serious offences.
As discussed above, the existing procedures and rules for the
taking of DNA profile samples will provide important
safeguards that minimise any limitation of these rights. These
safeguards include requirements that all persons must first be
given the opportunity to give informed consent for the taking
of a DNA profile sample and that samples may only be taken
by a medical practitioner or nurse, or by allowing individuals
to take their own mouth scraping under the supervision of a
police officer or authorised police custody officer. Further, the
Bill requires that the least intrusive and least painful method
practicable in the circumstances must be used for the taking
of DNA profile samples.
The right to a fair hearing (section 24)
The overarching purpose of the new DNA sampling regime is
to reduce the administrative burden on police and the courts.
The Bill therefore removes the requirement to apply for court
orders to obtain DNA samples for some suspects and for
some offenders. This may engage the right to a fair hearing
protected under section 24 of the Charter.
Currently, when a police officer applies to the court for a
compulsory procedure order or an order for an offender
sample, the person about whom the application is made must
be present at the hearing of the application. However, that
person is not a party to the application and they may not call
or cross-examine any witnesses. A person may make limited
submissions as to the grounds the police officer relies on for
making the application.
New section 464SF provides that before making an
authorisation, the senior police officer must allow a
reasonable opportunity, if practicable in person, for the
suspect, or their legal practitioner, or parent or guardian if the
suspect is a child, to inform the senior police officer whether
there are any reasons why the DNA profile sample should not
be taken. The authorisation must also be provided to the
person in writing and set out the grounds for giving the
authorisation. With regards to the taking of offender DNA
samples, new section 464ZFAD requires a notice to attend to
be served on an adult offender attaching the senior police
office authorisation and that notice must, among other
matters, state that the person may wish to seek legal advice as
to the effect of the notice. The offender will be given at least
28 days to comply with that notice, which provides sufficient
time to seek advice.
I am of the view that removing court oversight for some
suspects and some offenders is necessary and justified in
order to streamline DNA sampling. The new suspect DNA
sampling will only be authorised by a police officer of the
rank of senior sergeant or above where taking the sample
without consent is justified in all the circumstances. The
threshold test of being justified in all the circumstances is also
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applied by the courts when considering applications for
compulsory procedure orders.
I consider it appropriate for senior police to make these
decisions in order to reserve court resources for more
significant applications, including for compulsory orders for
DNA samples for child suspects aged between 10 and
15 years and for compulsory orders for more intrusive
forensic procedures. Similarly, I am of the view that taking a
DNA profile sample from adults who have been found guilty
of committing DNA offences is justified in all the
circumstances and that requiring a court order in such cases is
unnecessary.
The Bill will not limit a person’s right to fair hearing on any
charges that may or may not proceed and a person may
continue to challenge the admissibility of DNA evidence
under existing provisions. For these reasons, I am of the
view that the new regime is compatible with the right to a
fair hearing.
Rights to liberty and security of the person (section 21) and
freedom of movement (section 12)
Section 21(1) of the Charter protects a person’s right to liberty
and security. This general protection of a person’s right to
liberty is supplemented by sub-sections that give specific
content to the liberty right. In particular,
section 21(2) provides that a person must not be subject
to arbitrary arrest or detention;
section 21(3) requires that a person must not be deprived
of liberty except on grounds, and in accordance with
procedures, established by law; and
section 21(4) requires that a person who is arrested or
detained must be informed at the time of arrest or
detention of the reason for the arrest or detention.
Section 12 of the Charter also provides that persons lawfully
within Victoria have the right to move freely within the state
and have the freedom from being forced to move to a
particular place. The interactions between suspect DNA
sampling and offender DNA sampling with the right to liberty
and security of the person and freedom of movement are
discussed separately below.
Suspect DNA sampling
A DNA profile sample will only be able to be authorised and
taken from a suspect while they are in lawful custody. The
suspect DNA sampling regime therefore engages the rights to
liberty and freedom of movement.
The Bill does not contain any new powers to arrest or detain a
person for the purposes of obtaining a DNA profile sample.
Rather, the taking of a DNA profile sample may only be
authorised by a senior police officer where the person is under
lawful arrest by warrant, under lawful arrest under powers
provided for in the Crimes Act, or in the custody of an
investigating official for the purposes of questioning pursuant
to a court order. Existing procedures and oversight
mechanisms will ensure that a person is not arbitrarily
arrested or detained for the purposes of DNA sampling. In
addition, the Bill requires that a senior police officer must be
satisfied of specified criteria, outlined above, before
authorising the taking of a DNA profile sample.
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The taking of the DNA profile sample must be authorised by
a senior police officer (i.e. an officer of or above the rank of
senior sergeant) who is not involved in the investigation. This
will ensure independent oversight of the process. The senior
police officer must provide reasons for their decision to
authorise a DNA profile sample where a person has refused to
give consent. Any arrest or detention of a person for the
taking of a DNA profile sample will be in accordance with
current procedures established by law. These procedures
include informing a person of the purposes of obtaining a
DNA profile sample and cautioning the person that they do
not have to answer any questions asked by any person
conducting the procedure. The giving of information and any
responses must also be recorded.
Offender DNA sampling
Clause 62 sets out the new offender DNA sampling regime,
which allows a senior police officer to authorise the taking of
a DNA profile sample from an offender and issue a notice to
attend. An offender who attends in accordance with such a
notice may be detained for the purposes of taking the DNA
profile sample. In many cases, the person will voluntarily
attend in response to the notice, and take the DNA profile
sample themselves. If the offender does not attend in
accordance with the notice, or police make reasonable
attempts to locate the person but are unable to serve the notice
within 6 months of the finalisation of the matter, police will
be able to seek a warrant for that person’s arrest. The offender
DNA sampling regime therefore engages the rights to liberty
and freedom of movement.
Before a senior police officer can issue a notice to attend, they
must be satisfied that the subject of the notice is guilty, or not
guilty by mental impairment, of a DNA offence. DNA
offence is defined in new section 464ZFAC of the Crimes Act
and includes an indictable offence or specific offences listed
in Schedule 8. The notice to attend will include information
about the purposes of detention and that a police officer may
use reasonable force to enable the procedure to be conducted.
Detention for the purposes of taking a DNA profile sample
from an offender will be limited to as long as reasonably
permits for the DNA profile sample to be taken. The sample
must be obtained in accordance with the current procedures
set out in the Crimes Act.
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samples while a person is in detention. In my view, the Bill
reasonably limits the rights protected in section 22 of the
Charter. The Bill protects the right to humane treatment when
deprived of liberty by ensuring that a DNA profile sample
may only be obtained by reasonable force where a person has
refused consent and a senior police officer is satisfied of
particular criteria. All persons must first be given the
opportunity to give informed consent and if consent is given,
to take the sample themselves. If informed consent has been
refused, and a senior police officer has authorised the taking
of a DNA profile sample, the person may elect to take a
mouth scraping themselves.
It is therefore only in very limited circumstances that a police
officer may use force to obtain a DNA profile sample. In such
cases, section 464Z(3AAA) requires the DNA profile sample
to be taken by a medical practitioner or nurse, akin to the
process for intimate samples and allows police to use
reasonable force to assist the medical practitioner or nurse to
take the sample. The Bill will also introduce a new
requirement, applicable across the forensic procedure and
DNA profile sampling regime, that the least intrusive and
least painful method practicable in the circumstances must be
used for the taking of a sample.
In addition, police officers are public authorities under the
Charter and have a duty under section 38(1) of the Charter to
act compatibly with human rights, including the right to
humane treatment when deprived of liberty and protection
from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. In my opinion,
these safeguards, as well as the obligation of police officers
under section 38(1) of the Charter, will ensure that the new
powers to obtain DNA profile samples are a reasonable
limitation on the rights protected in section 22 of the Charter.
Protection of children in their best interests (section 17(2))
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. Allowing DNA profile samples to be taken
from a child suspect aged 15 to 17 years in certain
circumstances may engage section 17(2) of the Charter. For
the reasons that follow, I am of the view that these provisions
are compatible with a child’s right to protection in his or her
best interests.

Reasonable limitation of the right to liberty
I am satisfied that any limitation of the right to liberty and
security of the person under the new schemes for taking DNA
profile samples from suspects and offenders is reasonable
because any arrest or detention will not be arbitrary, will be
conducted in accordance with procedures established by law,
and will require police to inform the person of the reason for
the detention. Any limitation of the right is only to the extent
necessary to obtain the sample and is reasonable and
demonstrably justified. For similar reasons, I am of the view
that any interference with the right to freedom of movement is
reasonable and demonstrably justified under section 7(2) of
the Charter.
Right to humane treatment when deprived of liberty
(section 22)
Section 22(1) of the Charter provides that all persons deprived
of liberty must be treated with humanity and with respect for
the inherent dignity of the human person. This right is
engaged because the Bill authorises the taking of DNA profile

In addition to the provisions that apply to all suspect DNA
sampling, a senior police officer may only authorise a DNA
profile sample from a child aged 15 to 17 where:
both the child and the child’s parent or guardian have
not consented to undergo a forensic procedure; and
the child is believed on reasonable grounds to have
committed, or has been charged with a DNA
sample offence.
Importantly, the child and their parent or guardian must be
given the opportunity to provide informed consent before a
senior police officer can authorise the taking of a DNA profile
sample. Informed consent may only be sought if the child is
believed on reasonable grounds of having committed a DNA
sample offence. This is a higher threshold than applies to
adult suspects (who must be suspected on reasonable grounds
to have committed an indictable offence). The threshold when
asking for consent from a child is the same as that required for
arrest to ensure that there is a further level of protection for
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children, who may be more vulnerable to such requests, and
so that it aligns with the requirement for senior police
officer authorisation.
In addition, a DNA sample offence is limited to certain
serious offences. These include serious violent, sexual and
drug offences, including the gross violence offences, rape,
home invasion, dangerous driving causing serious injury,
carjacking, trafficking in a drug of dependence, armed
robbery and aggravated burglary. These offences have been
targeted in order to combat high recidivism rates and to assist
in the investigation of serious crime. The circumstances in
which a DNA profile sample may be taken from a child aged
15 to 17 are therefore more limited than the circumstances
that apply to adults. Where those circumstances are satisfied,
and the use of force is authorised to take a sample from the
child, the procedures outlined above in relation to section 22
of the Charter will apply.
An order from the Children’s Court will continue to be
required to take DNA samples from a child suspect where the
child is unable to consent by reason of mental impairment, is
aged between 10 and 15 years, or where the child is aged 15
to 17 years and is suspected of an offence other than a DNA
sample offence. The taking of DNA samples from children
under the age of 10 remains prohibited. A court order will
also still be required to seek an offender sample from a child,
as the new offender sampling regime does not apply to
offenders under the age of 18. Maintaining court oversight in
both of these circumstances is consistent with various other
protections afforded to children in the justice system and
reflects the potentially life-long consequences of having their
DNA sample retained.
In my opinion, the above safeguards ensure that the new
power for a senior police officer to authorise the taking of a
DNA profile sample from a child suspect aged 15 to 17 years
are compatible with the rights protected in section 17(2). Any
limitation on the rights of the child are necessary in order to
solve serious crimes and are reasonable and justified for
that purpose.
Rights in criminal proceedings (section 25)
The Charter protects certain rights in criminal proceedings,
including the right to be presumed innocent until proven guilty
and the right not to self-incriminate. While taking DNA profile
samples from suspects may only be authorised when a person
is suspected or believed of committing certain offences, they
do not engage the right to be presumed innocent because they
are an investigation tool that may also exonerate a suspect and
assist them in the proof of their innocence.
Offender DNA sampling engages the right to be presumed
innocent because there is a presumption that the offender is
more likely to be involved in other unsolved, or not yet
committed, crimes. In my view, such a presumption is
justified given that the ability to authorise the taking of a
DNA profile sample only arises once an adult is found guilty,
or not guilty by mental impairment, of certain serious
offences. This is a necessary consequence in order to ensure
the efficient and effective investigation of serious crimes.
Streamlining this process aligns with the Government’s
stance on serious crime, the importance of giving police the
tools they need to investigate crime, and to ensure recidivist
offenders face the consequences of committing these crimes.
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The right not to self-incriminate may be engaged because the
new DNA sampling regime requires a suspect or an offender
to provide evidentiary material that could be used to prove a
case against them. However, I am of the view that the
provision of DNA profile samples accords with the
underlying principle of the right not to self-incriminate, which
is to protect against unreliable confessions or evidence and
abuse of power by the state. I am satisfied that the highly
reliable nature of DNA evidence coupled with the safeguards
in place to ensure there is no abuse of power result in a
reasonable limitation on the right not to self-incriminate.
The taking of DNA profile samples from suspects or
offenders will not shift the legal burden: it will still be up to
the prosecution to prove a person’s guilt. A person can
continue to challenge the admissibility and/or relevance of
DNA evidence under existing law. Care must be taken when
relying on DNA samples as evidence in a case as the linking
of a person’s DNA to a crime scene does not, of itself, prove
that person’s guilt or even that that person was at the crime
scene. This type of evidence will generally form one part of
the evidence in a case that will need to be considered in light
of all of the other evidence, to determine whether or not the
accused person is guilty of the offence. However, this type of
evidence is also a crucial investigative tool and the
overarching purpose of obtaining truthful and reliable
evidence justifies a reasonable limitation on a person’s rights
in criminal proceedings.
Police harm reforms
Clause 3 of the Bill inserts new offences into the Crimes Act.
New section 31C creates an offence of discharging a firearm
when reckless to the safety of a police officer or a PSO, and
new section 31D establishes an offence of intimidation of a
law enforcement officer or a family member of a law
enforcement officer. A law enforcement officer includes
police officers, PSOs, police custodial officers, youth justice
custodial officers and specified prison custodial officers.
Clause 4 of the Bill inserts new section 320A of the Crimes
Act, which establishes a maximum term of imprisonment for
common assault where the person who commits the assault
has an offensive weapon readily available and the victim is a
police officer on duty or a PSO on duty.
Clauses 6–8 of the Bill amend the Bail and Sentencing Acts so
that conduct covered under both new sections 31C and 320A
will, in specified circumstances, have additional implications
under those Acts. In particular, a court will be required to
impose a custodial sentence on any person convicted of the
new offence in section 31C, where the offender’s conduct
creates a risk to the safety of the victim or any other member
of the public, unless certain circumstances apply. This
requirement will also apply to the offence of common law
assault where the victim is a police officer or a PSO and the
assault involves the application of physical force.
There will also be a presumption against bail for these
offences when committed in the same circumstances. This
presumption means that persons accused of these offences
will be required to show compelling reasons as to why they
should be granted bail or, in the case of a person accused of
the new drug trafficking offence, exceptional circumstances
that justify the grant of bail.
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Protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment
(section 10)
Section 10 of the Charter states that a person must not be
treated or punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way.
The imposition of custodial sentences as outlined above is
relevant to these rights because a court is not provided with
the opportunity to assess the individual risk of the person and
consider whether a non-custodial sentence such as a
community correction order or a community based order is
appropriate. However, I do not consider that section 10 is
limited by these sentencing reforms because there are
safeguards to prevent the imposition of a custodial sentence
when it is inappropriate or unjust.
The requirement to impose a custodial sentence does not
apply to offenders under the age of 18 at the time of
offending. Further, the court may sentence a person convicted
of these offences to a non-custodial order if the person can
establish that one of the following special reasons exist:
the offender assisted or has undertaken to assist in the
investigation or prosecution of an offence
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discrimination. The Bill does not affect these guarantees as it
does not limit the right to be informed of any charges against
them, to communicate with legal representatives and to obtain
legal assistance and generally prepare their defence.
Where a person is charged with intimidating a prison
custodial officer or a youth justice custodial officer, it will be
a defence for the accused person to prove that the conduct
was engaged in without malice in the course of a lawful
business, for the purpose of an industrial dispute or for the
purpose of engaging in political discussion. This defence is
designed to protect persons who are participating in otherwise
lawful activity, such as an industrial dispute processes, where
their conduct is not malicious but may fall within the
definition of ‘intimidation’ for the purposes of this offence.
This defence engages the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty in section 25 of the Charter, as the onus is on
the defence to demonstrate that the conduct was lawful. To
the extent that the right in section 25 is limited, I consider that
the limit is not unlawful or arbitrary.

the offender can prove he or she has impaired mental
functioning

The Evidence Act 2008 indicates that where an accused bears
the burden of proving an exception to a charge, the court must
be satisfied that the exception applies on the balance of
probabilities. I consider that it is more appropriate that the
accused bear the onus of proving the exception. The
exceptions relate to matters that are peculiarly within an
accused’s knowledge — that is, the purposes for which he or
she was engaged in conduct, and whether that conduct was
malicious. These matters would be would be unduly onerous
on a prosecution to investigate and disprove at first instance.

the court makes a hospital security or residential
treatment order or

Freedom of expression (section 15) and freedom of
association (section 16)

there are substantial and compelling reasons that justify
a departure from the statutory minimum sentence.

The new offence of intimidating a law enforcement officer
may restrict people from associating or communicating with
certain law enforcement officers or members of their family,
where that communication or association could reasonably be
expected to arouse apprehension or fear in the victim for the
safety of the victim or another person. I consider this to be a
reasonable restriction on these rights, and one that is
necessary to protect law enforcement officers and their
families from threatening and otherwise offensive behaviour.

the offender was aged over 18 but under 21 years of age
at the time of the commission of the offence and can
prove that due to psychosocial immaturity was unable to
regulate his or her behaviour

Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 is engaged by the requirement that the court
impose a custodial sentence when sentencing a person for the
offences outlined above. However, the safeguards outlined
above will ensure the imposition of sentences that are just and
appropriate in the circumstances, allow the courts to take into
account factors that reduce an offender’s culpability and
justify a departure from the requirement to impose a statutory
minimum sentence. For these reasons, I do not consider that
section 24 of the Charter is limited.
Rights in criminal proceedings (section 25)
The creation of a presumption against bail for the new offence
of discharging a firearm reckless to the safety of a police
officer or a PSO and common assault where the victim is a
police officer or a PSO engages section 25 of the Charter. In
Victoria, there is a presumption that a person accused of an
offence who is held in custody shall be granted bail. This
presumption is subject to a number of exceptions, directed at
ensuring that an accused person is not a danger to the public,
does not commit offences while on bail, and appears at
subsequent criminal hearings including their trial.
Due to the serious nature of these offences, it is proportionate,
reasonable and appropriate that an offender charged with any
of these offences is required to demonstrate why they should
be released into the community on bail. Section 25(2) of the
Charter contains a list of minimum guarantees a person
charged with a criminal offence is entitled to without

Furthermore, to ensure otherwise lawful activities are not
prohibited, the offence contains defences that will allow
conduct engaged in without malice in the normal course of a
lawful business, industrial disputes, political activities or
public affairs communication, where that conduct might
otherwise be construed as intimidation of a police custodial
officer or youth justice custodial officer.
Drug trafficking reforms
Clauses 14, 16 and 17 of the Bill amend Part 3 of Schedule 11
to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act to
prescribe a large commercial quantity (20kg) for
1,4-Butanediol (1,4-BD), Gamma butyrolactone (GBL) and
Gamma-hydroxybutyrate (GHB). This will mean that persons
who traffick in a large commercial quantity of these
substances may be charged with the offence of trafficking a
large commercial quantity of a drug of dependence, rather
than only trafficking a commercial quantity as is currently the
case. The maximum penalty for trafficking a large
commercial quantity is life imprisonment and a fine of up to
5,000 penalty units, compared to 25 years imprisonment and
a fine of up to 3,000 for trafficking a commercial quantity.
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Clause 15 of the Bill amends part 3 of Schedule 11 to the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act by reducing
the large commercial quantities and commercial quantities of
heroin, both when measured in pure form and when mixed or
cut with other substances. The amended quantities serve to
reduce the availability of these drugs in Victoria by providing
courts with access to a higher range of penalties. Finally,
clause 10 of the Bill establishes a new offence of commercial
trafficking carried out for the benefit of, or at the direction of,
a criminal organisation. The penalty for the new offence is
life imprisonment and a fine of up to 5,000 penalty units.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. Section 20 is engaged by the reforms to the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act because they expand
the range of cases where powers under the Confiscation Act
may apply.
The Confiscation Act establishes the ‘serious drug offender’
asset confiscation regime. The regime provides for the
automatic forfeiture of all property in which a serious drug
offender has an interest. The regime applies to persons
convicted of trafficking large commercial quantities of drugs.
By reducing the large commercial quantity for heroin and
establishing a large commercial quantity for the three
substances outlined above, the Bill exposes a greater number
of people to the serious drug offender regime. The Bill also
applies the regime to any person convicted of the new
criminal organisation trafficking offence.
Under section 20, deprivation of property is permitted where
it is appropriately confined and structured. I consider that any
additional exposure to the asset confiscation scheme by the
reforms to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
is appropriately confined. The Bill only applies the
confiscation scheme to very serious cases of trafficking to
reflect the significant harm caused by large amounts of drugs
and recognise the greater capacity organised criminal groups
have to arrange the trafficking of large amounts of drugs. It is
reasonable to assume that in these circumstances, much of the
offender’s property has been obtained using the proceeds of
criminal activity linked to drug trafficking.
Forfeiture of property under the serious drug offender regime
will continue to be subject to various important safeguards.
For example, section 24 of the Confiscation Act provides that
an accused person may retain certain ‘protected’ property,
such as ordinary household items, clothing, tools of trade and
property used as transport that is under a prescribed value. If a
court makes a restraining order regarding property, any
person other than the accused can claim an interest in the
property by applying for an exclusion order. An exclusion
order prevents the confiscation of property where the accused
does not have effective control of the property.
Protection of families and children
Section 17 of the Charter states that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the State. As outlined above, it also
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. Expanding
the types of cases in which the serious drug offender
confiscation regime applies has the potential to affect
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families. Confiscation may impact an offender’s capacity to
provide for the needs of dependant family members,
including young children.
However, to the extent that section 17 is limited, I consider it
is justified in the circumstances. In addition to the safeguards
mentioned above, a range of other protections apply to
families and children. For example, the Confiscation Act
provides that an accused person may apply to the court for
access to funds to cover reasonable living and business
expenses at any stage throughout the court proceedings.
Reasonable expenses include medical expenses, rental or
mortgage expenses and school fees. The court may make any
orders in relation to restrained property that it considers just.
For example, a court may make an order to ensure that an
accused person can provide or maintain a reasonable standard
of living for their dependant family members.
The Confiscation Act also includes a specific safeguard to
ensure that dependant family members will not be left without
a home as a result of forfeiture of their residence. Dependant
family members may apply to the court for access to a portion
of the proceeds of the sale of a residential property to secure
alternative accommodation. The court may order the payment
if satisfied that the residence is not tainted property, and the
dependant person does not have sufficient financial resources
to purchase or rent alternative accommodation.
Protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, fair
hearing and rights in criminal proceedings
Like the police harm reforms outlined above, clause 19 and
21 of the Bill impose additional bail and sentencing
implications in relation to the new offence of trafficking a
commercial quantity of a drug of dependence for the benefit
of an organised criminal group. Courts will be required to
impose a custodial sentence on any person convicted of the
offence and there will also be a presumption against bail.
These reforms engage, but in my opinion do not limit,
sections 10, 24 and 25 of the Charter.
Organised criminal groups have a greater capacity and
incentive to traffick in large commercial quantities of drugs.
The sentencing reforms recognise the seriousness of this
offence, by introducing an appropriate sentence to effectively
deter people from engaging in this activity. Further, the Bill
provides the court with discretion to impose any sentence
within the parameter of the maximum and minimum sentence
prescribed, taking into consideration the submissions of the
accused person. Further, for the reasons I have outlined
above, I do not consider that the introduction of a
presumption against bail limits the rights contained in
section 25 of the Charter.
Right to privacy
Clause 22 of the Bill amends the definition of ‘serious drug
offence’ in the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to include the
new organised crime trafficking offence. Section 27 of the
Surveillance Devices Act allows law enforcement to use a
surveillance device to obtain evidence of a serious drug
offence without having to apply to the court for a warrant. I
consider that this amendment does not further interfere with
the right to privacy. The current definition of serious drug
offence includes trafficking a commercial quantity of a drug
of dependence. The new offence involves the trafficking of a
commercial quantity. Therefore the amendment does not
expand the range of cases where law enforcement is able to
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use a surveillance device without a warrant, as the trafficking
of commercial quantities is already captured by the definition.
Powers to close second-hand dealers
Division 1 of Part 4 of the Bill amends the Second-Hand
Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act to provide for the temporary
and long term closure of second-hand dealer premises
(including storage premises) in certain circumstances,
including where the Chief Commissioner of Police or the
Magistrates’ Court is satisfied the person carrying on the
business is not appropriately registered, or where a serious
criminal offence is being, has been or is likely to be
committed at the premises. No compensation is payable by
the State for anything done or arising out of an interim or long
term closure order.
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knowledge of the relevant defendant. Consequently, even if
the provision is considered to limit the right to be presumed
innocent, it is reasonable and justified and therefore
compatible with section 25 of the Charter.
Firearms reforms
Clause 46 of the Bill amends Schedule 2 to the Firearms Act
to reclassify lever action shotguns into different license
categories. Schedule 2 currently prescribes lever action
shotguns as category A firearms. The Bill prescribes lever
action shotguns as category B or category D firearms,
depending on the capacity of the firearm. Any person who
holds a lever action shotgun prior to the commencement of
this clause will not be impacted by the amendment as the Bill
allows them to continue to hold the firearm under their
current license.

Freedom of expression (section 15)
Property rights
Section 15 of the Charter states that every person has the right
to freedom of expression. To the extent that commercial
expression may form part of the right to freedom of
expression under section 15 of the Charter, new sections
26ZT and 26ZU may interfere with that right by restricting a
person’s ability to carry on their business and related
commercial enterprises.
However, commercial expression has been treated as of less
importance than other forms of personal expression. In light
of the limited nature of the right to commercial expression
and that the objective of the provisions in question is to
protect consumers and the integrity of the second-hand dealer
industry, I do not consider the new closure powers arbitrarily
or unlawfully limit the right to freedom of expression. The
provisions fall within the internal exceptions to the right in
section 15(3) of the Charter, as reasonably necessary to
respect the rights of other persons, or for the protection of
public order. The provisions serve an important purpose and
are proportionately tailored to that purpose. The interim
closure provisions are appropriately confined both in terms of
the circumstances in which an order may be made and the
period for which they remain in force. The long term closure
provisions may only be made by the court in appropriate
circumstances and may be challenged (and, where
appropriate, cancelled).
Property rights
New section 26ZT(2) provides that an interim closure notice
prohibits a person at the specified premises altering or
disposing of any second-hand goods in any way for the period
of the notice. To the extent that this may amount to a
deprivation of property in that it effectively prevents persons
from dealing with their property, this right may be relevant.
However, in my view, any deprivation would be justified as it
is clearly lawful.
Rights in criminal proceedings
New section 26ZW provides that it is an offence to fail to
comply with an interim or long term closure order. The
offence does not apply where a person presents or points to
evidence that suggests that they did not know, and could not
reasonably have been expected to know, that a relevant notice
was in force. The exception to the offence therefore imposes
an evidential onus on a defendant. However, in my view, an
evidential onus does not limit the presumption of innocence.
The purpose of the exception to the offence is to avoid harsh
outcomes and is based on matters peculiarly within the

Section 102 of the Firearms Act indicates that it is an offence
for a firearms license holder to acquire a firearm without a
permit to acquire. Section 103 of the Firearms Act provides
the Chief Commissioner with the power to issue a permit to
acquire a firearm to a firearms licensee. Section 104 lists a
number of criteria the Chief Commissioner must be satisfied
of before granting a permit. The Bill may impact any category
A license holder who has been granted a permit to acquire a
lever action shotgun before commencement of the Bill, but
has not yet acquired the firearm under the permit. New
section 221 of the Firearms Act indicates that the permit will
cease to be in force upon commencement of the new section,
unless the person also holds a category B or category D
license, depending on the relevant firearm.
In my view, this amendment does not limit the rights
contained in section 20 of the Charter as a permit to acquire
does not carry any proprietary rights. A permit is merely a
document which grants the licensee the authority to seek to
acquire a firearm from the current property owner (for
example a firearms dealer), an action that is otherwise not
lawful. It does not provide the licensee with a recognised
proprietary right, interest or claim in a firearm.
Reforms to the Sex Offenders Registration Act
The Bill makes several changes to the Sex Offenders
Registration Act. Clause 48 of the Bill makes a minor
amendment to section (1)(a)(ii) of that Act to clarify that one
of the purposes of the registration scheme is to require certain
offenders who commit sexual offences to keep police
informed of their whereabouts and other personal details for a
period of time to facilitate the investigation and prosecution
of offences that they may commit. Clause 49 of the Bill
amends section 63(2) of the Sex Offenders Registration Act.
Section 63(2) requires the Chief Commissioner to develop
guidelines in relation to the access and disclosure of personal
information in the Register. The guidelines will be required to
support such access and disclosure occurring only to the
extent authorised or permitted in accordance with the Act.
Section 64(2) of the Sex Offenders Registration Act permits
the Chief Commissioner and those authorised to have access
to the Sex Offenders Register to disclose personal information
on the Register to a government department, public statutory
authority or court for specified purposes. Clause 50 amends
section 64(2) by replacing the ability to disclose information
for law enforcement purposes with an ability to disclose

JUSTICE LEGISLATION (POLICE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Thursday, 26 July 2018

COUNCIL

3385

personal information for the purpose of the performance of a
function of a law enforcement agency under any Act or law.
Clause 50 also amends the definitions of government
department and public statutory authority to expressly include
bodies in foreign jurisdictions.

proposed new and amended Commonwealth offences are
designed to capture reprehensible behaviour committed in
relation to children and I consider that adults sentenced for
these proposed offences must be placed on the Sex Offenders
Registration Act to protect children from sexual abuse.

Finally, clauses 51 and 52 of the Bill amend Schedules 1 and
2 to the Sex Offenders Registration Act to reflect proposed
amendments to Commonwealth sex offences under the
Crimes Legislation Amendment (Sexual Crimes Against
Children and Community Protection Measures) Bill 2017.
Specifically, several proposed new offences will be inserted
into Schedule 2 to the Sex Offenders Registration Act. These
offences relate to using a postal or similar service or carriage
service to groom another person to make it easier to procure
persons under 16 (proposed new sections 471.25A(1), (2) and
(3) and 474.27AA(1), (2) and (3) of the Criminal Code of the
Commonwealth), and engaging in conduct for the purposes of
providing an electronic service used for child abuse material
(section 474.23A(1)). Further, Schedules 1 and 2 to the Sex
Offenders Registration Act will be updated to reflect
proposed changes to the title and scope of the existing
aggravated offences of sexual intercourse or other sexual
activity with a child outside Australia (section 272.10(1)) and
using a carriage service for sexual activity with a person
under 16 years of age (section 474.25B).

Other reforms to the Confiscation Act

Right to privacy and freedom of expression
The existing requirements for registered sex offenders to
report personal details to police engages privacy rights, as do
the proposed changes to how police may use that information.
I accept that it is important that there are appropriate
restrictions on how information on the Sex Offenders
Register may be accessed and disclosed. However, it is also
imperative that Victoria Police be permitted to proactively use
the information reported to them in accordance with the Act
to manage registered sex offenders and the risk they pose to
the community both locally and internationally, and assist in
the police investigation and prosecution of any offending,
whether sexual in nature or otherwise, that the person may
have committed or may commit in the future.
For these reasons, it is my view that disclosure of personal
information in the above circumstances is compatible with the
right to privacy, as any resulting interference with an
offender’s privacy will be lawful and not arbitrary. It is also
important to note that strong protections continue to apply to
information on the Sex Offenders Register. This is most
clearly illustrated by the continuing operation of the offence
in section 64(1) of the Sex Offenders Registration Act, which
prohibits a person authorised to have access to the Register or
any part of the Register to disclose any personal information
on the Register other than in accordance with the Act.
I also acknowledge that the amendments to Schedules 1 and 2
to the Sex Offenders Registration Act also engage the right to
privacy, as well as freedom of expression given that all adults
who are sentenced for a sexual offence listed in Schedule 1 or
2 must be placed on the Sex Offender Register. Statements of
Compatibility for previous Bills amending the Sex Offenders
Registration Act have explained how registration engages
rights protected under the Charter and I do not think it is
necessary to repeat that analysis here. To the extent that these
rights might be further limited by clauses 51 and 52 of the
Bill, I consider it to be reasonable and demonstrably justified
in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter in light of the
overall purpose of Sex Offenders Registration Act. The

Property rights (Section 20)
The inclusion of additional offences in Schedules 1 and 2 of
the Confiscation Act extends the operation of the asset
forfeiture scheme under that Act. The proposed extension of
the existing powers raises property rights but I consider it is
appropriately confined and structured.
The power to deprive a person of their property under the
extended powers is conferred by statute and is intended to
deprive people of the proceeds of crime, to disrupt further
criminal activity by preventing the use of property, to deter
others from engaging in criminal activity and to undermine the
profitability of serious criminal activity. The Confiscation Act
also provides mechanisms to enable the preservation of assets
to facilitate compensation and restitution for victims of crime.
The forfeiture of property will only occur in accordance with
clear statutory procedures. Consequently, any forfeiture will
be in accordance with law. Further, the addition of these new
offences is not arbitrary, but serves a clear purpose, namely to
deprive people of the profits of their criminal activity and to
repay the community for any loss suffered by the commission
of such offences. The Confiscation Act contains provisions
that enable third parties with an interest in relevant property
or persons who can demonstrate hardship to apply to the court
to exclude all or any assets.
A transitional provision provides that proceedings under the
Act in relation to these offences will be available irrespective
of when an offence is alleged to have been committed. In other
words, a person subject to proceedings on foot in relation to
these offences might be subject to proceedings under the
Confiscation Act as a consequence of these amendments and
an offence committed prior to the amendments might also be
the subject of proceedings under the Act.
I am satisfied that the transitional arrangement is a reasonable
limitation on the right to property as asset confiscation
proceedings are not punitive in nature, they deprive a person
of property acquired from or used for criminal offending. In
addition, the ability to bring asset confiscation proceedings
relies on underlying criminal conduct and any proceedings
under the Confiscation Act afford a person affected the right
to participate and challenge matters before a court.
Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:30) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Victorian Government is unwavering in its commitment
to keep the community safe. The government’s Community
Safety Statement 2018/19 outlines a range of new investment,
powers, tools and capabilities to support Victoria Police and
keep the Victorian community safe.
This Justice Legislation (Police and Other Matters) Bill 2018
delivers on a number of the commitments outlined in the
Government’s first and second Community Safety
Statements. The Bill makes important reforms to the
Victorian justice system to ensure Victoria Police has the
powers it needs to investigate and prosecute offenders and
hold them to account. It improves the protection of our police,
protective safety officers and police custody officers from the
harm they face in the performance of their duties. It facilitates
a safer and more supportive organisational culture within
Victoria Police.
There are number of reforms in this Bill that require
amendments to a range of Acts, including the Crimes Act
1958, Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981,
Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989, Firearms
Act 1996, Victoria Police Act 2013, Sex Offenders
Registration Act 2004 and Confiscation Act 1997. I will go
through each in turn.
1.

Police DNA powers

Streamlining and expanding police powers to collect DNA
evidence has the potential to significantly enhance Victoria
Police’s ability to keep the community safe.
Victoria Police indicate that there are approximately 11,000
unsolved crimes in Victoria where an unidentified DNA
sample has been identified and recorded. These crimes range
from rapes and murders to serious assaults and burglaries.
Under current practice, however, Victoria’s level of forensic
capture is not as expansive as some other states. The reforms
in this Bill will address this matter and result in improved
forensic capability which is essential to modern and
contemporary policing.
The Bill will provide Victoria Police with new streamlined
powers to take DNA samples from persons suspected of
committing, or found to have committed a serious offence.
These reforms will have a major impact. Victoria Police’s
Forensic Services Department has estimated that if Victoria’s
DNA laws matched those of other states, within the first year
the number of DNA reference samples in their database will
increase almost tenfold from approximately 8,000 to 70,000.
It estimates that this additional evidence would result in an
estimated 29,609 ‘person to crime’ matches and 447 ‘crime to
crime’ matches.
The additional evidence will not only solve serious and
high-volume crime, but through successful prosecutions will
prevent further offending and the resultant significant impact
on victims in our community. It will also reduce the
administrative burden on police and courts.
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The Bill achieves these changes by introducing a new class of
procedure called a ‘DNA profile sample’. A DNA profile
sample will include procedures for the taking of a DNA
sample by way of a mouth scraping, saliva, a pin prick to take
blood or a sample of hair with the root.
These changes give police the power to authorise the taking
of a DNA profile sample from adults found guilty, or not
guilty because of mental impairment, of an indictable offence
or a specified summary offence. These changes mean that
police will no longer need to seek a court order and
demonstrate to the court that taking the sample is justified in
all the circumstances. This recognises that there are no
excuses when it comes to serious crimes, and highlights that
Victoria Police will be provided with the powers they need to
deal with offenders.
The reforms will also give a senior police officer the power to
authorise the taking of a DNA profile sample, without a court
order, from persons suspected of committing serious offences.
These powers will apply to adults suspected of committing an
indictable offence as well as children aged 15 to 17 years who
police believe on reasonable grounds have committed a DNA
sample offence. A list of DNA sample offences will be set out
in new Schedule 9 to the Crimes Act, and capture serious
violent, sexual and drugs offences including gross violence
offences, rape, home invasion, dangerous driving causing
serious injury, carjacking, trafficking in a drug of dependence,
armed robbery and aggravated burglary.
To reflect the fact these suspects are yet to be found guilty,
DNA may only be taken in two circumstances: either with the
consent of the suspect (and where the suspect is aged 15 to 17
years, the consent of their parent or guardian), or where the
suspect does not consent, by the authorisation of a senior
police officer. First, if a police officer is satisfied that the
carrying out of the procedure is justified in all of the
circumstances, the police officer may request the suspect to
provide a DNA sample by consent. For 15 to 17 year old
suspects, their parent or guardian will also need to consent.
This will allow DNA profile samples to be obtained by
consent without having to arrest the person under suspicion,
which may assist with the elimination of an innocent suspect
and free up police resources to focus on other suspects.
Second, if the suspect does not consent, the taking of a DNA
profile sample may be authorised by a senior police officer.
The senior police officer would have to be satisfied that there
are reasonable grounds to believe that the suspect committed
the indictable offence or DNA sample offence if the suspect is
a child, and that the carrying out of the procedure is justified
in all the circumstances. It is important to emphasise that the
senior police officer’s ability to authorise such a procedure
applies only to suspects who are in lawful custody.
A court order will still be required under the existing DNA
powers in the Crimes Act 1958, which will continue to
operate alongside the new powers in specific circumstances.
Existing requirements for how police may use DNA samples,
and the length of time that samples may be retained, will stay
the same. This means that if police do not charge the suspect,
or the charges are withdrawn, or the charges are not proven,
the DNA sample must be destroyed. DNA samples taken
from adult suspects who are subsequently found guilty or not
guilty by mental impairment, may be retained indefinitely
without a court order.
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For child suspects, a court order will still be required to retain
the DNA sample, which requires the court to consider the
seriousness of the circumstances of the offence and that the
making of the order is justified. A court order will also be
required to seek an offender sample from a child. Maintaining
court oversight in both of these circumstances is consistent
with various other extra protections afforded to children in the
justice system and reflects the potentially life-long
consequences of having their DNA sample retained.
The taking of DNA profile samples will be governed by the
current legislative requirements to ensure that the procedures
are carried out safely and with respect to the person’s privacy.
For example, the person may elect to take the mouth scraping
themselves rather than have another person take it for them. If
a blood sample is to be taken, only a medical practitioner or
nurse will be able to take that sample. For children, the
procedure must be witnessed by their parent or guardian or an
independent person. The Bill also includes a new requirement
that police must use the least intrusive and least painful
method practicable in the circumstances. This provides an
additional safeguard that applies to all forensic procedures,
not just when taking DNA profile samples, and regardless of
how the procedure was authorised.
The admissibility of any evidence obtained as a result of a
DNA profile sample will be a matter for the courts and will be
a question for the trier of fact in each case. As is currently the
case, the evidence will generally be inadmissible in
proceedings against the person if the police fail to comply
with the requirements set out in the legislation. The current
exceptions will continue to exist, for example where the
prosecution satisfies the court on the balance of probabilities
that the circumstances justify the reception of the evidence.
The Crimes Act 1958 makes clear that the probative value of
the evidence does not of itself justify the reception of the
improperly obtained evidence.
Finally, to ensure that these new powers are being used in the
manner intended, the Bill also provides that the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (the IBAC) will
have oversight of Victoria Police’s use of these powers, and
the Attorney-General will also be able to make a complaint to
the IBAC the use of these powers.
2.
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will create a strong deterrent to engaging in behaviour that
may harm or intimidate our police, PSOs, PCOs and
their families.
New section 31C of the Crimes Act 1958 creates an offence
of discharging a firearm when reckless to the safety of a
police officer or a PSO. This offence carries a maximum
penalty of 15 years imprisonment.

New Section 31D of the Crimes Act establishes an offence of
intimidation of a police officer, PSO, police custody officer,
custodial officer, youth justice custodial officer or a family
member, where the intimidation relates to the victim’s status
as such an officer or a familial relationship. This offence will
be punishable by a maximum of 10 years imprisonment. The
Bill clarifies that for the purpose of the new offence, a person
uses intimidation if:
the person engages in conduct that could reasonably be
expected to arouse apprehension or fear in the victim for
the safety of the victim; and
either the person knows, or ought to have known, that
such conduct would be likely to arouse that
apprehension or fear.
This means that the offence will not target low level antisocial
language or behaviour, including by individuals in custody,
that could not be reasonably expected to arouse apprehension
or fear. In a custodial setting there are procedures that deal
with intimidating language and behaviour and these will
continue to operate in conjunction with the new offence.
New Section 320A of the Crimes Act establishes a higher
maximum term of imprisonment for common assault where
the person who commits the assault has an offensive weapon
readily available and the victim is a police officer on duty or a
PSO on duty. The maximum penalty for this aggravated
assault charge, will be 10 years imprisonment, or 15 years
where the weapon is a firearm or imitation firearm.
A range of sentencing and bail consequences will apply to
these offences where:
in the case of the recklessly discharging a firearm
offence, the offence created a risk to the physical safety
of the victim or any member of the public.

Protecting police, PSOs and PCOs from harm

The Bill also provides increased protections for police
officers, protective services officers or PSOs, police custody
officers or PCOs, custodial officers, youth custodial officers
and their families from offenders who harm, or seek to
harm them.
These officers play a vital role in keeping Victorian’s safe and
upholding the administration of justice. With this role comes
an intrinsic high level of risk. To recognise this risk the
Victorian Government announced the development of
reforms to target any person who seeks to harm them or place
them in danger. The Government delivered a first stage of
reforms to address this risk of harm through the Crimes
Legislation Amendment (Protection of Emergency Workers
and Others) Act 2017, which introduced new offences
targeting the ramming of police cars and other circumstances
where vehicles are used in such a way that endangers our
emergency workers.
This Bill delivers the second stage of reforms by establishing
new offences and related criminal sanctions. These reforms
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in the case of the aggravated common assault provisions,
the assault involves physical force.
In these circumstances, the Bill provides that:
a custodial sentence must be imposed unless the person
can establish special reasons
the presumption in favour of concurrent sentencing is
reversed, creating a presumption of cumulative
sentencing
the Bail Act 1991 will require that bail be refused unless
the accused can show a compelling reason why bail
ought to be granted.
3.

Increased penalties for commercial drug trafficking

This Bill makes three sets of reforms to enable higher
penalties to be imposed on commercial level trafficking of
heroin, 1,4-Butanediol or 1,4-BD and similar drugs, as well as
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commercial trafficking at the direction, or for the benefit, of a
criminal organisation.
First, the Bill will make the possession and trafficking of
20 kilograms or more of the drugs 1,4-BD, gamma
butyrolactone or GBL, and gamma-hydroxybutyrate or GHB
subject to the more serious offence and penalties that apply to
large commercial trafficking. This will mean that those most
responsible for peddling these dangerous drugs face higher
penalties and confiscation powers and ensure there is a greater
deterrent for anyone else thinking of doing the same.
Currently there is no large commercial quantity legislated for
these drugs. The change means that the maximum penalty for
large scale trafficking of these drugs in an amount of 20
kilograms or over will rise from 25 years imprisonment and a
fine of up to 3,000 penalty units, which is the penalty for
commercial trafficking, to life imprisonment and a fine of up
to 5,000 penalty units.
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imprisonment and a fine of up to 5,000 penalty units. This is
substantially higher than the maximum penalty for the
existing commercial trafficking offence of 25 years
imprisonment and a fine of up to 3,000 penalty units.
Convicted offenders will also become subject to the ‘serious
drug offender’ asset confiscation regime under the
Confiscation Act. The regime provides for the automatic
forfeiture of all property in which the serious drug offender
has an interest.
The aim is to provide the strongest deterrent to commercial
trafficking for the benefit of, or at the direction of, organised
crime groups and to impose the harshest possible penalty for
this crime. This recognises not only the devastating effects of
illicit drugs on drug users and their families and the broader
economic and social costs of illicit drugs to the Victorian
community, but the grave risks and harms to the broader
Victorian community arising from organised criminal activity.
4.

Victoria Police and the Office of Public Prosecutions have
reported an increase in the importation, trafficking and use of
1,4-B. 1,4-BD is an industrial solvent that when ingested, is
rapidly absorbed and metabolised to form GHB, which acts as
a powerful depressant and disinhibitor. Another industrial
chemical, GBL, similarly metabolises to form GHB
when ingested.
Users of these drugs are at particular risk of overdose. This
was seen in February 2017, when more than 20 people were
taken to hospital after apparently taking what they thought
was GHB at the Sidney Myer Music Bowl. Police suspect
that the drug they actually took was 1,4-BD.
The Bill also introduces new laws targeting heroin dealers
and organised crime groups that are involved in
trafficking drugs.
The Bill will reduce the large commercial and commercial
traffickable quantities for heroin — both when measured in
its pure form and when mixed or cut with other substances.
This will ensure more cases of trafficking in heroin are
subject to the higher penalties that large commercial and
commercial trafficking carry. The new large commercial
traffickable quantities for heroin will be reduced from 750
grams to 500 grams of pure heroin and from 1 kilogram to
750 grams when mixed. The commercial traffickable
quantities will be reduced from 250 grams to 50 grams of
pure heroin and from 500 grams to 250 grams when mixed.
These new quantities are in line with the equivalent quantities
for methylamphetamine that the Government established last
year and recognises the significant harm heroin has on
society. The reduced quantities mean, for example, that
persons found to have trafficked anywhere between 250 and
500 grams of diluted heroin, could now find themselves being
prosecuted for commercial trafficking instead of simple
trafficking. Similarly, those found to have trafficked between
750 grams and 1 kilogram of diluted heroin, could now face
large commercial trafficking charges.
In addition, offenders may also face asset confiscation under
the Confiscation Act.
The Bill also strengthens Victoria’s drug laws against
organised crime by creating a new offence of trafficking in a
commercial quantity of a drug of dependence, carried out for
the benefit of, or at the direction of, a criminal organisation.
The maximum penalty for the new offence is life
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Powers to close second-hand dealers and disrupt
organised crime

To enable police to address and disrupt suspected serious
criminal activity among second-hand dealers, including the
auto-wrecking and scrap metal industry, this Bill provides for
the interim and long-term closure of these dealers operating
without the required registration or who police suspect are
engaging in serious criminal activity. These new powers will
help police prevent the corruption of legitimate industries by
criminal activity and to protect consumers by removing the
financial incentive of those who seek to infiltrate these
industries for illegal means.
The Chief Commissioner of Police may issue an interim
closure notice prohibiting a second-hand dealer from operating
or disposing of any second-hand goods for 72 hours. The
Chief Commissioner may also apply to the Magistrate’s Court
for the long-term closure of a second-hand dealer.
Operating in contravention of either of the interim closure
notices or long-term closure orders will result in a fine of up
to 200 penalty units; currently over $32,000. No
compensation will be provided to affected dealers for any loss
as a result of the closure.
These reforms complement recent amendments introduced by
Government, which created a ban on cash payments for scrap
metal and other measures to disrupt the trade in stolen
vehicles and deter organised crime infiltration of the scrap
metal and auto-parts industry. They will also bring Victoria in
line with scrap metal laws in place in New South Wales,
thereby ensuring there is no incentive for criminal activity
surrounding scrap metal to shift their operations from NSW
to Victoria.
Further reforms to the Second-Hand Dealers and
Pawnbrokers Act 1989 will increase the range of offences for
which police can issue on-the-spot infringement notices to
second-hand dealers, and will allow the regulations to
prescribe higher penalties if the offence is committed by a
body corporate rather than an individual. This will ensure that
lower level instances of non-compliance with the Act can be
dealt with efficiently and effectively.
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5.

Enabling restorative engagement for victims of sex
discrimination and sexual harassment within
Victoria Police

This Bill also introduces reforms to support police who are
victims of sex discrimination and sexual harassment by other
members of Victoria Police.
In the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission’s independent report into sex discrimination and
sexual harassment within Victoria Police, it was found that
serious and chronic underreporting of sex discrimination and
sexual harassment within the force was predominant and that
changes are needed to create a safer reporting environment.
Notably, victims of discrimination and harassment were
unwilling to make complaints and rely on Victoria Police’s
disciplinary processes to address the behaviour and bring
perpetrators to account. Victoria Police and the Government
is committed to addressing the recommendations made in the
report, including to implement a redress scheme, which uses
restorative engagement strategies to address harm
experienced by victims. Restorative engagement is designed
to address the harm caused and provide a process for healing
and formal acknowledge by Victoria Police, while also
prompting cultural change by offering a safe environment for
victims to come forward.
Victoria Police is developing a model for the scheme,
whereby an independent body would facilitate restorative
engagement conferences in which victims of sexual
harassment and sex discrimination can describe the harm they
experienced, and receive an acknowledgement of that harm.
In the meantime, the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human
Rights Commission is working with Victoria Police and
providing a similar function through their victim-centred
conciliation service. This Bill facilitates the implementation
of the independently administered restorative engagement
scheme by removing legislative barriers to the effective
operation of victim-centred processes.
Specifically, the amendments will allow employees of
Victoria Police to participate in a process that addresses harm
without breaching other requirements under the Victoria
Police Act 2013 and the Protected Disclosure Act 2012. For
example, it is necessary that a senior officer representing
Victoria Police in such a process is not required to report any
misconduct disclosed to them in order to facilitate trust in the
process. Rather, it would be up to the victim to decide
whether they wish to make a formal complaint that then
triggers mandatory reporting obligations under section 167 of
the Victoria Police Act.
The Bill also makes a separate but related reform to the
Victoria Police Act by exempting a police officer or PSO who
has been victim of discrimination, sexual harassment or
victimisation by another police officer or PSO, from the
existing requirements to report all misconduct. This will mean
that a victim will not commit a breach of discipline for failing
to report misconduct that the victim does not want reported or
investigated. The exemption will also apply to the partners of
any such victims where they too are a police officer or PSO.
6.

Changes to the Sex Offenders Register to improve
information-sharing

The Bill amends the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 to
permit the sharing of information on the Sex Offenders
Register more broadly within Victoria Police and with
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international law enforcement agencies for investigation and
intelligence purposes. This will ensure that information
reported to police by registered sex offenders in accordance
with their reporting obligations can be more effectively used
to solve crime — both sexual and non-sexual crime — and
keep the community safe.
In particular, the Bill amends section 64 of the Act to provide
that information may be shared (including within Victoria
Police and with other government departments and public
statutory authorities and international police counterparts) for
“the performance of a function of a law enforcement agency
under any Act or law” rather than for “law enforcement
purposes”. While the difference may appear subtle, it will
provide Victoria Police with greater confidence of the
circumstance in which information on the Register may be
shared, particularly the sharing of information for intelligence
purposes, since Victoria Police’s functions are clearly set out
in section 9 of the Victoria Police Act.
These amendments therefore aim to improve Victoria
Police’s ability to target and manage individual sex offenders,
identify appropriate management strategies for particular
offenders, and identify changes in a registered sex offenders
risk factors. Sharing information with international agencies
will also enable those international bodies to assess the risks
of registered sex offenders who have moved overseas and
facilitates greater information sharing with them in return.
The Bill also adds proposed new Commonwealth child sex
offences, currently before the Commonwealth Parliament, to
the lists of registrable offences under the Sex Offenders
Registration Act. The new offences relate to conduct
involving the grooming of persons to procure children for
sexual activity, and the use of electronic services to enable the
exchange of child abuse material. Adding these offences will
ensure that persons sentenced to them in Victoria will be
added to the Sex Offenders Register. The commencement
provisions of the Bill ensure that these offences will only
commence if the Commonwealth offences are passed.
7.

Implementing key firearms changes

Last year, the Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
agreed to an updated National Firearms Agreement which has
required two reforms to Victoria’s Firearms Act 1996.
First, this Bill will reclassify lever action firearms from the
current lowest category of firearm to a higher category. Under
the 1996 NFA, lever action shotguns were classified as
‘Category A’ firearms, which is the least restrictive firearm
category. By contrast, the 2017 NFA provides that lever
action shotguns have been reclassified to ‘Category B’
firearms where the magazine capacity is no greater than
5 rounds, and ‘Category D’ firearms where the magazine
capacity is greater than 5 rounds. Every jurisdiction is
implementing this change in their respective firearms
legislation and the revised classification brings this category
of firearm more in line with the classification of lever and
pump action centre fire rifles.
In line with other jurisdictions, the Bill provides for
grandfathering arrangements for persons in whose name a
lever action shotgun was registered immediately before the
commencement of the reclassification and the possession, use
or carriage of the shotgun was authorised at that time by the
licence. Interstate visitors whose home jurisdictions’ have
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similar grandfathering schemes will also be covered under
these arrangements.

Statement of compatibility

Second, the Bill remove the requirement that firearms
licences state the residential address of the licensee, removing
the risk of burglary and firearm theft that could arise should a
person lose their licence or have it stolen.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:

In addition, the Bill amends the existing firearms trafficking
offences to ensure that they apply to all stolen firearms,
whether registered or not. Currently, the offences of possessing
a trafficable quantity and disposing or acquiring a trafficable
quantity of firearms only apply to unregistered firearms.

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 Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018 (the Bill).

In practice, a registered firearm will not be treated as
unregistered when it is stolen or lost or otherwise is in the
illicit firearms market. Rather, it is only when the firearm is
destroyed or was never registered that it will be classified as
‘no longer registered’ or as ‘unregistered’, respectively. This
can lead to an illogical outcome where a person steals
registered firearms or otherwise unlawfully possess a
trafficable quantity of registered firearms but would not
necessarily be charged with the trafficking offences. The Bill
will amend those offences contained in sections 7C and 101A
of the Firearms Act 1996 to better focus on those operating
outside of the regulated system for the possession, acquisition
and disposal of firearms.
8.

Miscellaneous

Finally, the Bill will make a range of other miscellaneous
amendments to various Act, including to:
enliven confiscation powers in relation to a range of
offences under the Second-Hand Dealers and
Pawnbrokers Act, the Australian Consumer Law, Estate
Agents Act 1980, and the Conveyancers Act 1990; and
amend the Victoria Police Act to ensure that maternity
leave is treated the same as other forms of parental leave
when calculating the probationary period served by a
Victoria Police officer or a PSO.
These are important reforms that will make our
community safer.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 August.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT BILL
2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.

In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, may be partially incompatible with the right to a fair
hearing, but is otherwise compatible with human rights as set
out in the Charter.
Overview
The Bill will:
amend the Estate Agents Act 1980 to ensure that vendors
pay commissions owed to estate agents under sales
authorities;
make technical amendments to the Domestic Building
Contracts Act 1995, Estate Agents Act 1980, Retirement
Villages Act 1986 and Rooming House Operators
Act 2016 to improve their operation, clarify their
requirements and update outdated references;
amend the Coroners Act 2008 to implement key
recommendations of the Coronial Council Appeals
Reference Report, and make further minor amendments
sought by the Coroners Court;
make a number of reforms to criminal procedure that are
designed to improve the experience of victims and
witnesses in the criminal justice system;
codify the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service (VALS)
notification process that applies when an Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander person is taken into custody;
amend the Honorary Justices Act 2014 to remove the
12 month time limit for making an application to the
secretary for permission to use certain titles; and
clarify and amend sentencing and appeal provisions
relating to statutory minimum and custodial orders, and
make other minor and technical miscellaneous
amendments.
Sentencing amendments
Restriction of non-custodial orders
In 2016 the government made changes to the availability of
non-custodial orders through the Sentencing (Community
Correction Order) and Other Acts Amendment Act 2016,
which amended the Sentencing Act 1991. The Act created
two groups of objectively serious offences, known as
‘Category 1 offences’ and ‘Category 2 offences’. The Act
restricts available sentencing options for offences in these
categories. A court must impose a custodial order for a
Category 1 offence; and for Category 2 offences must impose
a custodial order unless certain special reasons exist.
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This Bill will further restrict the availability of community
correction orders and other non-custodial orders for certain
offences. Specifically, injury offences committed against
emergency workers, custodial officers and youth justice
custodial workers on duty will be added to Category 1, as will
the offences of aggravated carjacking and aggravated home
invasion. The offences of culpable driving causing death,
dangerous driving causing death, home invasion, carjacking,
and armed robbery (where a firearm is used, it is committed
in company or where an injury results) will be added to
Category 2.
The addition of these offences to Category 1 works alongside
statutory minimum sentences which already apply to these
offences. In practice, this will mean that an offender who is
found guilty of one of these offences will receive a mandatory
minimum custodial sentence. However, the ‘special reasons’
exception will continue to apply (albeit in a more restricted
way), which will, in some cases, allow an offender to avoid
the imposition of the relevant statutory minimum sentence
while still receiving a custodial order. Custodial orders
include imprisonment, detention in a youth justice centre,
rehabilitation orders and drug treatment orders in Division 2
of Part 3 of the Sentencing Act. Category 1 offences do not
prescribe a minimum period and courts retain their discretion
to decide the length of the custodial sentence that an offender
will serve.
Additionally, the Bill introduces an exception to the
imposition of custodial offences for Category 1 offences
against emergency workers, custodial officers and youth
justice custodial workers on duty for offenders who can
satisfy the court that they suffered from impaired mental
functioning at the time of the offending that substantially
reduced their culpability. Where this exception applies, an
offender found guilty of a Category 1 offence can be
sentenced to either a new sentencing order — a mandatory
treatment and monitoring order — or a residential treatment
order or a court secure treatment order.
Together, these proposed amendments engage sections 8, 10,
21 and 24 of the Charter.
The rights to be free from cruel punishment and arbitrary
detention
Sections 10 and 21 of the Charter are relevant to the
offence-specific limitations on the availability of community
correction orders and other non-custodial orders in this Bill,
and to the subsequent imposition of a mandatory minimum
sentence in relation to the offences being included in
Category 1. Section 10(b) of the Charter provides that a
person must not be punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading
way. In some circumstances, statutory minimum sentences
have been found to limit this right where a court has been
compelled to impose a grossly disproportionate sentence.
Section 21(2) and (3) of the Charter provide that every person
must not be subjected to arbitrary detention and must not be
deprived of their liberty except on grounds, and in accordance
with procedures, established by law. Where a law authorises
detention that is unjust, it may limit this right.
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workers. The impact of these changes is carefully tailored and
targeted to a specific subset of offending and so it is limited in
scope. The relevant prescribed minimum non-parole periods
for these offences range from six months and three years and
are not, on their face, grossly disproportionate. These
sentences are within the normal range for such offences.
The amendments are also proportionate. The purpose of these
changes in relation to offences against emergency workers,
custodial officers and youth justice custodial workers on duty
is to ensure that conduct which results in an injury to one of
these exposed workers is punished in a way which reflects the
objective gravity of that conduct; and that people who commit
these offences are punished proportionally to this seriousness
and do not receive non-custodial sentences.
These changes are intended to address increasing incidents of
offending against this exposed victim group. Crime Statistics
Agency data shows that in the five-year period to 2017 in
Victoria there has been a 17 per cent increase in recorded
assaults against police, emergency services or other
authorised officers. In 2017, there were 2,928 offences
recorded, compared to 2504 in 2012. Additionally, Victoria
Police data shows that in 2016/17 there were 181 police
vehicles rammed, compared to 101 in the preceding year.
The addition of aggravated home invasion and aggravated
carjacking is in recognition of the objective seriousness of the
conduct constituting this offence and that a non-custodial
sentencing outcome would be disproportionate. In addition to
an acknowledgment of the seriousness of these offences,
inserting these offences into Category 1 also recognises the
significant impact of these offences on the persons they are
committed against, and those individuals’ right to security.
These changes are also necessary to ensure that offenders are
deterred from committing these offences, by showing the
community that this serious offending will attract an equally
serious outcome.
While there is a genuine need for these amendments, the
imposition of a custodial order for Category 1 offences may
possibly render the sentence arbitrary, excessive or inhumane
in a minority of cases. This risk may be heightened in relation
to vulnerable groups in our society. This is because, while
there may be mitigating factors present in individual cases
which justify the imposition of a non-custodial sentence, a
non-custodial sentence will now be unavailable unless the
limited exception for impaired mental functioning applies to
the relevant offence.
However, as well as the ability to not impose a custodial order
on the basis of impaired mental functioning, a court can also
not impose the prescribed minimum non-parole period for the
relevant offence if it is satisfied of the existence of a special
reason. While this exception is being narrowed by the
proposed amendments, it will still operate to provide a court
with sentencing discretion in certain circumstances. In my
view, these exceptions, combined with the genuine need for
the amendments, mean that the right not to be punished in a
cruel, inhuman or degrading way is not limited and that the
right to be free from arbitrary detention is limited, if at all, in a
reasonable and justifiable manner in accordance with
section 7(2) of the Charter.

I consider that the inclusion of these offences into Category 1
does not limit section 10 of the Charter, nor does the inclusion
unjustifiably limit section 21 for the following reasons.

The right to equality

The proposed amendments target a narrow and well-defined
class of victims of serious, violent crimes, including exposed

Section 8(3) provides that every person is equal before the
law and is entitled to equal protection of the law without
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discrimination. The right to equality and non-discrimination
in section 8 of the Charter is relevant to the extent the
amendments in this Bill will disproportionately impact
vulnerable groups with protected attributes, including young
offenders, Aboriginal people and persons with mental
impairments.
The addition of offences to ‘Category 1’ does not directly
discriminate against persons with attributes, as the
amendments treat persons differently based on their conduct
and the circumstances of their offending rather than on the
basis of an attribute. This is an accepted form of differential
treatment, which already occurs in many other aspects of the
sentencing and parole system. The very nature of these
systems involves differentiating categories of offending (and
circumstances of offending) based on the nature and
seriousness of the offending, and to deem that different legal
consequences and administrative procedures apply to certain
categories. Further, there is a reasonable justification for
treating categories of offenders differently to recognise the
seriousness of offences included in Category 1.
However, it is possible that the addition of the offences to
Category 1, combined with the proposed amendments to the
special reasons exception, may indirectly discriminate against
individuals with a protected attribute. This is because the
addition of the offences to ‘Category 1’ and the restriction of
the special reasons exception means that a custodial sentence
must be imposed, and also that the mandatory minimum
sentence must be imposed. Unless the special reasons
exception applies, a court cannot impose a lesser sentence
than the mandatory minimum prescribed in the section 10AA
of the Sentencing Act 1991.
I consider that any discrimination which may result from
these amendment is reasonable. The amendments are
necessary for the reasons explained above to ensure that
conduct which results in an injury to one of these exposed
workers is punished in a way which reflects the objective
gravity of that conduct; that people who commit these
offences are punished proportionally to this seriousness and
do not receive non-custodial sentences and to ensure that
offenders are deterred from committing these offences, by
showing the community that this serious offending will attract
an equally serious outcome.
Additionally, the Bill includes safeguards against
inappropriate application of certain Category 1 offences for
offenders with substantial impaired mental functioning. It also
retains the discretion of a court to not impose the prescribed
minimum non-parole period for the relevant offence if it is
satisfied of the existence of a special reason. For these
reasons, I consider that any limitations to the right to equality
are reasonable and justified.
I also do not consider that any direct discrimination to
offenders that results from only providing offenders with
impaired mental functioning with the possibility of receiving
a non-custodial sentence is unreasonable so as to limit
section 8. It is appropriate to provide an additional exception
for this vulnerable group of offenders, and other offenders
will continue to have access to the special reason exception.
Any further carve out for a wider group of offenders would
prevent the amendments from fulfilling their important
purposes of deterring offenders from committing these
serious, violent offenders against exposed workers.
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The right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to have the charge or
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing. This
right is relevant because the inclusion of additional offences
into a category of offences which precludes the imposition of
non-custodial sentences impacts the sentencing discretion of
judicial officers.
However, courts retain the sentencing discretion to make a
finding that special reasons apply (albeit in more restricted
circumstances) and consequently not apply the prescribed
minimum non-parole period for offences that fall within
Category 1. The court also has discretion to impose a
non-custodial sentence for offences against emergency
workers, custodial officers and youth justice custodial
workers where an offender has impaired mental functioning.
This judicial discretion ensures that the right to a fair hearing
is not limited.
Further, the Bill maintains the rights of an accused in criminal
proceedings and does not affect the right to be presumed
innocent until proven guilty, and to defend themselves against
charges brought against them.
Additionally, as I have noted in a previous statement of
compatibility for these provisions, the High Court has
consistently held that the provisions imposing mandatory
minimum sentences do not constitute a usurpation of
judicial power.
The right to be presumed innocent
The Bill places an onus of proof on the offender to prove, on
the balance of probabilities, that a special reasons exists or
that the substantial impaired mental functioning exception
applies. Accordingly, this limits the right to be presumed
innocent in section 25(1) of the Charter, as it places a legal
burden on an offender.
However, in my view it is appropriate for the burden to rest
with the offender, given that the exception is a beneficial
provision that enables an offender to receive a non-custodial
sentence in circumstances where a custodial sentence would
otherwise be imposed. Additionally, an offender is best place
to provide evidence that these exceptions should apply.
Special Reasons
A court must impose a custodial order for Category 2
offences, unless the court is satisfied that certain special
reasons apply. Similarly, a court must impose a relevant
statutory minimum term of imprisonment unless it is satisfied
that certain special reasons apply.
Currently, special reasons exist where an offender:
assists law enforcement authorities in the investigation
or prosecution of an offence, or
who is between 18 and 21 years old and has a
psychosocial immaturity that substantially diminished
their ability to regulate their behaviour in comparison
with the norm, or
proves that at the time of the offence they had impaired
mental functioning linked to the commission of the
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offence or would result in the offender being subject to
significantly more than the ordinary burden or risks of
imprisonment,
Or where:
the court proposes to make a court Secure Treatment
order or residential treatment order in respect of the
offender, or
there are substantial and compelling circumstances
The statement of compatibility that accompanied the
Sentencing (Community Correction Order) and Other Acts
Amendment Act 2016 noted that the provisions that
accompanied that Act and which introduced ‘Category 1’ and
‘Category 2’ offences were justified, in part, by the safeguard
afforded by special reasons.
This Bill makes amendments to these special reasons to
narrow their scope and to provide courts with guidance about
their application. The Bill otherwise preserves the application
and significance of special reasons.
Since the introduction of ‘special reasons’ in 2012, there has
been frequent scrutiny and concern about how those
provisions are being interpreted and applied by sentencing
courts. For example, the application of special reasons in DPP
v Warren & Anor [2018] VCC 689 and DPP v Timoteo [2014]
VCC 1934 could be considered to be a broad application of
special reasons and has given rise to concerns about the need
for additional guidance and direction to the courts.
This Bill changes special reasons in a number of ways.
It removes the special reason relating to a young offender’s
psychosocial immaturity and an offender’s impaired mental
functioning (if caused by alcohol or drugs). It also removes
the special reason that applied to offences of causing injury to
an emergency worker on duty, custodial officer on duty or
youth justice custodial worker on duty, where the offender is
aged between 18 and 21, and where a court find there are
reasonable prospects for the rehabilitation of the offender.
Young offenders will continue to be able to access special
reasons that are available to adult offenders, such as
substantial and compelling circumstances, and accordingly,
the removal of these special reasons is not considered to
unjustifiably impact on this cohort.
Further, vulnerable persons who suffer from mental illness or
neurological impairments, but were under the influence of
drugs or alcohol at the time of the offending, may still rely on
this special reason if there is evidence that the impaired
mental functioning was due to their pre-existing impaired
mental functioning and not their intoxicated state.
Section 8 of the Charter is engaged to the extent that
vulnerable persons such as those with mental health issues are
at greater risk of a custodial sentence by the narrowing of
special reasons. I acknowledge that these vulnerable groups
have higher rates of contact with emergency workers in
particular and may therefore experience a disproportionate
impact from these provisions. This Bill does not limit
prosecutorial discretion in relation to charging acutely unwell
individuals, and maintains the impaired mental functioning
special reason. The Bill also makes clear that the change to
impaired mental functioning does not extend to offenders
who are under the influence of drugs being taken under
medical advice or by following recommended dosages.
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The Bill also retains a further safeguard in that a court can
make a finding of special reasons when it determines that the
individual circumstances of the case are substantial and
compelling, albeit in a manner consistent with the additional
guidance and restrictions in this Bill. The Bill clarifies what
courts are to consider in deciding whether circumstances in a
case are substantial and compelling. The Bill substantially
increases the threshold to be met before substantial and
compelling reasons can be found. The circumstances must be
so exceptional and rare as to justify departing from the
requirement to impose a custodial order.
Courts will also be guided by this Bill to place less weight on
the offenders individual circumstances and to consider
general deterrence and denunciation the principal purposes of
the sentence to be imposed. This intentionally ensures that the
need to deter future offenders from committing objectively
serious offences is not overborne unjustly by the
circumstances of an offender.
The impact of a court not finding that a special reason exists
will be that it has to impose a statutory minimum sentence of
imprisonment for the offences being added to Category 1.
Relevant statutory minimum terms represent between 5 per
cent and 15 per cent of the available maximum penalties and
in my opinion they are set at levels that are proportionate to the
objective seriousness of the offending with which they deal.
I believe that special reasons continue to provide safeguards
to offenders and that the proposed amendments to the special
reasons exception does not limit rights.
Other sentencing reforms
Clarification on place or area exclusion conditions
The Sentencing Act, the Family Violence Protection Act 2008
(FVP Act) and the Personal Safety Intervention orders
Act 2010 (PSIO Act) contain provisions setting out the
relationship between community correction orders (CCOs),
family violence intervention orders (FVIOs) and personal
safety intervention orders (PSIO). The Sentencing Act
provides that courts must not attach a relevant CCO condition
that is inconsistent with a FVIO or PSIO. Relevantly, the FVP
Act and PSIO Act both provide that FVIO and PSIOs
conditions should prevail to the extent of any inconsistency
with CCO conditions.
The FVP Act and PSIO Act both expressly refer to residence
restrictions, exclusion conditions and curfew conditions made
under CCOs. However, neither refer to place or area
exclusion conditions. The Bill will amend these acts to ensure
that that place and area exclusion conditions made under
CCOs are treated similarly to residence and exclusion
conditions and curfew conditions made under CCOs.
These changes will take effect from the date of the
commencement of the relevant provisions, and will apply to
persons subject to existing orders.
This change can arguably be interpreted to negatively impact
a person’s right to freedom of movement (section 12), and to
mean that a person — who is subject to an existing CCO and
FVIO or PSIO — is being subject to a greater restriction than
previously through the requirement of the family violence
orders thereby raising concerns about retrospective criminal
laws (section 27).
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imposed upon an offender and therefore this amendment —
which is meant to aid in interpretation of rights and
obligations — does not adversely impact any rights under the
Charter. This amendment would also confirm the primacy of
victim safety and promote the right under section 17 of
protection of families and children.
New sentencing consideration for 16–17 year olds
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that the minimum sentence is not warranted due to the
existence of special reasons, and that it would be open to that
court to impose a sentence that would have been within the
jurisdictional limit of the Magistrates Court.
This amendment is essentially technical in nature and will
ensure that procedural requirements are streamlined to match
current practice. In my view, it does not limit any rights under
the Charter.

The Bill introduces a requirement for higher courts, when
sentencing an offender aged 16 or 17 years at the time of the
commission of the offence, to have regard to the existence of
any statutory minimum sentencing provisions that would
apply if the offender were an adult. This requirement will
only apply prospectively, in relation to offences committed
after the commencement of these provisions.

Insertion of former sex offences into list of offences
requiring a custodial sentence

This amendment engages the right under section 23(3) of the
Charter, which states that a child who has been convicted of
an offence must be treated in a way that is appropriate for his
or her age.

The repealed sex offences were in effect until 1 July 2017
when they were replaced by new offences through the Crimes
Amendment (Sexual Offences) Act 2016. However, when the
definition of Category 1 offence commenced operation on
20 March 2017, it only referred to the new sex offences. This
means that the equivalent sex offences, committed on or after
20 March 2017 and before 1 July 2017, were not captured
within the definition of Category 1 offence. This in turn
means that persons who committed such offences between
those dates can escape the mandatory custodial requirements
of section 5(2G) of the Sentencing Act 1991.

This amendment does not extend the application of statutory
minima to 16 or 17 year olds, and is only intended to draw a
court’s attention to the seriousness of the offence and the
sentence that could be expected for an adult. This requirement
is only enlivened with respect to the 11 offences carrying
statutory minimum sentencing provisions. It does not limit the
powers of a court and a court will still have full discretion to
impose a sentence that is appropriate in the circumstances of
the case.
I therefore consider that, to the extent this amendment limits
the right under section 23 of the Charter — if at all — that
such a limitation is reasonable and justified.
Clarifying jurisdiction for recklessly causing serious injury
against emergency workers and others
The Bill introduces an amendment to prevent the offence of
causing serious injury recklessly from being heard in the
Magistrates’ Court where the offence is alleged to have been
committed against an emergency worker, custodial officer or
youth justice custodial worker on duty.
This is because an offence committed in such circumstances
attracts a statutory minimum sentence of imprisonment with a
two year non-parole period. This in effect means a head
sentence of two and a half years, which exceeds the summary
jurisdiction of the Magistrates Court.
This amendment is intended to apply to all hearings from the
date of commencement. Hearings that have been commenced
but not yet finalised in the Magistrates’ Court will be required
to be uplifted to the Supreme or County courts. This change
may raise questions as to whether the potential penalty for an
offender is being increased retrospectively as the offender’s
matter can no longer be heard in a venue where there is a cap
on the maximum sentence that can be imposed, thereby
engaging the right against retrospective criminal laws under
section 27(2).
The right against retrospective criminal laws is not limited by
this change. Cases involving sentencing requirements beyond
the Magistrates’ Court’s jurisdiction should already be
uplifted to an appropriate court to enable the court to comply
with those sentencing requirements. Depending on the
circumstances of the case, it may be that the court will find

The Bill will insert a number of repealed sex offences into the
definition of Category 1 offence in the Sentencing Act 1991.
These sex offences are equivalent to those offences currently
listed in the definition of Category 1 offence.

The proposed amendment will require such offenders to be
subject to the mandatory custodial requirements of
section 5(2G) of the Sentencing Act 1991, and will therefore
have a retrospective effect. This new sentencing requirement
will only apply in respect of offenders whose sentences have
not been finalised. This can potentially result in an offender
being subject to a custodial sentence in circumstances where a
court would otherwise have imposed a more lenient sentence.
This change therefore engages the right under section 27(2) of
the Charter against a retrospective increase in penalty for a
criminal offence. As with the introduction of the Category 1
offence requirements, this change also engages the rights
under sections 10 and 21 in relation to protection from torture
and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment and the right to
liberty and security of person.
In relation to the right under section 27(2), the proposed
change will only apply to a small group of offenders, being
those who committed the relevant sex offences within the
three month gap between the commencement of the
Category 1 offence requirements and the new sex offences.
These repealed sex offences describe offending of a very
serious nature — specifically, offending including rape and
sexual offences against children — and will ensure that
similar offenders are treated similarly in sentencing. In
relation to the rights under section 10 and 21, I refer to the
statement of compatibility made with respect to the
Sentencing (Community correction order) and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2016, which introduced the custodial
sentencing requirements.
To summarise the most relevant reasons, the requirement for
a custodial sentence resulting from categorisation of an
offence as a Category 1 offence does not carry with it any
prescribed minimum sentence, meaning the court retains full
discretion as to the length of the custodial order imposed. This
ensures that a proportionate sentence is applied taking into
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account the particular offence, level of criminality and any
aggravating or mitigating factors.
The restrictions imposed on a court when sentencing a
Category 1 offence do not compel a court to impose an
arbitrary sentence, nor a sentence that is grossly
disproportionate to the offending conduct. I also note that
there are other fundamental procedures and requirements
under Victorian law that protect against arbitrary detention,
and disproportionate and unjust sentences.
In my view, the impacts on these rights are therefore
reasonable and justified.
Amendment of the meaning of ‘serious sexual offender’
The Bill amends the definition of ‘serious sexual offender’ for
the purposes of Part 2A (Serious offenders) of the Sentencing
Act. This Part requires courts to apply certain presumptions in
sentencing of serious sexual offenders, which may lead to
longer sentences for such offenders.
The current definition of ‘serious sexual offender’ includes
offenders who have been convicted and sentenced to custody
for the current offence of persistent sexual abuse of child
under 16. As amended, the definition will also include
persons who have been convicted and sentenced to custody
for historical versions of this offence. This change therefore
limits the right under section 27(2) of the Charter against a
retrospective increase in penalty for a criminal offence. For
similar reasons, the change could also engage the rights under
section 10 and 21 of the Charter.
Historical versions of the offence of persistent sexual abuse of
child under 16 are currently included in Schedule 1 to the
Sentencing Act, which lists offences relevant to the Part 2A
provisions. However, an offender will only be captured
within the definition of ‘serious sexual offender’ if they have
been convicted and detained for that offence, as well as
another sexual offence or a violent offence in the same course
of conduct. In other words, an offender would need to have
been convicted and detained for at least two offences.
By contrast, an offender need only be convicted and detained
for one offence of the current offence of persistent sexual
abuse of a child, or for the incidents of sexual offences in one
course of conduct charge, to be caught within the definition.
The policy basis for requiring only one such offence is
because such offenders would have engaged in multiple
instances of sexual offending.
The proposed amendment would mean offenders who are in
future sentenced for historical versions of the persistent sexual
abuse against a child offence will be sentenced subject to the
Part 2A provisions. The amendment will therefore enable
similar offenders, who have engaged in similar offending, to
be treated alike in sentencing.
It is anticipated that this amendment will have a limited
effect, as it will only affect offenders who have committed a
relevant persistent sexual abuse offence prior to 1 July 2017
(when the new version of the offence commenced), who have
yet to be sentenced, and who will be sentenced to a term of
imprisonment or detention in a youth justice centre. Further,
these amendments will not affect offenders who are appealing
a sentence which has already been imposed prior to these
amendments taking effect.
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For these reasons, as well as in light of the serious nature of
this type of offending, I believe that the impact of this
amendment on the rights under sections 10, 21 and 27(2) of
the Charter is reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of
the Charter.
New DPP appeal right
The Bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 (CPA) to
address a gap in the legislation that means that the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) cannot appeal a sentencing
decision of the County Court where special reasons were
found on appeal, which enables the court to not impose the
statutory minimum term of imprisonment for the offence. In
these circumstances, the DPP does not have an appeal right to
the Court of Appeal. This differs from other appeal rights of
the DPP — for example, section 287 of the CPA enables the
DPP to appeal to the Court of Appeal against a sentence
imposed by the County Court in its original jurisdiction.
The recent case of DPP v Warren & Anor [2018] VCC 689
(Warren) led to widespread concerns about the appropriate
application of sentencing laws requiring statutory minimum
terms of imprisonment for violent offences committed against
emergency workers on duty. In my view, giving the DPP a
right of appeal in such circumstances is a necessary and
appropriate measure to ensure that statutory minimum terms
of imprisonment are imposed in appropriate cases. As the
courts have noted, the criminal justice system should be
‘self-correcting’ (DPP v Dalgliesh [2017] HCA 41).
However, under the current provisions, where a County Court
judge makes a finding of ‘special reasons’ when imposing a
sentence on appeal, there is no right of appeal if the DPP
considers that there is an error in that decision. A right of
appeal will assist the courts to self-correct.
The new right to appeal is based on the DPP’s current right to
appeal an inadequate sentence in section 287 of the CPA. It
will apply where an offender has appealed from the
Magistrates Court and the County Court has made a finding
that a special reason exists under sections 5(2H) or 10A of the
Sentencing Act 1991 when imposing a sentence on the
offender. The appeal may only be brought if the DPP
considers that there was an error in the sentence imposed and
a different sentence should be imposed. The DPP must also
be satisfied that an appeal should be brought in the public
interest. The DPP will only be able to utilise this new appeal
right from an appeal in the County Court that was brought by
the offender. That is, the Bill does not enable the DPP to
appeal after a DPP appeal in the County Court.
The right to a fair hearing is protected by section 24 of the
Charter. Article 14 of the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, on which section 24 of the Charter is
based, includes equality before the courts as part of the right
to a fair hearing, where the same procedural rights are to be
provided to all parties unless distinctions are based on law
and can be justified on objective and reasonable grounds that
do not entail actual disadvantage or other unfairness on the
defendant. Equality before the court includes ‘equality of
arms’, which is breached where only the prosecutor, and not
the defendant, is allowed to appeal a certain decision, as is the
case in the Bill (International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights Committee General Comment no 32 (2007)). There is
therefore a risk that the new DPP appeal right may be
incompatible with the right to a fair hearing. The government
nevertheless wishes to proceed with the amendments.
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The government has decided to preclude offenders from
having the equivalent appeal right because allowing offenders
to appeal a court’s finding that special reasons did not exist is
contrary to the intent of the emergency worker provisions.

Additionally, section 50 of the EA Act bars an estate agent
from suing for, recovering or retaining any commission or
money in respect of any outgoings for or in respect of any
transaction unless they complied with section 49A(1).

Currently, an offender is able to appeal to the Court of Appeal
under section 283 of the CPA in circumstances where the
County Court imposed a sentence of imprisonment on appeal,
and the offender had not received a sentence of imprisonment
in the Magistrates Court. That is, offenders are not entirely
precluded from appealing a decision of the County Court
on appeal.

Amongst other information, a ‘rebate statement’ must, under
section 49A(4)(a), contain a statement of whether or not the
agent will be, or is likely to be, entitled to any rebate in
respect of any outgoings, any prepayments made by a client
in respect of expenditure by the agent on the client’s behalf,
and any payments made by the client to another person in
respect of the work. Under section 49A(4)(c), a ‘rebate
statement’ must also contain a ‘rebate prohibition statement’,
which is ‘a statement that the agent is not entitled to retain
any rebate and must not charge the client an amount for any
expenses that is more than the cost of those expenses’. It has
been held that an engagement or appointment must contain a
rebate prohibition statement irrespective of whether the agent
would be, or be likely to be, entitled to any rebate or to charge
any expenses under a particular engagement or appointment.

I believe it is necessary to provide this appeal right to the DPP
to ensure that statutory minimum terms of imprisonment are
being correctly imposed by the courts and the system can
self-correct. As I note above, an appeal may only be made if
the DPP considers that there was an error in the sentence
imposed and that a different sentence should be imposed, and
satisfied that bringing the appeal is in the public interest. The
new appeal right is modelled on current section 287 of the
CPA and applies the same practice and procedures as any
other DPP appeal to the Court of Appeal. The Bill also
amends section 15(1)(a) of the Appeals Costs Act 1998 to
ensure that the offender (as the respondent) may apply to the
Court of Appeal for an indemnity certificate in respect of their
own costs on appeal. I note also the importance of public
confidence in the criminal justice system, which will be
enhanced by enabling the DPP to appeal in appropriate cases.
Finally, the appeal power only applies to special reasons
under sections 5(2H) or 10A of the Sentencing Act 1991, and
only after an appeal by an offender, and is therefore limited in
its scope. This confines the power to the cases of particular
concern to the government and the community.
Accordingly, while I acknowledge that Division 6 of Part 5 of
the Bill may limit the right to a fair hearing and in so doing
may be incompatible with the Charter, it is my view that the
limitation is reasonable and justified and if it is not, the
incompatibility is nevertheless necessary for the reasons
outlined above.
Section 25(4) of the Charter provides a right to have a
conviction and sentence reviewed by a higher court in
accordance with the law. An offender will still have the right
to a de novo appeal on sentence, as well as the right to apply
to the Supreme Court on a question of law. Accordingly, I do
not consider section 25(4) to be limited by the proposal.
Section 26 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
punished more than once for an offence in respect of which
he or she has already been finally convicted. In my view,
these reforms do not limit this right.
Estate Agents Act 1980 — Rebate Statements
The Bill amends the Estate Agents Act 1980 (the EA Act) to
alter the effect of non-compliance with requirements on estate
agents to make disclosures in respect of rebate agreements.
Section 49A(1) of the EA Act currently provides that an
estate agent must not obtain, or seek to obtain, any payment
from a person in respect of work done by, or on behalf of, the
agent or in respect of any outgoings incurred by the agent
unless they meet certain statutory preconditions. One of those
preconditions is that an agent have a written engagement
signed by the person from whom they seek payment, and that
the engagement contain (relevantly) a ‘rebate statement’. If a
person breaches section 49A(1) they commit an offence.

The Bill inserts new subsections (6) and (7) to section 49A.
These provide that for engagements or appointments entered
into on or before the Bill receives Royal Assent, a rebate
statement will not fail to comply with section 49A(4) merely
because it lacks the statements required by
subsection (4)(a) and (c).
The Bill’s provisions are deemed to commence on 9 June
2018. Further, new section 104 provides that section 49A, as
amended, applies retrospectively to the engagement or
appointment of an estate agent in respect of work done by (or
on behalf of) the agent or in respect of any outgoings incurred
by the agent. This retrospective application also affects
proceedings commenced before 9 June 2018 which concern
validity of a rebate statement because the statement does not
contain a rebate prohibition statement (new section 104(3)).
The overarching purpose of the Bill is to ensure that mere
non-conformity with the requirement to include statements
under section 49A(4)(a) and (c), which in some instances may
not be relevant to the particular transaction in issue, will not
(of itself):
cause an estate agent to commit an offence where they
obtain or seek to obtain payment in respect of work or
outgoings, or
prevent the agent recovering commissions or money in
respect of any outgoings for (or in respect of) any such
transaction.
Section 20 — Right not to not be deprived of property other
than in accordance with law
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.
Section 50 of the EA Act bars an agent from enforcing an
otherwise valid contractual cause of action where the
statutory conditions under section 49A(1) have not been
complied with. The Bill provides that persons (such as a
vendor) whose contractual liability to an estate agent would
have been effectively extinguished by section 50 due to an
agent’s non-compliance with section 49A(4)(a) and (c), will
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lose that protection and the agent’s (otherwise barred) cause
of action will be effectively reinstated. The provision may
also mean that vendors who have paid a commission to
agents, and who seek restitution of that payment on the basis
of the agent’s non-compliance with section 49A(4)(a) and (c)
will have any claim that might otherwise have existed
extinguished.
Insofar as an accrued cause of action may constitute property
for the purpose of the Charter, arguably section 20 is engaged.
However, for the following reasons, I do not consider that the
provisions limit the right under section 20 of the Charter.
One effect of these provisions is to reinstate to an estate agent
a cause of action that had previously been statutorily
extinguished in respect of commission or outgoing not
received. This is achieved by removing (in certain
circumstances) a statutory bar limiting the cause of action. For
the plaintiff, this confers rather than deprives them of the
property in any cause of action. By contrast, the impact on the
defendant is to deprive them of a statutory right. In these
circumstances, where the only right which a person is
deprived of is a statutory defence, the provisions will not
detrimentally affect a chose in action, and therefore the
deprivation will not be of ‘property’.
The provisions may also affect persons who seek to recover
money already paid to an agent who failed to comply with
section 49A(4)(a) and (c). In those circumstances, the effect
of the provisions may be to deprive that person of property
and will need to be in accordance with law in order not to
limit the right protected under the Charter.
I consider any resulting deprivation to be in accordance with
law. The change is provided for by statute, which is clearly
and precisely set out in the Bill. Even though the provisions
have a narrow field of retrospective operation, I consider that
any deprivation they effect is nevertheless in accordance
with law.
Finally, even if the provisions do not qualify as being ‘in
accordance with law’ for the purposes of the Charter insofar
as they operate retrospectively, then I consider that the
limitation that they place on the right is demonstrably justified
in the circumstances.
This is because:
although the right to property is fundamental, the scope
of the right affected by the Bill (being a highly specific
statutory limitation on the operation of ordinary
contractual rights) is relatively minor;
the variation to the right is an amendment to a limitation
already made by legislation (that is, the provisions only
ameliorate the effect of an existing statutory intervention
into enforceability of contractual claims); and
the purpose of the provision is to ensure that minor
non-compliance with the provisions by standard form
contracts that may have been in use for several years
does not disproportionately deprive agents of any
recovery they would otherwise be entitled to. There is no
less restrictive means of achieving this specific
objective.
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Section 24 — Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. The right generally encompasses the
established common law right of each individual to
unimpeded access to the courts of the state, and may be
limited if a person faces a procedural barrier to bringing his or
her case before a court. The right will not be engaged,
however, by a provision that substantively changes the law so
that a cause of action no longer exists.
The provisions, may, in some cases effectively extinguish
claims in proceedings that have already been commenced and
are before a court. However, while the application of the
provisions to existing claims may have the effect of requiring
the court to determine a matter in a certain way after it is
instituted, this does not mean that the fair hearing right is
engaged.
In my view, the effect of the provisions is to change the scope
of the substantive rights and liabilities that any court is to
determine. It is not to affect the procedure by which a court is
to determine such rights. For this reason, in my view the fair
hearing right is not relevant to this Bill.
Other Consumer Affairs portfolio amendments
Section 13 — Right to privacy and reputation
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.
Section 13(b) provides that a person has the right not to have
their reputation unlawfully attacked. 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.
Clause 70 inserts new subsection 58(1)(d) into the Rooming
House Operators Act 2016, which permits an inspector, when
entering and searching a premises without the occupier’s
consent, to make any still or moving image, audio recording
or audio-visual recording. This amendment makes inspectors’
powers when entering and searching premises consistent, as
inspectors already have the power to make images and audio
or audio-visual recordings when entering a premises with the
occupier’s consent.
In my view, while the exercise of this power may interfere
with the privacy of an individual, any such interference will
be lawful and not arbitrary. The power may only be exercised
for the purpose of monitoring compliance with that Act or
regulations, and does not extend to a room in a rooming
house that a person resides in, other than a room in which the
rooming house operator resides and from which the operator
operates the rooming house. Enabling inspectors to make
recordings of premises during a search ensures that rooming
houses are operated in a safe and professional manner and
that the rights of rooming house residents are protected.
Part 6 of the Bill also amends the Domestic Building
Contracts Act 1995. Section 46D of that Act provides that if a
domestic building work dispute is not resolved by
conciliation, the chief dispute resolution officer must give
each party written notice and a copy of the proposed
certificate of conciliation. Clause 47 of the Bill substitutes
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subsection 46D(3)(b) to provide that, if the chief dispute
resolution officer believes a party did not participate in the
conciliation or did not participate in good faith, the proposed
certificate must include a statement of that opinion.

Torres Strait Islander person is taken into custody. The
amendments require an investigating officer to notify the
Victorian Aboriginal Legal Services (VALS) if an Aboriginal
or Torres Strait Islander person is taken into custody.

While a statement of opinion that a party did not participate in
a conciliation in good faith may engage that party’s right to
reputation, I do not consider that it constitutes an unlawful
attack on a person’s reputation. The Act already provides for
such an opinion to be included in a certificate of conciliation
under section 46E. Including such information in a certificate
that is later provided to VCAT may incentivise parties to
participate in conciliation in good faith and may also assist
VCAT to understand why a dispute was not resolved. The
proposed certificate is only provided to the parties to the
dispute, and is not published more broadly. Further, as a result
of this amendment, a party will be able to make submissions
to the chief dispute resolution officer in relation to the
contents of the proposed certificate, including any opinion
expressed therein. In my view, clause 47 is consistent with the
right to privacy and reputation in section 13 of the Charter.

Section 8 — Recognition and equality before the law and
section 19 — Cultural rights

Section 24 — Fair hearing rights
Section 24 of the Charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
Clause 43 of the Bill repeals certain subsections of section 45C
of the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995, which relates to
the referral of a domestic building work dispute to the chief
dispute resolution officer. The effect of this amendment is that
a referral that is not in the proper form, made outside of the
required time or where all issues arising out of the dispute have
been or are the subject of proceedings before VCAT or a court
will be deemed out of jurisdiction under section 45 of that Act,
instead of not suitable for conciliation under section 45C (and
stated to be such in a certificate of conciliation issued by the
chief dispute resolution officer). This means that the chief
dispute resolution officer will no longer issue a certificate of
conciliation for such referrals. As a certificate of conciliation is
required for a party to a domestic building work dispute to be
able to apply to VCAT, this amendment may engage the right
to a fair hearing by limiting a person’s ability to have the
rejection of their referral to the chief dispute resolution
officer reviewed.
The amendment in clause 43 simplifies the procedure under
the Act by clarifying the distinction between a dispute that is
out of jurisdiction and a dispute that is unsuitable for
conciliation. The requirements for a valid referral to the chief
dispute resolution officer are set out in section 45 of the Act,
and include requirements that the referral be in a particular
form, be referred within a particular time, and not be the
subject of proceedings in VCAT or a court. A referral that
fails to comply with these requirements is not a valid referral,
and the referring party could not get a different result at
VCAT. Therefore, in my view, the repeal of
section 45C(3)(a), (b) and (e) in clause 43 of the Bill do not
limit the right to a fair hearing.
Amendment to the Crimes Act 1958 — Victorian
Aboriginal Legal Services (VALS) notification
Clauses 15 to 17 of the Bill amend the Crimes Act 1958 to
formalise current police practices when an Aboriginal or

Section 8 of the Charter provides for the right of every person
to be treated equally before the law without discrimination.
However, section 8(4) provides that ‘measures taken for the
purpose of assisting or advancing persons or groups of
persons disadvantaged because of discrimination do not
constitute discrimination.
The Bill engages the right to recognition and equality before
the law as the amendment draws a distinction between
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander persons and others,
resulting in different treatment for a particular group.
However, I consider that the different treatment falls within
section 8(4) as the reform will assist in countering identified
disadvantages and discrimination routinely faced by
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander persons in their
engagement with the criminal justice system, such as
over-representation. By ensuring contact with legal
representation at an early stage, Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander persons will have better access to information and
advice about rights and options allowing for preparation for
court hearings and assistance in maintaining contact with
families and communities.
Section 19(2) of the Charter recognises that Aboriginal
persons hold distinct cultural rights, which they must not be
denied the right to enjoy. These rights are particularly relevant
in the context of the criminal justice system, as incarceration
removes people from their traditional lands, families and
cultural practices. By encouraging early access to culturally
appropriate legal representation, the amendments will help to
promote cultural rights of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander persons.
I therefore consider that the amendment promotes the rights
of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander persons and is
compatible with sections 8 and 19 of the Charter.
Section 13 — Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the Charter protects a person’s right not to have
their privacy unlawfully and arbitrarily interfered with. The
purpose of the right to privacy is to protect people from
unjustified interference with their personal and social
individuality and identity. However, the Charter permits
lawful and non-arbitrary interferences with a
person’s privacy.
The amendment requires police to enquire if a person is an
Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander person, and to notify
VALS of the presence of an Aboriginal or Torres Strait
Islander person in custody, regardless of whether that person
authorises the sharing of information. While this may be said
to interfere with a person’s right to privacy, the interference is
non-arbitrary. The purpose of the information sharing is to
promote the rights of an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
person in custody, including the following Charter rights:
The right to be treated humanely when deprived of
liberty (section 22), by ensuring that an Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander person is able to promptly
communicate with a lawyer, which may include
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addressing their treatment in custody, including access
to basic medical and psychiatric care.
The right to a fair hearing (section 24) and the rights of
an accused in criminal proceedings (section 25) by
ensuring that an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander
person can be promptly informed of the charge and
properly informed of their rights, have adequate time to
prepare a quality defence, have their matter heard
without unreasonable delay, and receive assistance in a
linguistically and culturally appropriate manner. The
ability of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander persons
to exercise these rights are fundamentally tied to their
ability to contact legal representatives as soon as
practicable.
I therefore consider that the impact on the right to privacy is
reasonable, appropriate and justified by the purpose of the
proposal.
Section 25(2)(b) — Right to a lawyer of their own choosing
Section 25 of the Charter provides for minimum rights of a
person in criminal proceedings, including that a person has
the right to be represented by a lawyer of their own choosing.
The amendment requires that VALS be notified whenever an
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander person is taken into
custody, regardless of whether that person wishes to be
represented by VALS. However, the mere fact of notification
does not mean that the arrested person must be represented by
VALS in court, and the option to choose another lawyer
remains open to them. I therefore do not consider that the
amendment limits the right to choose a lawyer in
criminal proceedings.
Criminal procedure amendments
The Bill makes a number of amendments to clarify and
improve criminal procedure laws. First, the Bill amends the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 (CPA) by moving
cross-examination ordinarily conducted during a committal
hearing in sexual offence cases involving a complainant that
is a child or person with a cognitive impairment to the trial
court. The Bill also clarifies and streamlines the procedure for
ordering and taking the evidence of a person after the
committal hearing but prior to trial in all cases. Finally, the
Bill makes amendments to provisions relating to the
admission of recorded evidence in sexual offence cases and
improper questions put to a witness.
Section 24 — Right to a fair hearing and section 25 — Rights
in criminal proceedings
Section 24 of the Charter provides the right for a person
charged with a criminal offence to have the charge or
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
Section 25 of the Charter sets out rights in criminal
proceedings including specific minimum guarantees in these
proceedings. Relevant to these amendments, subsection (2)(c)
provides for a person to be tried without delay and
subsection (2)(g) provides the right for a person charged to
examine, or have examined, witnesses against them, unless
otherwise provided for by law.
The amendment that moves pre-trial cross-examination of
witnesses other than the complainant in certain sexual offence
cases to the trial court (clauses 19 to 26 and 30) promotes the
rights in sections 24 and 25(2)(c) by reducing delay in cases
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with particularly vulnerable complainants, increasing
efficiency and better utilising resources. A committal hearing
increases delay in cases in which the passing of time has been
shown to affect the quality of evidence, prolongs the
resolution of the case and delays the victim’s opportunity for
rehabilitation. Moving cross-examination of witnesses to the
trial court will help to address these issues. The reform will
allow for more efficient and effective cross-examination in
these cases, as presently counsel may change between
committal and trial, which can lead to duplication of work
and a failure to identify or narrow issues in dispute. The trial
judge and counsel will be aware of particular issues in the
case and can confine cross-examination of a witness to
matters relevant to the trial.
The rights in sections 24 and 25(2)(g) are not limited by the
amendment as an accused person will still have the same
opportunity to cross-examine witnesses before trial. The same
procedure and test that currently applies in a committal hearing
will apply to pre-trial cross-examination under the new
provision (that is, that the accused has identified a relevant
issue to which the proposed questioning relates, and that cross‐
examination of the witness on that issue is justified).
The Bill also streamlines other existing procedures for taking
evidence pre-trial under section 198 of the CPA and the
common law Basha hearing (clause 30). These amendments
also promote the right to a fair hearing and rights in criminal
proceedings as there is currently uncertainty as to when an
application should be made under section 198 or pursuant to
the common law Basha. The Bill provides for a clear,
efficient and improved process for pre-trial examination of
witnesses while not altering the tests that apply to these
provisions (‘interests of justice’ for section 198 and ‘serious
risk of an unfair trial’ in relation to Basha). In clarifying these
procedures, the Bill ensures that an accused person is able to
adequately test the evidence of witnesses, understand the
strength of the prosecution case against them, and properly
prepare their defence for trial.
The right to a fair hearing is also promoted by the following
amendments in the Bill.
Clause 56 amends section 41 of the Evidence Act 2008
to require that a court must, rather than may, disallow
improper questions. There is no reason for allowing
improper questions, such as those that are misleading,
humiliating or repetitive, to be asked of a witness and
such questions cannot be said to form part of a
fair hearing.
Clause 31 amends section 381 of the CPA to make clear
that the default position is that a recording of the
evidence of a complainant is ordinarily admitted in any
new trial or appeal unless it is not in the interests of
justice to do so. Giving evidence in a sexual offence case
is traumatic and stressful. The process for admitting the
recorded evidence of a complainant in a sexual offence
case whose evidence has not been taken at a special
hearing is intended to reduce the number of a times a
complainant has to give evidence by providing that that
evidence can be used in a subsequent trial. This may
also reduce the risk of a discontinuance if a complainant
decides that they are unable to give evidence again. The
Bill also removes the requirement to consider the
availability or willingness of the complainant to give
further evidence, to ensure that a court’s consideration of
this factor does not have unintended consequences for
complainants (e.g. being required to give evidence about
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why they do not wish to give evidence). The court must
continue to consider other factors such as whether the
accused would be unfairly disadvantaged by the
admission of the recording. This provides a balanced
approach to these issues to reduce the risk of further
stress and trauma to the complainant while ensuring that
the accused receives a fair trial.

Amendments to Coroners Act 2008
The Bill amends the Coroners Act to give effect to four of the
Coronial Council Appeals Reference Report’s (Report’s)
recommendations, in order to:
make it clear that findings made under the previous
coroners acts of 1958 and 1985 may be reviewed by the
Coroners Court, where the court is satisfied that there
are new facts and circumstances that make it
appropriate to do so;
allow the Coroners Court to consider an application by
an interested party to amend the wording of a decision of
a coroner in certain limited circumstances;
clarify the meaning of a question of law for the purposes
of an appeal against a coronial finding; and
increase the time limit for commencing an appeal
against a coroner’s refusal to re-open an investigation
from 28 days to three months.
The amendments to the Coroners Act promote the human
rights in the Charter by improving the mechanisms by which
individuals can resolve disputes and enforce their rights
within the Coroners Court. In particular, the amendments
engage, but do not limit, the following Charter rights:
the right to recognition and equality before the law
(section 8);
the right to life (section 9);
the right to protection of families and children
(section 17); and
the right to a fair hearing (section 24).
Section 8 — Right to recognition and equality before the law
The Coroners Act amendments promote the right to
recognition and equality before the law in accordance with
section 8(3) of the Charter. In the recent cases of Spear v
Hallenstein,1 and James v Mason,2 the Supreme Court held
that it did not have jurisdiction to review coroners’ findings
made under the 1958 and 1985 coroners acts. It is unclear
whether the Coroners Court has jurisdiction to review findings
made under the 1958 and 1985 acts. The Bill makes clear that
the Coroners Court has jurisdiction to set aside findings or
re-open investigations in relation to historic cases determined
under either the 1958 or 1985 acts. In so doing, it ensures
equity of opportunity to re-open inquests for families whose
inquests occurred under the previous two coroners acts.
Section 9 — Right to life
The Coroners Act amendments engage the right to life, which
might encompass a positive procedural obligation to
undertake an effective official investigation into the
circumstances of certain deaths (including the types of deaths
investigated by the Coroners Court). Consistent with the
Charter, in order to be effective, an investigation must be
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prompt, accessible to the deceased’s family, and the
investigation process should enable a determination about the
death to be made.
The Bill promotes the right to life through a range of
amendments that improve the effectiveness of a coronial
investigation, for example by:
enabling the Coroners Court to re-open an investigation
and/or set aside a finding, when satisfied that there are
new facts and circumstances that make it appropriate to
do so, in relation to all cases determined under the
current Coroners Act as well as under the 1958 and 1985
acts; and
allowing the Coroners Court to revise — in limited
circumstances — the wording of a coronial decision,
without the need to re-open an investigation. An
application under this provision must be made within
three months after the decision is made, in order to
balance the interest of parties to seek minor amendments
to the wording of a coroner’s decision, and the public
interest of achieving finality in a matter.
Section 17 — Right to protection of families and children
The Coroners Act amendments promote the right to
protection of families and children, in accordance with
section 17 of the Charter, by improving the experiences of
families who engage with the coronial process. Under the
amendments, families will be able to apply to the Coroners
Court to amend the wording of a decision in certain limited
circumstances. Although this amendment will not allow
findings to be amended, it will allow minor changes to the
wording of decisions, as it is important to families that the
facts relating to the death of their loved one are reflected
accurately and fairly in the coroner’s findings.
Section 24 — Right to a fair hearing
The Coroners Act amendments engage the right to a fair
hearing, in accordance with section 24 of the Charter. The
right to a fair hearing is concerned with the procedural
fairness of a decision, and also includes a right to a reasonably
expeditious hearing, the right to legal advice and
representation, and the just resolution of proceedings. The
amendments promote the right to a fair hearing by:
allowing the Coroners Court to set aside findings and/or
re-open an investigation where there are new facts and
circumstances, for coronial matters decided under the
1958 and 1985 acts, as well as the current 2008 Act; and
increasing the time limit for commencing an appeal
against a coroner’s refusal to re-open an investigation
from 28 days to three months, which will give people a
more reasonable period of time to seek legal advice.
In considering whether to set aside findings and/or re-open an
investigation, the Coroners Court would need to comply with
the requirements of procedural fairness.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Training and Skills
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Second reading
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:31) — I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

In doing so, I wish to advise the house that house
amendments to the Coroners Act passed in the other
place will strengthen reforms to appeals and reviews in
the coronial system by amending new section 77(7) of
the act — that is, clause 9(3) of the bill — to allow the
State Coroner to determine which coroner should
constitute the Coroners Court to hear a section 77
application. This will allow a coroner other than the
original coroner to hear the application where that is
appropriate.
Also they insert a new clause 13 into the bill to create a
statutory obligation for the Attorney-General to cause a
review to be conducted of the operation and
effectiveness of the amendments made to the Coroners
Act by part 3 of the bill. The report of that review must
be tabled in both houses of Parliament within 14 sitting
days of the report being provided to the
Attorney-General, and renumbering as a result of the
insertion of a new clause 13.
These house amendments respond to concerns raised by
families of deceased persons involved in the coronial
process.
Motion agreed to.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:33) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill amends a number of justice-related Acts to improve
the law, reduce delay and protect victims, ensure our coronial
system works fairly, and ensure that our laws properly
respond to offences against emergency (and other) workers.
Sentencing reforms
The Bill introduces a number of sentencing reforms,
including amendments which will ensure that people who
attack those members of our community who treat and care
for Victorians receive a custodial sentence; and that laws
requiring the imposition of terms of imprisonment are applied
appropriately.
It is in the public interest to advance reforms strengthening
laws which protect ambulance officers, police officers,
custodial officers and other personnel who take on significant
responsibility and personal risk in serving the Victorian
community. These changes will clarify these laws and
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provide courts with guidance and direction as to how these
laws should be applied.
These laws were introduced by the former Liberal
government in 2014. Recent decisions demonstrate that those
laws were drafted deficiently, and have led to outcomes
which are not consistent with community expectations.
I sought urgent advice from the Department of Justice and
Regulation on how those issues could be addressed. We are
acting quickly and thoroughly to fix the deficiencies with
these laws, and to ensure that appropriate guidance is
provided to the courts on the Parliament’s clear intention
regarding the application of sentencing laws.
Requirement to impose a custodial order
This Bill requires offenders who commit injury offences
against emergency workers, custodial officers and youth
justice custodial workers on duty to be sentenced to a
custodial order, by adding those offences to the definition of
‘Category 1 offence’ in the Sentencing Act 1991. This will
mean that where a court does not impose a statutory
minimum sentence that attaches to these offences, it will
nevertheless have to impose a custodial order and will not be
able to sentence the offender to a community correction order
or other non-custodial outcome.
In addition to injury offences against emergency and other
workers on duty, this Bill also provides that aggravated home
invasion and aggravated carjacking require the imposition of
a custodial order, by also making these offences ‘Category 1
offences’. This honours a commitment made in the 2018/19
Community Safety Statement, which also provides that the
government would add further objectively serious offences to
the requirement to impose a custodial order. This Bill does
that, by requiring courts to impose a custodial order for home
invasion, carjacking, culpable driving causing death,
dangerous driving causing death, and armed robbery in
certain circumstances, unless the offender can demonstrate
that a special reason exists.
Special reasons
This Bill also refines and narrows those special reasons which,
if proven, mean a court is not bound to impose a certain
statutory minimum sentence. These same special reasons also
apply to ‘Category 2 offences’, where a court must impose a
custodial order unless one of these reasons exist.
The changes are necessary to address concerns by
government and the community that these laws are not being
applied as intended by the courts, and to provide additional
clarification and guidance to courts in applying what should
be limited special reasons.
The Bill will clarify when impaired mental functioning can be
established as a special reason. An offender will not be able to
rely on impaired mental functioning where it was caused
solely by self-induced intoxication. An offender who has a
genuine mental illness or neurological impairment, but was
under the influence of alcohol or another drug at the time of
the offending, will still be able to rely on a special reason if
there is evidence that the impaired mental functioning was
due to their pre-existing impaired mental functioning and not
their intoxicated state.
Furthermore, the Bill will raise the threshold applicable to an
offender seeking to establish special reasons on the basis that
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their impaired mental functioning will mean that prison will
impose additional burdens or risks. An offender will now
need to establish that their impaired mental functioning means
that imprisonment will pose substantially and materially
greater burdens or risks than would ordinarily be the case.
The Bill also amends special reasons which apply to young
offenders. Young persons aged 18 to 20 at the time of
offending, will no longer be able to rely on a particular
psychosocial immaturity as a special reason, as this special
reason will be removed. An additional special reason for
young offenders who caused injury (relating to their prospects
of rehabilitation the likelihood they would be subject to
undesirable influences in an adult prison) will also be
removed. To ensure consistency with provisions addressing
more serious injury offences, the Sentencing Act 1991 will be
amended so that in appropriate cases these young offenders
can be sentenced to detention in a youth justice facility rather
than detention in an adult prison.
Further, this Bill amends the special reason which relates to
the existence of substantial and compelling circumstances.
This ‘catch all’ special reason has been used by the courts to
capture a number of circumstances, some of which can be
described as conditions or situations that afflict a large
number of Victorians and which unfortunately, do not meet
the high threshold that has been set by the legislation.
The Bill will clarify what is to be considered in deciding
whether circumstances are substantial and compelling to
provide courts with guidance and direction. The reforms will
make it clear that the test sets a high threshold, that the courts
will be required to give less weight to the circumstances of
the offender, and that the principal sentencing purposes for
these offences will be general deterrence and denunciation.
The amendments will also clarify what cannot constitute
substantial and compelling circumstances, including factors
such as an early guilty plea or previous good character.
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supported in receiving treatment for the condition that has
contributed to the offending behaviour.
Statutory minimum sentences for children
In recognition of the particular vulnerability of children, the
statutory minimum sentences do not apply to offenders who
are under 18 at the time of the offence. The Bill will include
reforms to require courts to have regard to statutory minimum
sentences when sentencing offenders aged 16 and 17 years
old at the time of offending, for offences that attract a
statutory minimum term when committed by an adult, where
the children’s matters have been uplifted from the
Children’s Court.
This is intended to ensure that courts have regard to the
gravity of these particular offences. The amendment will not
affect the principle that children should only be detained in
custody as a last resort.
Miscellaneous sentencing reforms
This Bill will also include a small number of minor or
technical reforms. It will clarify that the offence of recklessly
causing serious injury, when committed against an emergency
worker, custodial officer or youth justice custodial worker on
duty, cannot be heard and determined summarily. The Bill
will also amend the definition of ‘serious sexual offender’ in
the Sentencing Act 1991 to ensure that offenders convicted of
the old offence of persistent sexual abuse of a child under 16
are captured by the serious offender provisions in that Act.
Finally, the Bill will amend the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 and Personal Safety Intervention orders Act 2010 to
clarify that family violence intervention orders and personal
safety intervention orders which have a place or area
exclusion condition, prevail over a community correction
order that has a similar condition.

Impaired offender exception

DPP’s right of appeal

The Bill will also include a new exception to the requirement
that a court must impose a custodial sentence for people who
commit certain Category 1 offences (other than those
involving gross violence) against emergency workers,
custodial officers or youth justice custodial workers on duty
and whose mental or other impairment substantially and
materially reduces their culpability.

The Bill will also give the DPP a new power to appeal a
decision of the County Court or the Trial division of the
Supreme Court to apply special reasons under sections 5(2H)
or 10A of the Sentencing Act 1991.

Where this exception applies the court will be able to impose
a new mandatory treatment and monitoring order, alone or in
combination with imprisonment. This new order will require
the imposition of two mandatory conditions — requiring the
offender to either attend treatment or comply with a justice
plan to address their specific impairment, and requiring
regular attendance at court for the purposes of monitoring
compliance. A mandatory treatment and monitoring order
will also be able to be combined with a period of
imprisonment or any other optional CCO conditions. The
consequences for contravening a mandatory treatment and
monitoring order will be more significant than the
consequences currently in place for breaching a CCO, with
limited sentencing options available for the breach of the
order and the original offences.
The mandatory treatment and monitoring order retains the
punitive aspects of a CCO, while ensuring that the offender is

As is the case currently with other DPP appeals against
inadequate sentences, the DPP may only appeal if she or he
considers that there was an error in the sentence imposed and
is satisfied that bringing an appeal is in the public interest. For
consistency, the current rules regarding inadequate sentence
appeals will also apply to this new power, such as procedural
requirements, and the powers of the Court of Appeal in
determining the appeal.
Ensuring that the courts’ application of special reasons can be
appealed in appropriate cases will enhance public confidence
in the criminal justice system and help to ensure that
Victoria’s sentencing laws are being applied in accordance
with community expectations.
Estate Agents Act 1980 — Rebate statements
This Bill makes urgent remedial amendments to the Estate
Agents Act 1980 (Estate Agents Act) to address an issue
arising from the decisions of the County Court and Court of
Appeal in Advisory Services Pty Ltd (trading as Ray White
St Albans) v Augustin & Anor (‘Advisory Services v
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Augustin’) in order to ensure that vendors pay commissions
owed to estate agents under sales authorities.

enabling regulations to differ between classes of persons for
the purposes of infringements.

The Estate Agents Act provides that estate agents must not
seek payment for work done on behalf of the vendor unless
the written engagement contains a rebate statement that
complies with the Act. The Estate Agents Act provides that a
rebate statement is compliant if it is in a form approved by the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV), and contains
certain other statements, including a statement that the estate
agent is not entitled to retain any rebate, and must not charge
the client an amount for any expenses that is more than the
cost of the expenses. Estate agents may not sue for, recover or
retain any commission in respect of a transaction unless they
have complied with these requirements.

Amendments to the Rooming House Operations Act 2016
will address issues identified during the first year of the Act’s
operation.

For a number of years many estate agents have used sales
authorities which include a rebate statement in a form
approved by the director of CAV, but do not also include the
certain other statements required by the Estate Agents Act.
This was highlighted by Advisory Services v Augustin, which
held that the sales authority was non-compliant. As such, the
estate agent was not entitled to be paid any commissions for
their work.
There is a risk that some vendors may seek to use the decision
in the Augustin case to refuse to pay commissions to estate
agents who have used the non-compliant sales authority for
past sales. Whilst action has been taken to prevent this
problem from arising for future sales, the risk for past
sales remains.
It is therefore appropriate and necessary to retrospectively
validate rebate statements that were used in good faith to
ensure that estate agents who have legitimately performed
work are paid. The Bill therefore amends the Estate Agents
Act to provide that an estate agent is not to be taken to have
failed to comply with their disclosure requirements only by
reason that a sales authority they have entered into does not
include the specific statements required by the Act, provided
that the authority included a rebate statement in a form
approved by the director of CAV.
These changes will not affect the rights of parties in the
Augustin case. It will only apply to sales authorities entered
into prior to the day after the day on which the amendments
receive the Royal Assent, including any that may be subject
to ongoing legal proceedings. Vendors will not be
disadvantaged by these amendments.
Other Consumer Affairs portfolio amendments
The Bill also makes a number of technical amendments to
four acts within the Consumer Affairs portfolio to improve
their operation, clarify and streamline their requirements and
update outdated references.
Amendments to the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995
will streamline and simplify the operational processes for
Domestic Building Dispute Resolution Victoria (DBDRV),
addressing issues which have arisen since it commenced
operation in April 2017.
Minor amendments to the Estate Agents Act 1980 address
technical issues and ensure drafting is in keeping with best
practice.
Amendments to the Retirement Villages Act 1986 will enable
the imposition of greater penalties on bodies corporate by

Criminal procedure amendments
The Bill makes a number of improvements to Victoria’s
criminal procedure laws. These changes will streamline and
clarify certain provisions, in order to reduce delays and
protect victims and witnesses, and ensure the law operates as
intended.
The Criminal Procedure Act 2009 (CPA) contains a number
of protections for children and persons with a cognitive
impairment who are complainants in sexual offence cases,
including a prohibition on the cross-examination of those
complainants at a committal hearing. While the combined
effect of existing provisions has provided greater protection
for child and cognitively impaired complainants in sexual
offence cases, it is possible to further reduce delays and use
resources more efficiently.
Currently, pre-trial examination of witnesses other than the
complainant in these matters occurs at two separate events,
one connected with the committal hearing and the other with
the trial. The Bill amends the CPA to move committal
hearing cross-examination to the trial court. This will enable
the trial court to conduct more case management of these
matters and make more efficient use of resources, given that
trial counsel will be able to identify and narrow issues in
dispute. This improved process will assist in reducing delay
and allowing complainants to devote themselves to recovery.
However, it will not limit an accused person’s ability to
cross-examine witnesses on relevant matters.
The Bill also amends the CPA to streamline the processes by
which a court may order that the evidence of a person be
taken after the committal hearing but prior to trial. This
reform repeals unnecessary provisions, and addresses
uncertainty and overlap between the CPA and common law.
The CPA will now set out two clear processes through which
the court may:
take evidence if a witness was not part of the committal
process or where it may be in the interests of justice to
take their evidence pre-trial (for example, where a
witness will be unavailable during the trial) (amended
section 198), and
permit cross-examination if necessary to avoid a serious
risk of an unfair trial, which codifies the common law
Basha hearing (new section 198B).
The Bill also amends the CPA and the Evidence Act 2008 to
give effect to recommendations 18 and 19 of the Victorian
Law Reform Commission’s August 2016 report, The Role of
Victims of Crime in the Criminal Trial Process (Victims
Report). In accordance with recommendation 18, the Bill will
ensure that courts disallow improper questions, such as those
that are misleading or confusing, harassing, intimidating,
humiliating or repetitive. There are no circumstances in which
an improper question is appropriate during a criminal hearing.
This will bring Victoria into line with the Uniform Evidence
Act provisions adopted by New South Wales, Tasmania and
the Australian Capital Territory. Consistent with
recommendation 19, the Bill removes an unnecessary
provision of the CPA related to the victim’s presence in the
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courtroom. A victim is entitled to be present in the courtroom
after giving evidence unless the court orders otherwise.
The Bill also amends section 381 of the CPA to ensure that
this provision reflects its original policy intent. As a general
rule, a sexual offence complainant should only have to give
evidence at trial on one occasion. Section 381 of the CPA
allows the recorded evidence of a complainant in a sexual
offence case to be admitted in any appeal or re‐trial. Contrary
to the aim of the recorded evidence provisions, the result of
the recent Court of Appeal decision of Dennis Bauer (A
Pseudonym) (No 2) v The Queen [2017] VSCA 176 indicates
that in the absence of a concession by the accused, the
prosecution will need to adduce evidence concerning the
complainant’s availability or willingness to give further
evidence in order to allow recorded evidence to be used. This
may mean that a complainant will need to give evidence
about why they are not willing to give evidence at the trial,
and may be subject to cross‐examination. Such an inquiry is
likely to involve evidence about the complainant’s mental
health and experience during the first trial. The amendments
make it clear that the default position is that a recording of the
evidence of a complainant is ordinarily admitted unless it is
not in the interests of justice to do so.
Amendments to Crimes Act 1958
The Bill introduces new provisions into the Crimes Act 1958
to provide for a notification process where an Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander person is taken into custody. The
process in the Bill is informed by current police practices. The
Bill requires investigating officers to notify the Victorian
Aboriginal Legal Service (VALS) within an hour of taking an
Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander person into custody, or as
soon as practicable if it is not possible within that hour.
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Coroners Act 2008 amendments

The Victorian government is committed to ensuring that our
coronial system operates fairly and helps to support people
during what is often a very difficult period in their lives.
In December 2016, I asked the Coronial Council of Victoria
to review the existing rights, under sections 77 and 83 of the
Coroners Act 2008, to re-open an investigation or to appeal
coronial findings. The review was prompted by concerns
raised by a number of families who have been involved with
the coronial system in recent years.
On 29 November 2017, the Coronial Council presented to me
its Appeals Reference Report, which set out 11
recommendations aimed at improving the experiences of
families and others who engage with the coronial process.
The Report was released publicly on 16 February 2018.
The Coronial Council, which is independent of government
and the Coroners Court, found that action should be taken to
improve coronial appeal and review processes, and to
enhance services provided to families and others involved in
the coronial system.
Four of the Coronial Council’s 11 recommendations
concerned suggested amendments to the Coroners Act, to
clarify and enhance the way in which families and other
interested parties can seek to re-open a coronial investigation
or appeal a finding.
The Bill proposes a number of important amendments to the
Coroners Act, which give effect to the Coronial Council’s
recommendations. These amendments:
make it clear that findings made under the previous
coroners acts of 1958 and 1985 may be reviewed by the
Coroners Court, where the court is satisfied that there are
new facts and circumstances that make it appropriate to
do so;

Formalising the process by which VALS is notified will assist
in facilitating access to justice for Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander persons who face disadvantage and
over-representation in the criminal justice system. Involving
culturally appropriate legal representatives at an early stage
will assist in decreasing preventable injuries or deaths in
custody, provide greater access to information and advice
about rights and options, and assist in maintaining an
Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander person’s contact with
their family and community.
The Bill also amends the Crimes Act so that a forensic
procedure order may be certified by another judicial officer
and registered in another jurisdiction if required. The Crimes
Act provides that the Attorney-General may enter into
arrangements with the responsible ministers of other
jurisdictions for the establishment and maintenance of a
register of orders for the carrying out of forensic procedures
made under subdivision (30A) of the Crimes Act or
corresponding laws of those jurisdictions. The current
requirement that an order be certified by the person who
made it in order to be registered may cause problems if the
person is no longer available to certify the order.
Honorary Justices Act 2014 amendment
The Bill amends the Honorary Justices Act 2014 to remove
the 12 month time limit for making an application to the
Secretary of the Department of Justice and Regulation for
permission to use the titles “JP (Retired)” or “BJ (Retired)”
(i.e. retired justice of the peace and retired bail justice,
respectively). The 12 month time limit has unnecessarily
precluded some people who have volunteered significant
amounts of time over the years from using the title.
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allow the Coroners Court to consider an application by
an interested party to amend the wording of a coroner’s
decision in certain limited circumstances;
clarify the meaning of a question of law for the purposes
of an appeal against a coronial finding; and
increase the time limit for commencing an appeal
against a coroner’s refusal to re-open an investigation
from 28 days to three months.
At the request of the Coroners Court, the Bill will also make
technical amendments to the Coroners Act to clarify the
meaning of ‘reportable death’.
I commend the Bill to the house.
1
2

[2018] VSC 169.
[2018] VSC 170.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 August.
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(VCAT) to decisions relating to penalty or occupational
licensing.

Right to freedom of movement (s 12)

Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the Charter), I make
this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Racing
Amendment (Integrity and Disciplinary Structures) Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Racing Amendment (Integrity and
Disciplinary Structures) Bill 2018 (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.
Overview
The Bill amends the Racing Act 1958 (Racing Act) with the
following amendments relevant to human rights:

Section 12 of the Charter provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria
and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to choose where
to live.
Powers to compel by the VRT
Section 50S(1) of the Bill provides that the VRT may compel
a person by way of a written notice to produce a document or
attend a hearing to give evidence, produce a document or both.
Section 50ZG of the Bill proposes to make it an offence to,
without reasonable excuse, fail to comply with the written
notice. This provision engages the right to freedom of
movement in that it compels a person to respond to the notice
in the manner set out. However, it does so in a manner that is
neither arbitrary nor unlawful.
The exercise of the power to compel the production of a
document is limited to a document, or other thing, that is
“material to the subject matter of the hearing”. As such, the
provision is clearly set out and provides scope for persons not
to comply on the basis of a reasonable excuse. In relation to
information and documentation it offers protection from
criminal proceedings to persons under section 50ZJ(2) of
the Bill.
Further, the provisions are key to the effective operation of
the VRT in performing its functions set out in section 50C of
the Bill and clearly set out the manner and circumstances in
which the VRT may exercise these powers.

Establish a Victorian Racing Integrity Board (VRIB).

Right to privacy (s 13)

Replace the three existing disciplinary boards with the
Victorian Racing Tribunal (VRT), a strengthened single,
tri-code board.

Section 13 of the Charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with; and not to have their reputation
unlawfully attacked.

Extend the application of the existing powers of the
Racing Integrity Commissioner (RIC) to cover persons
who were within the specified classes of persons
identified in section 37BA(2) of the Racing Act at the
time the matter under investigation occurred.

Functions of VRIB

Provide the RIC with a broad statutory immunity and
shift civil liability from the RIC to the State.

This right is engaged in relation to the functions of VRIB
provided for in sections 95H(1)(h) and 95N of the Bill.
Section 95N provides that the VRIB may receive, review or
investigate complaints not within the power of the RIC to
investigate.

Improve transparency in relation to the RIC’s powers by
replicating the provisions currently provided for in the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 (EMPA)
and referenced in the Racing Act.

In receiving personal information in the course of its duties,
VRIB may in the course of its duties interfere with a person’s
right to privacy and reputation. It is submitted that the
interference is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.

Setting out the powers and functions of the Greyhound
Racing Victoria Board (GRV Board) with regard to the
licensing and regulation of industry participants,
greyhounds and racing clubs to provide greater clarity.

It is an interference that is clearly provided for and is intended
to equip VRIB to ensure that the controlling bodies are
executing their integrity related functions. Further,
interference with the right to privacy of persons occurs only
as so far as is necessary to investigate or inquire into a matter.
The extent of the interference is limited to ‘relevant
information’ and issues impacting on ‘integrity issues within
a controlling body’. As such, the interference falls within the
scope of the internal limitation of the right and is reasonable
and justified in a democratic society.

Enable the GRV Board to determine whether an
individual is a fit and proper person to participate in
greyhound racing.
Limit the grounds for appeal from the newly created
VRT to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
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Extension of the powers to compel by the RIC

Powers and functions of the GRV Board

This right is similarly engaged in relation to the extension of
the RIC’s existing powers in the Racing Act to a broader class
of persons. In the course of undertaking an inquiry or
investigation, the RIC may interfere with a person’s right to
privacy and reputation by exercising its powers on the
broader class of persons.

The right to privacy is engaged in relation to the GRV Board
in two key ways. However, it is submitted that none of the
provisions limit this right, because they are lawful and not
arbitrary.

It is submitted that the interference is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. Clause 3 of the Bill broadens the exercise of this
power to persons who were, at the time of the investigation or
inquiry, a person identified in section 37BA(2) of the Racing
Act. It is submitted that the extension of the class of persons is
clearly defined and the period of time is clearly identified. As
such, it is intended to expand the power only as far as to
interfere with the right to privacy of persons who were racing
industry participants during the investigation or inquiry.
Finally, the interference is necessary to ensure a robust
investigation or inquiry into maintaining the integrity in
racing.
Powers to compel by the VRT
This right is also engaged in relation to the powers of the
VRT as a new single quasi-judicial tribunal. Section 50S(1) of
the Bill provides that the VRT may compel a person to
produce a document or attend a hearing to give evidence by
way of a written notice. Section 50ZG of the Bill proposes to
make it an offence to, without reasonable excuse, fail to
comply with the notice. While this provision engages the right
to privacy, it does so in a manner that is neither arbitrary nor
unlawful. The provision is clearly set out and provides scope
for persons not to comply on the basis of a reasonable excuse.
In relation to information and documentation it offers
protection from criminal proceedings to persons under
section 50ZJ(2) of the Bill.
Further, the provisions are key to the effective operation of
the VRT in performing its functions set out in section 50C of
the Bill and clearly set out the manner and circumstances in
which the VRT may exercise these powers.
Information sharing arrangements
The right to privacy is engaged in relation to the information
sharing arrangements proposed in section 95H(1)(h),
95N(1)(b), 95N(2) and 95O of the Bill. The VRIB is
responsible for referring complaints to the RIC for
investigation and liaising with the RIC and external agencies
in relation to integrity matters. The functions are proposed to
foster collaboration and remove overlap with respect to
investigations and enforcement functions.
In receiving personal information in the course of its duties
the VRIB may interfere with a person’s right to privacy and
reputation. However, in each instance, the personal
information which may be shared is limited to information
relating to an integrity matter.
Further, the persons impacted by this provision have a limited
expectation of privacy in a regulated industry and these
functions are necessary to ensure robust operation of the
Victorian racing industry’s integrity framework.

Firstly, clause 30(3) of the Bill introduces the function of the
GRV Board to determine whether an individual is a fit and
proper person to participate in greyhound racing. The fit and
proper person test is intended to assist the GRV Board to
robustly regulate the licensing and registration of those
participating in greyhound racing.
In assessing the suitability of persons to participate in the
greyhound racing industry GRV may receive personal
information regarding, but not limited to, financial status,
employment history or criminal history. The proposed
function is limited in application to those seeking to
participate in the greyhound racing industry. The test will
assist in good governance by regulating persons seeking to
participate in the greyhound racing industry. As such, it is
submitted that the interference is justified in a democratic
society.
Secondly, the right to privacy is engaged in respect to the
powers of members of the GRV Board or an authorised
officer, to enter and access premises. Clause 32 of the Bill
provides for a broad range of powers to inspect, make copies,
take photographs or audio recordings, take or keep samples
and mark or tag a greyhound. In exercising these powers,
GRV may gather personal information in relation to a
persons’ privacy or correspondence in accessing, inspecting
and/or taking samples or copies on premises.
It is noted that the provisions relate only to premises
associated with greyhounds as specified in clause 32(1) of the
Bill and reflects pre-existing powers already exercised by the
GRV Board through a voluntary contractual agreement with
greyhound racing industry participants. As such individuals
will have consented to this degree of interference.
Further, the powers can only be exercised for the purposes of
determining compliance with the Racing Act and the rules
administered by the GRV Board. As such, it is submitted that
the interference is justified in a democratic society.
Right to reputation (s 13)
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with; and not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked.
Removal of members by Governor in Council, on
recommendation of the Minister
The right to reputation is engaged in relation to the power of
the Governor in Council, on recommendation of the Minister,
to remove members of the VRT and VRIB. Section 50F(2) of
the Bill provides that the Governor in Council, on
recommendation of the Minister, is responsible for the
removal of VRT members. Further, section 95K(3) of the Bill
provides that the Governor in Council, on recommendation of
the Minister, may remove a member from the office of VRIB.
These provisions engage the right to reputation as the removal
may affect a member’s reputation. However, the provisions
regarding the removal of members of the VRT or VRIB are
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justified to ensure that the VRT and VRIB are independent
and free of any conflict of interest. Accordingly, any such
interference to the right to reputation in the Bill is neither
arbitrary nor unlawful. The potential interference with
reputation is limited to the circumstances outlined in
section 95K(1) of the Bill. These restrictions are necessary to
ensure that functions can be performed free from any
perception of bias or conflict of interest and to ensure good
governance led by members of appropriate expertise. As
such, the interference justified in a democratic society.
Taking part in public life (s 18)
Section 18(1) of the Charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives.
This right is engaged in relation to the eligibility requirements
for appointment to VRIB and the VRT. Section 50D of the
Bill provides criteria for appointment to the VRT, and at
section 95I for the appointment to the VRIB. The criteria and
exclusions are clearly set out in the Bill. These provisions
may be perceived as interfering with a person’s right to have
access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian public
service and public office to the extent that they restrict who
can be appointed based on defined criteria.
However, these criteria ensure appointment of members is
based on principles of merit, and facilitate effective
governance practices. The criteria and exclusions ensure
appointment of members is merit based and hold members
accountable to facilitate good governance. Therefore, to the
extent that these provisions impose a restriction on a person’s
right to take part in public life, they are a reasonable limitation
that can be justified in a democratic society.
Freedom of movement (s 12) and freedom of expression
(s 15)
Section 12 of the Charter provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria
and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to choose where
to live.
Section 15(1) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to hold an opinion without interference.
Section 15(2) of the Charter provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression which includes the freedom
to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds,
whether within or outside Victoria and whether orally; or in
writing; or in print; or by way of art; or in another medium
chosen by him or her.
The right to freedom of movement and the right to freedom of
expression are engaged by the VRT’s powers to compel
persons by written notice to produce a document or a thing,
give evidence or attend a hearing to give evidence or produce
a document or both.
However, any limitation on the rights is reasonable and
justified because the provisions equip the VRT to perform its
functions and promote the robust operation of the Victorian
racing industry’s integrity framework. The criteria for
exercising the power is clearly set out, and is limited to
evidence or a document “material to the subject matter of the
hearing”.
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Further, the provision provides a safeguard to persons with a
reasonable excuse not to comply with the written notice.
Property rights (s 20)
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
This right may be engaged in relation to the GRV Board’s
regulatory reforms, particularly the powers of inspection
provided for in clause 33 of the Bill. In exercising its powers,
members of GRV Board may take samples from any
greyhound or anything at a premises associated with
greyhounds as specified in clause 32(1) of the Bill.
Currently, greyhound racing industry participants consent to
the GRV Board’s powers of inspection as a condition of their
participation in the greyhound racing industry. These
provisions codify in statute the powers in the interest of
clarity and certainty. Although the powers interfere with a
person’s property rights, the interference is limited to a
specific class of persons and clearly set out the circumstances
in which the powers may be exercised.
Further, the interference is necessary for the function of GRV
Board to investigate or inquire into compliance with the
Racing Act or the rules administered by the GRV Board. As
such, the deprivation is lawful as any deprivation of property
occurs in accordance with clear, transparent and precise
criteria and is not oppressive or capricious.
The eligibility requirements for appointment to VRIB or the
VRT may also impact this right. Section 95I(5), 95J and
95K(1) of the Bill proposes eligibility requirements for the
appointment of VRIB members, including ineligibility if the
person has/or obtains a proprietary interest in a racehorse or
greyhound. Section 50D and 50F propose a similar criteria in
relation to persons seeking eligibility for appointment as a
member of VRT.
It is submitted that this limitation is necessary to mitigate any
commercial conflict of interests that may undermine the
independence and impartiality of the Victorian racing
industry’s integrity framework.
Fair hearing (s 24)
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
Rights of appeal process to Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
The right to a fair hearing is engaged in relation to the
proposed amendment to the rights of appeal to VCAT.
Clause 23 of the Bill limits the right of appeal to VCAT from
decisions by the VRT in relation to a penalty. In effect, the
Bill proposes to repeal the right to a merits review of a
decision made by the VRT set out in section 83OH of the
Racing Act. Narrowing the rights of appeal to VCAT is
proposed for the purposes of ensuring that matters are heard
by a specialised racing tribunal equipped with robust powers.
While this may limit a person’s right to a fair hearing, the
limitation is mitigated by amendments which ensure that the
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VRT is a robust and independent tribunal pursuant to
section 50C of the Bill.
To facilitate the independent and impartial exercise of VRT’s
functions, clause 50D to 50J of the Bill provides that the
Governor in Council, on recommendation of the Minister, is
responsible for the appointment and removal of VRT
members. Clause 50D of the Bill sets out those persons who
are eligible and not eligible for appointment as a member of
the VRT.
The criteria ensure that functions can be performed free from
any perception of bias or conflict of interest. To ensure a
robust hearing, section 50Q of the Bill equips the VRT with a
number of powers to hear evidence from a broad range of
persons. Section 50R and 50S of the Bill sets out that the
VRT may request assistance of qualified experts or compel
persons to provide documents or attend a hearing and give
evidence or documents, or both.
Further, section 50ZG and 50ZH of the Bill establishes
offences in relation to those persons who, without reasonable
excuse, fail to either comply with a summons to appear, fail to
take an oath or make an affirmation or answer questions. It is
therefore submitted that in this context, limiting the rights of
appeal to VCAT is reasonable and justified taking into
account the factors at section 7(2) of the Charter.
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hearings. This falls within the internal limitation of the right
which provides that “a court or tribunal may exclude
members of media organisations or other persons of the
general public from all or part of a hearing if permitted to do
so by a law other than this Charter”.
Immunity
Section 37BI and clause 7 of the Bill provide the RIC with a
statutory immunity from civil liability. Further, section 50ZB
of the Bill provides a similar statutory immunity for the VRT.
These provisions provide a statutory immunity and restricts
causes of actions being brought against the RIC or the VRT.
These immunities interfere with a person’s right to a fair
hearing as it restricts a right to pursue a legal course
specifically in relation to the RIC or VRT.
In relation to RIC, this potential impact is offset by clause 7 of
the Bill which provides that persons may seek redress against
the State in relation to the RIC. In doing so, the effect of the
statutory immunity on this right is mitigated.
No such provision exists for the VRT. The limitation of the
statutory immunity in relating to VRT confines claims that
might otherwise have existed under statute or general law. As
such, it affects the substantive content of legal rights which
may otherwise exist in limited circumstances rather than limit
a person’s access to the court to determining existing rights.

Rules of Evidence and the VRT
Section 50Q(1)(j) of the Bill provides that the VRT is not
bound by the rules of evidence or any practices or procedures
applicable to courts of record, except to the extent that it
adopts those rules, practices or procedures. Further,
section 50Q(1)(l) of the Bill sets out that proceedings must be
conducted expeditiously and with as little formality and
technicality as is reasonably possible.
Hearing matters “with little formality and technicality”
ensures that parties comprehend what is occurring and may
present meaningful arguments to the VRT. Further, hearing
matters “expeditiously” ensures resolutions of matters in
dispute without unreasonable delay and expense.
However these functions may give rise to proceedings being
conducted unfairly, for example, admissibility of evidence or
seeking adjournments. As such, the VRT may interfere with a
person’s right to a fair hearing.
To mitigate the risk, section 50Q(1)(h) of the Bill prescribes
that in conducting a hearing, the VRT must act fairly and
according to the substantial merits of the matter that is the
subject of the hearing. Further, the requirement for hearings to
be held expeditiously and with as little formality and
technicality is consistent with other comparable tribunals,
such as section 98 of the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act 1998 and section 33(1)(b) of the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal Act 1975. As such these are reasonable
limitations that can be justified in a democratic society.
Public Hearings by the VRT
Section 50Q(1)(e) of the Bill provides that the VRT may
conduct a hearing in private. This provision may limit a
person’s right to a public hearing (emphasis added).
However, the VRT may only conduct private hearings in
limited circumstances. Further, the provision operates as an
exception to the usual practice of the VRT to conduct public

However, the provision reflects an immunity afforded to
judges and is appropriate as the absence of an immunity may
undermine the function of the member who would operate
under a fear of liability. For these reasons, the interference is
justified in a democratic society as the provisions promote the
VRT as a robust and independent tribunal.
Rights in criminal proceedings (s 25)
Section 25(2)(k) of the Charter provides that a person who
has been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to
be compelled to testify against themselves or to confess guilt.
It also 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.
Self-incrimination not a ‘reasonable excuse’
This right is impacted by a number of provisions in the Bill.
Clause 32 of the Bill provides that the GRV Board may enter
and inspect premises for the purposes of compliance with the
Racing Act or rules administered by the GRV Board. Further,
the Bill provides the VRT with powers to obtain information
from third parties and compel persons to appear. Finally,
clause 3(2) of the Bill extends the power of the RIC to persons
who at the time of an investigation or inquiry was a class of
persons identified in section 37BA(2) of the Racing Act.
A person who, without reasonable excuse, fails to comply
with a written notice issued by the VRT may, pursuant to
section 50ZG of the Bill, be fined a maximum of 60 penalty
units or imprisoned for not more than 6 months, or both.
Section 50ZJ of the Bill provides that privilege against
self-incrimination does not constitute a reasonable excuse to
refuse or fail to give information or a document to the VRT.
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Although these provision may interfere with a person’s rights
in criminal proceedings, the Bill provides an information and
document use immunity to such persons. Section 50ZJ(2) of
the Bill provides immunity from criminal proceedings in
relation to information or documents that “might tend to
incriminate the person”. As such, the effect of the interference
is mitigated by the immunity.
Therefore, to the extent that these provisions are seen to
impose a restriction on a person’s rights in criminal
proceedings, they are reasonable limitations that can be
justified in a democratic society.
Conclusion
It is submitted that on balance the Bill is compatible with the
Charter because, to the extent that any provisions of the bill
limit human rights, those provisions are justified in a
democratic society.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections

Second reading
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:35) — I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

In doing so, I wish to advise the house that to facilitate
the passage of the bill a number of house amendments
were passed in the other place. The house amendments
amend new section 50R(1) to clarify that the secretary
may following consultation with the chairperson
appoint a qualified expert or a panel of qualified experts
to assist the Victorian Racing Tribunal; amend new
section 95H(1)(l) to make it clear that the power of
direction of the Victorian Racing Integrity Board is
limited to integrity matters; and address minor technical
errors in new section 50W(2) and new section 75(ace)
as identified by Racing Victoria and Greyhound Racing
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:36) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Government is committed to ensuring that Victorian
racing has an integrity and disciplinary system that is
rigorous, independent and impartial.
The Victorian racing industry (VRI) contributes more than
$2.8b annually to the Victorian economy and employs over
29 000 people.
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The ongoing success and sustainability of the industry is
dependent on Victorians having absolute confidence in the
integrity, governance and administration of racing.
In June 2015, the Government engaged Mr Paul Bittar to
conduct an independent review of the integrity structures
within the VRI with a focus on the controlling bodies of the
three racing codes, Racing Victoria (RV), Harness Racing
Victoria (HRV) and Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV).
The purpose of the review was to consult with the industry
and develop a set of recommendations to enhance
collaboration between the codes, to provide greater
transparency of integrity functions and to consider the
separation of integrity functions from commercial operations.
The Review of the Integrity Structures of the Victorian Racing
Industry (Bittar Review) recommended the establishment of a
new body, the Victorian Racing Integrity Unit (VRIU), to
deliver integrity services for all three codes of racing.
The Review also found that the VCAT system is not well
suited to deal with the demands of the racing codes due to a
lack of racing expertise within that system and issues of
timeliness and cost to participants.
Mr Bittar recommended restructuring the appeals and
disciplinary process to establish a single tri-code Racing
Appeals and Disciplinary Board (RADB) to replace the three
existing code specific RADBs. The Review also
recommended removing the right of appeal from RADB
decisions to VCAT.
The Government provided in principle support for the
recommendations, subject to further consultation with the
industry including controlling bodies and participants.
The consultation process highlighted numerous advantages
with allowing the various code controlling bodies to continue
to be responsible for the day to day delivery of their integrity
functions.
The codes argued, and the Government has accepted, that it is
appropriate for them to retain responsibility for reviewing and
enforcing the rules of racing. It is also accepted that they are
responsible for licensing policies.
However, the Government recognises that a greater degree of
independent oversight is required, in an open and transparent
manner, to ensure accountability for the delivery of integrity
in racing.
While the day to day delivery of racing integrity will remain
the responsibility of the controlling bodies, this Bill will
establish a new independent body, the Victorian Racing
Integrity Board (VRIB). The VRIB will oversee the delivery
of integrity functions by the controlling bodies and ensure the
highest standards are applied.
The Bill will also establish a new and fully independent
tri-code Victorian Racing Tribunal (VRT). There will be no
right of appeal to VCAT for a merits review or on a point of
law from rulings of the VRT. A limited right of appeal to
VCAT on rulings related to penalty and occupational
licensing decisions will be retained. Appeals on questions of
law will be heard by the Supreme Court.
The Bill will also clarify the powers of the Racing Integrity
Commissioner (RIC) in conducting an inquiry or
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investigation. The RIC will have the power to require persons
who were within the purview of its regulatory scheme at the
time the conduct under investigation occurred to appear or
produce documents or things.
This will ensure that racing industry participants cannot
frustrate investigations or avoid sanctions by relinquishing
their licences so as to avoid questions from the RIC.
The RIC will also be given a new statutory immunity from
civil liability in the performance of its statutory functions.
The Bill also clarifies the powers and functions of the GRV
Board with regard to the licensing and regulation of industry
participants, greyhounds, and racing clubs. This includes
providing for the application of a “fit and proper person” test
for persons seeking to participate in the greyhound racing
industry, and clarification of GRV’s power to penalise
participants for breaches of its rules.
The Bill also provides for the addition of two members to the
GRV Board.
Finally, the Bill will make a number of other amendments
relating to the administrative functions and powers of GRV,
including providing an explicit power of delegation from the
Board to the Chief Executive.
Establishment of the Victorian Racing Integrity Board
(VRIB)
Since the Bittar Review was completed, significant changes
have been made by the Government to strengthen the
governance arrangements of RV, GRV and HRV.
These include substantial changes to the board arrangements
for each of the organisations to reflect best practice
appointment processes and ensure an appropriate balance of
skills and expertise.
In addition, the codes identified a number of structural,
transitional, commercial and integrity related risks with
removing responsibility for the employment of integrity staff
from the controlling bodies.
The VRIB will undertake a number of functions that will
deliver on the intent of the Bittar recommendation to separate
the integrity and commercial policy arms of racing, with
significantly less risk for the industry.
The powers and functions of the VRIB will complement
those of the controlling bodies, racing stewards and the RIC.
The Government has a clear expectation that the VRIB will
build and maintain strong relationships with the boards of
controlling bodies.
The RIC will retain responsibility for the investigation of
matters referred to it by a controlling body or the Minister.
This will be supplemented by an additional power to enable
the RIC to investigate matters referred to its office by
the VRIB.
Each controlling body will be required to submit an annual
integrity plan for endorsement by the VRIB. That process will
include the power to review and provide recommendations to
the controlling bodies related to integrity resourcing and
budgets. This will ensure that commercial considerations of
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the controlling bodies do not unduly influence their delivery
of integrity services.
The VRIB will oversee the relationship between RV, HRV
and GRV and their integrity staff.
The VRIB will have the power to consider and provide
direction to a controlling body about any form of disciplinary
action the controlling body proposes to take against a senior
member of its integrity department in relation to an internal
integrity matter.
This will ensure that senior integrity staff within controlling
bodies are free of undue influence from other senior managers
or Board members in carrying out integrity related duties.
The Bill provides that the VRIB may receive complaints
relating to integrity from a board member or employee of a
controlling body. To minimise the potential for any overlap
with the activities of the RIC, the Bill specifies that the VRIB
must consult with the RIC to determine which body should
undertake an investigation if required.
The VRIB may review and make recommendations on the
integrity and licensing policies and procedures of the
controlling bodies. The VRIB may also review and make
recommendations in respect of proposed changes to the rules
of racing, as they relate to integrity, of the controlling bodies.
The VRIB will be comprised of between seven and nine
members appointed by the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the Minister for Racing. The VRIB
Chairperson will be required to be an Australian lawyer of 7
years standing.
There will be three Deputy Chairpersons, each having
responsibility for one of the three racing codes. The Deputy
Chairpersons for each racing code will be appointed on the
basis of particular skill, knowledge or experience in relation
to that code but must be completely independent of the code
controlling body.
Eligibility criteria for appointment to the VRIB are set out in
the Bill, and are designed to safeguard the VRIB’s
independence. They preclude members from holding any
office with a controlling body or racing club and from holding
a proprietary interest in a racehorse or racing greyhound.
The VRIB will be supported by the Department of Justice and
Regulation on a cost neutral basis. The Bill specifies that the
department may recover the costs associated with the
operations of the VRIB from the controlling bodies.
Costs will be split across the three controlling bodies on a
basis that will be determined by the Minister from time to
time. Costs will initially be recovered on a 50/25/25 basis
from RV, GRV and HRV respectively.
The VRIB will significantly enhance the VRI’s integrity
framework and help to ensure racing integrity in Victoria is
subject to an independent and transparent system of checks
and balances.
Establishment of the Victorian Racing Tribunal (VRT)
The VRI currently operates a four stage disciplinary and
appeals process.
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The integrity officials of each controlling body and the
stipendiary stewards have responsibility for the day to day
enforcement of the rules of racing. They have the power to
lay charges against industry participants and to hear and
determine penalty in relation to offences that are not classified
under the rules as serious offences.
The stewards are also responsible for investigating and
prosecuting participants on charges relating to specified
serious offences.
Each controlling body has a Racing Appeals and Disciplinary
Board (RADB). The RADBs for harness and greyhound
racing are constituted under the Act while the RADB for
thoroughbred racing is provided for under Racing Victoria’s
rules of racing.
The relevant RADBs are responsible for hearing appeals
against decisions of the stewards in relation to non-serious
offences, and to hear and determine charges in relation to
serious offences in the first instance.
Appeals from decisions of the RADBs are heard by VCAT.
Appeals to VCAT proceed on a merits review basis as
required by the VCAT Act. Under the current system,
decisions of VCAT are appealable to the courts on points
of law.
There is a perception in the industry, particularly from
participants, that the existing RADBs are not properly
independent of the controlling bodies.
Additionally, there are concerns across the industry about the
suitability of VCAT to hear racing appeals, especially on a
merits review basis.
This Bill sets out a new framework that will both strengthen
and simplify the appeals and disciplinary structure of the
Victorian racing industry.
The Bill abolishes the existing RADBs and replaces them
with the Victorian Racing Tribunal (VRT).

COUNCIL

3411

of the 15 VRT members will be required to be lawyers of at
least seven years standing.
The VRT will be a quasi-judicial body that will be completely
independent of the controlling bodies of the racing codes. Its
members will be appointed by the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the Minister for Racing and cannot hold
any office of a controlling body or racing club or have a
proprietary interest in a racehorse or racing greyhound.
The VRT will be able to hear a matter wholly, or in part, with
the assistance of an expert. An expert can provide assistance
on a wide range of matters including, but not limited to, race
analysis, riding or driving matters, veterinary science,
pharmacology or animal welfare.
Experts will be engaged by the Secretary of the Department
or his or her delegate. They will not form a part of the VRT
panel hearing a matter or participate in decision making.
The Bill also addresses key industry criticisms that the current
RADBs lack the powers needed to ensure the appearance of
procedural fairness and natural justice.
The new VRT will therefore have similar evidentiary powers
to those available to VCAT. They include powers of
discovery and the ability to serve a notice requiring a person
to attend or a notice requiring the production of documents in
relation to a hearing of the VRT.
The VRT will be able to require evidence to be given on oath
or affirmation and establishes an offence for refusing to be
sworn in or answer a question without reasonable excuse.
The Bill establishes offences and penalties in relation to a
failure to comply with a notice to attend or to produce
documents, making false or misleading statements, and
contempt.
There is widespread support within the industry for the
reforms and the new VRT.
Racing Integrity Commissioner — Board of Inquiry Powers

The VRT will have jurisdiction in the first instance with
regard to all matters involving serious offences under the
rules of racing of the respective racing codes. It will also have
jurisdiction to hear appeals from decisions of stewards in
relation to other offences.
There will be no right of appeal from the VRT to VCAT
except against penalty or a decision in relation to occupational
licensing. Affected parties will retain their right to seek a
review of a decision on a question of law from the courts.
The Bill provides for a VRT of not less than 15 members of
which one is to be appointed as Chairperson and three as
Deputy Chairpersons.
The Deputy Chairpersons will each have responsibility for
tribunal matters in relation to one of the three racing codes.
The Deputy Chairpersons for each racing code will be
appointed on the basis of particular skill, knowledge or
experience in relation to that code but must be completely
independent of the code controlling body.
The Bill specifies that the Chairperson and Deputy
Chairpersons must be serving or former judicial officers. This
will provide greater legal and procedural rigour. The majority

The office of the Racing Integrity Commissioner (RIC) was
established in 2010 to provide independent oversight of
integrity issues within the Victorian racing industry.
On 29 January 2014, amendments to the Act came into force
conferring on the RIC the powers, privileges and
responsibilities of a Board of Inquiry.
The RIC has the power to compel certain classes of persons to
attend hearings and/or produce documents, as well as
examine those persons under oath or affirmation.
The classes of persons subject to the RIC’s Board of Inquiry
powers are set out in the Act and include licensed or
registered industry participants, board members or employees
of code controlling bodies, and board members or employees
of racing clubs.
However, the RIC cannot exercise his powers in relation to
persons who have previously been subject to his powers but
no longer fall within the classes of specified persons as they
have been disqualified, or left the industry.
During the Live Baiting Inquiry this limited the RIC’s ability
to interview former participants that may have had relevant
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information but no longer fell within the classes of persons
specified in the Act.
This Bill will extend the RIC’s Board of Inquiry powers to
close that loophole and enable the RIC to interview persons
who fell within the specified classes at the time the conduct
under investigation occurred.
This will prevent persons from avoiding answering questions
or producing documents by, for example, relinquishing their
licence as a participant or resigning from a position.
Racing Integrity Commissioner — Statutory Immunity
The RIC is not currently afforded immunity from civil
liability under the Act. It is a necessary function of the RIC’s
role to publish reports and recommendations following the
exercise of his or her powers of inquiry or investigation. As
such the RIC is at increased risk or certain actions, such as
defamation.
Statutory immunity from certain actions is therefore required
in order to ensure the RIC can perform his or her statutory
functions in a robust manner and ensure consistency with the
protections provided to other statutory office holders who
have a complaint handling or integrity function.
Greyhound Racing Victoria (GRV)
The Victorian greyhound racing industry contributes
approximately $408.6m annually to the Victorian economy
and supports almost 3000 full time equivalent jobs,
predominantly in regional Victoria.
GRV is a statutory body established pursuant to section 69(1)
of the Act. Section 75 of the Act sets out the functions of the
GRV Board including the control and promotion of the sport
of greyhound racing, conduct of greyhound races, and the
registration of greyhounds for racing or breeding.
This Bill will provide clarity and certainty for GRV in the
exercise of its power to licence and register greyhound racing
industry participants, including its power to suspend, cancel
or impose conditions on licences and registrations.
The Bill clarifies the powers of the GRV Board making it
clear that it has the power to apply a fit and proper person test
and to impose conditions on a licence or registration of
greyhounds and greyhound racing industry participants.
It expands the power of entry of the GRV Board and
authorised officers to include premises where greyhounds are
kept, whelped, reared, educated, trained, trialled or raced.
This will ensure that GRV has the power to inspect premises
used by participants that are involved in the management of a
greyhound throughout its lifecycle.
The Bill also expands the activities that can be undertaken by
the GRV Board or an authorised officer of the Board during
an inspection.
Under the new provisions authorised officers will be able to
take photographs including audio, video and digital
recordings. The Bill also clarifies that they can take and keep
a sample from a greyhound or other thing located on the
premises, and mark, tag or otherwise identify a greyhound.
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There are also a number of regulatory powers currently
available to the GRV Board under the Act that will be made
explicitly open to GRV stewards. This is critical given the
vital role the stewards play in the day to day enforcement of
the rules of racing.
Finally, the Bill will allow for certain GRV Board functions
to be delegated to the Chief Executive Officer ensuring the
efficient and timely performance of GRV’s regulatory
functions.
This includes functions such as the employment of staff,
development of consultation guidelines, the registration of
greyhounds and the licensing and registration of participants.
Conclusion
These amendments will deliver significant enhancements to
the integrity and disciplinary structures of the Victorian racing
industry, ensuring greater independence and transparency in
the oversight of industry participants and those charged with
regulating them.
The reforms will ensure that Victorian racing is conducted
under the highest possible standards of integrity, that
participants can compete on a level playing field, and that the
Victorian public can have total confidence that every possible
safeguard is in place against those who would seek to corrupt
racing in this State.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, the house amendments that the minister
referred to, are they already incorporated into the
document that we have before us? I do not seem to
have those house amendments here.
Ms MIKAKOS — I can advise the member that the
answer is yes.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 August.

VICTORIAN INDUSTRY PARTICIPATION
POLICY (LOCAL JOBS FIRST)
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) 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 Victorian
Industry Participation Policy (Local Jobs First) Amendment
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.
Overview
The purposes of the Bill are to: establish the office of a Local
Jobs First Commissioner; provide for the development and
implementation of a Local Jobs First Policy (the Policy);
provide for compliance with and enforcement of the Policy;
and require reports to Parliament on the implementation of,
and compliance with, the Policy. The Bill does this by
making relevant amendments to the Victorian Industry
Participation Policy Act 2003 (renamed the Local Jobs First
Act 2003) (the Act).
These amendments primarily apply to corporations, rather
than individuals. However, to the extent that they may apply
to individual persons, I discuss the relevant human rights
issues below.
Human Rights Issues
Right to privacy and freedom of expression
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 with privacy will not be ‘unlawful’ where it is
permitted by a law which is precise and appropriately
circumscribed. Interferences with privacy will not be
‘arbitrary’ provided they are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, and just and proportionate to the legitimate
end they seek to achieve. Section 13(b) of the Charter further
provides that a person has the right not to have their
reputation unlawfully attacked.
Section 15 of the Charter protects a person’s right to freedom
of expression, which has been interpreted to include a right
not to impart information.
A number of provisions in the Bill are relevant to the right to
privacy; however, for the reasons set out below, in my view
none of these provisions amount to a limitation on the right as
protected by the Charter. Some of these provisions are also
relevant to the right to freedom of expression; however, to the
extent that these provisions may amount to a limitation on this
right, I consider any such limitation to be reasonable and
justified in all the circumstances.
Requirements to provide information
Clause 18 of the Bill inserts new Part 4 into the Act, within
which new section 24 provides that the Commissioner may
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require a person, by written notice (Information Notice) to
provide the Commissioner with specified information and
documents if the Commissioner believes on reasonable
grounds that the person has information or documents that are
relevant to the operation of the Policy or a local industry
development plan submitted by the person. New section 26
provides that the Commissioner may issue a notice to comply
(Compliance Notice) for failure to comply with an
Information Notice. Failure to comply with a Compliance
Notice attracts various potential consequences, which are
discussed separately below.
While statutory compulsion of information may in some
circumstances interfere with the right to privacy, in my view
the requirement to comply with an Information Notice does
not amount to a limit on this right as protected by the Charter.
First, it is unlikely that the information required will be of a
personal nature.
Second, the requirement only applies to information of
relevance to the operation of the Policy or a plan submitted by
the person, and a person is only obliged to comply to the
extent that they are capable (new section 24(4)). It is vital that
the Commissioner be empowered to require such information
in order to monitor the operation of and compliance with the
Policy and relevant plans, which is crucial to the integrity and
success of the Policy and the public objectives it seeks to
achieve (which are fundamentally about improving local
economic and jobs growth).
Third, as the Policy relates only to persons involved in
government contracts and high value construction projects,
the power to require information of relevance to the Policy
ought to be expected by those participating in relevant
projects, is necessarily confined, and serves a proper purpose.
I therefore consider any interference with the right to privacy
to be lawful and not arbitrary.
For these same reasons, I consider any limitation on the right
to freedom of expression occasioned by these provisions to be
reasonable and justified and therefore compatible with
section 15 of the Charter. The provisions compelling the
provision of information and documents are necessary to
enable appropriate oversight and monitoring of compliance
with the Policy and are proportionate to that objective.
Information sharing and publication
New section 23 of the Act, inserted by clause 18, provides
that the Commissioner may require an agency to conduct an
audit in relation to compliance by a person with a local
industry development plan submitted by that person, and
provide to the Commissioner a report on the audit.
New section 28(3)(b) of the Act provides that if the
Commissioner determines that a person has failed to comply
with an Information Notice, or has contravened the Policy or
a local industry development plan, the Commissioner may,
amongst other things, advise the Minister and relevant agency
of the person’s name and the details of the conduct. Clause 17
of the Bill inserts new section 10(2A) into the Act to provide
that the Minister must include this information in the
Minister’s annual reports to Parliament about the
implementation of the Policy.
Clauses 17 and 18 of the Bill therefore permit the sharing and,
in some cases, publication of individual details in a manner
that may interfere with personal privacy and reputation.
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However, the circumstances in which this is permitted are
sufficiently clear, prescribed and proportionate to their
objectives such that any interference will be lawful and not
arbitrary.

way of Adverse Publicity Notices as it serves the purposes of
promoting accountability and transparency as to
non-compliance with requirements that reflect important
public policy.

The provisions requiring agencies to conduct and report on
relevant persons’ compliance with local industry development
plans is crucial to the Commissioner’s monitoring and
enforcement functions. Further, the provisions enabling the
Commissioner to advise the Minister and relevant agencies of
non-compliance are only enlivened in circumstances where
the Commissioner has issued a Compliance Notice which has
either not been responded to within the specified 14 days, or
has been responded to but not complied with subsequent to
confirmation of the Notice by the Commissioner, and the
Commissioner has then determined that the person has failed
to comply with an Information Notice, or has contravened the
Policy or a local industry development plan.

Finally, I again note that these provisions will primarily apply
to corporations, rather than individuals, and that any
individuals who are effected by the provisions will have
voluntarily chosen to tender for and enter into contracts to
which these obligations and consequences for non-compliance
apply. Any expectations as to privacy and reputation in this
context must therefore be considered minimal.

In my view, it is appropriate that the Commissioner has the
power to provide the details of relevant persons and their
conduct to the Minister in these circumstances, and for the
Minister to table such information in Parliament. This serves
the purpose of promoting accountability for persons who
choose to contract with government agencies, and
transparency as to non-compliance. In circumstances where
there is much public interest in local economic growth and
job creation, accountability and transparency in this space
is crucial.
Adverse Publicity Notices
New section 28(3)(a) of the Act, inserted by clause 18 of the
Bill, provides that if the Commissioner determines that a
person has failed to comply with an Information Notice, or
has contravened the Policy or a local industry development
plan, the Commissioner may, amongst other things,
recommend the Minister issue an Adverse Publicity Notice,
naming the person and setting out the details of their conduct.
New section 28(3) also provides that the Commissioner must
also provide the person with written notice of their
recommendation that the Minister issue an Adverse Publicity
Notice. Section 29(4) provides the person seven days to
respond to the Commissioner’s recommendation.
These provisions may give rise to the identification of
individuals and thereby impact negatively upon the reputation
of those individuals. However, for similar reasons as set out
above with respect to information sharing, I consider that any
interference with the right to privacy and reputation resulting
from these provisions will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The Bill clearly sets out the circumstances in which the
provisions may operate. An Adverse Publicity Notice will not
be issued lightly. As set out above, these provisions are only
enlivened in circumstances where the Minister is satisfied of a
failure to comply or has been advised by the Commissioner,
who has issued a Compliance Notice which has either not
been responded to within the specified period, or has been
responded to but not complied with subsequent to
confirmation of the Notice by the Commissioner, and the
Commissioner has then determined that the person has failed
to comply with an Information Notice, or has contravened the
Policy or a local industry development plan. The person then
has a further seven days’ period to respond to the
Commissioner on their recommendation that an Adverse
Publicity Notice be issued. In my view, it is appropriate that
there is a power to name persons and detail their conduct by

Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (20:39) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Since November 2014, our economy has grown by over
300 000 new jobs. Through our infrastructure program alone,
75 000 new jobs will be created. The Government is a major
purchaser of goods and services in Victoria, and we are
committed to using our investments to support local
businesses, create new training opportunities, and create new
local jobs.
Since coming to office, the Government has set minimum
local content requirements on 88 major or strategic projects
with a total value of $55.3 billion, providing opportunities for
hundreds of Victorian businesses and jobs for tens of
thousands of Victorians.
Victoria has the oldest local procurement legislation of any
jurisdiction in Australia. For years, it has helped us secure
industry development outcomes through government
procurement (VIPP Act). However, since coming to
Government, we have made a number of important reforms to
our local content policies. It is time that the legislation was
updated.
Firstly, the Bill proposes that the existing Act be amended and
retitled the Local Jobs First Act 2003. This makes it clear that
maximising local job outcomes and creating new
opportunities for local businesses is a top priority of this
Government. In order to achieve this, the Bill will put our
Local Jobs First — Victorian Industry Participation Policy
and Major Project Skills Guarantee into law.
The Local Jobs First — Victorian Industry Participation
Policy (VIPP) ensures that SMEs are given a full and fair
opportunity to compete for government contracts, while still
achieving value for money.
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The VIPP applies to projects valued at:
$1 million or more in regional Victoria, or
$3 million or more in metropolitan Melbourne or for
state-wide activities.
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Like other Commissioners, the Local Jobs First
Commissioner’s role will represent a balance of advocacy,
engagement, facilitation, and compliance functions.
Key aspects of the role include:
promoting the Local Jobs First Policy;

Under the VIPP, projects valued at $50 million or more or as
otherwise agreed as strategic by government, have minimum
local content requirements and other conditions to maximise
local business and job opportunities.

working with agencies to improve industry access to
current and future government procurement
opportunities;

An example of a project currently underway is the West Gate
Tunnel Project. Overall, the project will use 93 per cent local
content and 92 per cent of the steel will be Australian. The
project is expected to create more than 6000 jobs, including
opportunities for Victorian apprentices, trainees or cadets for
at least 10 per cent of the total estimated labour hours.

engaging with a range of stakeholders with an interest in
local jobs first outcomes;

We are also giving young people the invaluable opportunity
to help shape Victoria’s biggest projects and give them the
skills they need to build their careers.

monitoring, enforcing and reporting on compliance with
the Local Jobs First policy.

Under the MPSG all government construction projects valued
at or over $20 million are now required to use apprentices,
trainees or cadets for at least 10 per cent of the total estimated
labour hours.
Through our MPSG, we have already provided more than
950 opportunities for apprentices, trainees and cadets who
have spent more than 750 000 work hours on construction
sites across our State.
The Moorabbin Oval redevelopment is an example of a
construction project currently underway that has applied both
the MPSG and the VIPP. Since the project commenced
around 20 apprentices and cadets have collectively completed
more than 13 000 labour hours. There is also a commitment
to 91 per cent local content, creating opportunities for local
businesses and supporting jobs for around 170 workers.
The Bill will mandate VIPP local content and MPSG
requirements in legislation.
The Bill will also set minimum local content requirements for
construction, maintenance and services contracts, and will
allow the Minister to maximise the use of local steel and
locally manufactured uniforms and personal protective
equipment on Strategic Projects.
Guidelines will be developed alongside this legislation to
encourage that uniforms and personal protective equipment to
be manufactured according to ethical standards.
These new measures will create new opportunities for local
businesses, promote industry development and create
local jobs.
They will also complement our Governments commitment to
mandate, where possible, the purchase of locally
manufactured uniforms worn by government employees.
The Bill will establish a Local Jobs First Commissioner to
facilitate connections between Victorian businesses and
government project opportunities.
The Commissioner will be appointed and report to the
Minister for Industry and Employment.

advocating for the private sector and local government
to procure goods and services from local industry and to
employ and develop local workers;

The Bill will introduce a compliance and enforcement
framework to ensure that local content and job commitments
are met.
Under this framework, the Commissioner has the power to
request documents and information from contractors and
government agencies, issue a compliance notice and
recommend that the Minister issue and adverse publicity
notices. The Commissioner will also be able to advise
agencies to seek contractual remedies, when required.
The strengthened compliance and enforcement framework in
the Bill will ensure that contractors are held to account to
deliver on their local content and job commitments, ensuring
the best outcomes for local workers and businesses.
This Government believes in putting local jobs first.
Our local content policies are creating local jobs, giving
opportunities for local businesses, and growing our economy.
It’s time we put this commitment into law.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 2 August.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN INSTITUTE
OF TEACHING, TAFE AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(20:40) — I thank members for the contributions that
they made to the house in previous weeks to this
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debate, and I would like to take this opportunity to
address some of the issues raised by members here and
indeed in the other place as well. Most of the issues
raised concern the amendments in this bill that will
align the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT)
registration scheme more closely with Victoria’s
working with children check scheme. I remind
members that the intent of the amendments is for the
Victorian Institute of Teaching to consider the same
categories of offences and apply a similar risk
assessment as the working with children check unit.
Under the changes a registered teacher or applicant for
registration who has committed a category A offence or
who has received a negative working with children
check will be ineligible to hold a teaching registration
under the Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
Such an outcome is common sense and accords with
community expectations that children in our schools
and early childhood services are not taught by people
who have been found to be generally unsuitable to
work with children. The robustness of the Victorian
Institute of Teaching decisions on teacher suitability
will be improved by the introduction of a new category
of conduct, category B offences, that carries with it a
presumption against registration as a teacher. In a
similar fashion to Victoria’s working with children
scheme, where a person is charged or found guilty of a
category B offence, such as a drug offence, the VIT
may only grant or continue a teacher’s registration if
satisfied that the person does not pose an unjustifiable
risk of harm to a child. If the person who aspires to be a
teacher has a history of serious violence or drug
offences involving a child or another adult, this bill will
make it harder for that person to be registered as a
teacher, and the Victorian Institute of Teaching must
give proper consideration to the safety and wellbeing of
children who are or would be entrusted into that
teacher’s care.
The government believes that introducing a rebuttable
presumption against registration for category B
offences strikes the right balance between the rights of
the child to be protected from harm and the rights of an
adult to pursue work in their chosen profession, even
after serving a sentence of punishment for quite serious
crimes. Further, the fact that a person already holds a
positive working with children check does not
automatically entitle them to registration as a teacher.
The Victorian Institute of Teaching assessment of
suitability to teach requires that all persons’ character,
reputation or conduct be assessed. The goal is to ensure
that only people with a satisfactory conduct history are
registered for teaching children in a school or early
childhood service.
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In terms of the extent of VCAT’s review and VIT
decisions, several members commented during the
debate on the extent of oversight by VCAT’s decisions
made by the Victorian Institute of Teaching, and I
would like to briefly summarise for members the
approach this bill takes and why. When the Victorian
Institute of Teaching cancels or refuses a teacher
registration on account of category A offences, there is
no right to appeal that decision to VCAT. This
exclusion of right to review is consistent with both the
current Working with Children Act 2005 and the
recommendations made by the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. It is
already the case in Victoria that a person on the sex
offender register does not have the right to appeal to
VCAT against a negative notice under the Working
with Children Act 2005, except in the case of mistaken
identity.
The royal commission’s Working With Children
Checks Report recommended that administrative
review rights be limited for adverse working with
children check decisions involving serious sexual
offences against a child and murder. These are the
category A offences in Victoria. Accordingly, this bill
is consistent with the royal commission’s
recommendations. Separately, if the Victorian Institute
of Teaching determines to refuse registration or
suspend or cancel a teacher’s registration on account of
a category B offence or category C conduct, then the
teacher will have the right to seek review of that
decision by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal.
Now, in terms of the government’s responses to the
Armytage review of VIT, several members remarked
during the debate on the fact that this bill does not
implement fully the government’s response to the
recommendations contained in the recently completed
review of VIT conducted by Penny Armytage and
KPMG. This review made 34 recommendations to
government aimed at improving the governance and the
performance of the Victorian Institute of Teaching and
improving the standards that regulate teacher quality.
The government has accepted in principle all but two of
these recommendations. The recommendations not
accepted by government were the proposals to rename
VIT to Teacher Regulation Victoria and to consider
amalgamating the Victorian Institute of Teaching with
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority.
The government considers the registration and
regulation of teachers and schools to be distinct
functions that should be undertaken by separate
authorities.
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Many of the recommendations accepted by the
government will involve a significant overhaul of the
statutory framework for the Victorian Institute of
Teaching, including the disciplinary system for dealing
with allegations of teacher misconduct or
incompetence. Such an overhaul cannot be rushed. In
this context it is important for members to be aware that
the national teacher registration framework and
standards are currently being reviewed through the
Education Council of the Council of Australian
Governments and the Australian Institute for Teaching
and School Leadership. The government will need to
consider the outcomes of this review, which is currently
underway, before committing to further legislative
changes that affect the Victorian Institute of Teaching
and the way it regulates teachers.
Accordingly, during 2019–20 the Department of
Education and Training will develop for the
government’s consideration options to further amend
part 2.6 of the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 to address the remaining recommendations of the
Armytage review. This will include consideration of the
appropriate role of VCAT in overseeing teacher
registration and disciplinary decisions taken by the
Victorian Institute of Teaching. As previously noted,
we will also be informed by the recommendations of
the Working With Children Checks Report of the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse.
Separate to reforming the Victorian Institute of
Teaching statutory framework, there are other
recommendations of the Armytage review that call for
changes to the institute’s internal governance practices:
migration to an online teaching registration system and
expanding the institute’s activities to educate teachers
and the community about teacher quality. These
operational changes will also take time to implement
fully and well, although the institute has started to work
on these changes.
As previously noted, a key objective of this bill is to
ensure that the Victorian Institute of Teaching gives
proper consideration to the safety and wellbeing of
children who are or would be entrusted to a teacher’s
care. This is reflected in the amendment to the
institute’s function to make this proper consideration
requirement explicit. This reinforces the government’s
position that the safety and wellbeing of children is as
important as professional teaching competence and the
reputation of the profession. Community expectations
about safety and wellbeing of children are also
important considerations for the Victorian Institute of
Teaching.
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Going to the enabling legislation for merging Box Hill
TAFE with the Centre for Adult Education (CAE), the
Box Hill Institute of TAFE and the Centre for Adult
Education have been for many years in a strategic
partnership to expand opportunities for senior
secondary, vocational and higher education in informal
learning. In 2013 a common governing body was
established to run the Box Hill Institute of TAFE and
the Centre for Adult Education. Since then Box Hill
Institute and the centre have operated as one group
known as the Box Hill Group, despite being separate
legal entities. The board of the Box Hill Institute and
the Centre for Adult Education have asked that the
government formally merge the institute and the centre
so that they can operate more efficiently and reduce
their regulatory burden. Currently there is no
mechanism in the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 to enable TAFE institutes to merge with an adult
education institute. This bill overcomes this barrier and
will enable a merger to occur between Box Hill
Institute and the Centre for Adult Education. There will
be no practical impact on staff and students at Box Hill
or the CAE. This is because the institutes already have
the same corporate leaders and the same employment
arrangements.
Then there is the issue of removing annual general
meeting requirements for TAFEs and adult education
institutes. TAFE institutes have collectively provided
strong feedback to the government that mandatory
annual meetings are not achieving their purpose
because they are extremely poorly attended. Last year
eight TAFEs advised the government they did not have
a single member of the public attend their 2017 annual
meeting. A substantial proportion of TAFEs have never
had a member of the public attend the annual general
meeting since this regulatory requirement was
introduced in 2012.
Having considered this feedback, the government
agrees that the requirement to hold the annual public
meeting and advertise it in local newspapers is
excessive and imposes burdens on TAFE and adult
education institutions that are disproportionate to the
benefits of holding public meetings given the history of
low attendance. The government considers that there
are other means available for institutes and adult
education institutions to inform the public about the
previous year’s activities and to seek public feedback
about proposed activities for the coming year. This
includes public reporting via annual reports and the
general stakeholder management of each institute that is
undertaken, but nothing prohibits TAFEs from having
meetings with the public at any level. Indeed the recent
community engagement at Federation Training is an
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example of a TAFE undertaking much more effective
community consultation outside an annual meeting
with specifically convened and targeted events for the
community to attend.
So I believe, in terms of the contributions that have
been made here and in the other place, that I have
covered off on most, if not all, of the issues raised, and I
now look forward to going into the committee stage to
answer further questions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mrs PEULICH — It is timely to indeed come back
to this legislation, given some attention that has been
drawn to the functioning and effectiveness of the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT), and that was
brought about by the sexting case. So I thought I would
use this particular case to explore the government’s
understanding of how they see the work of the VIT
functioning and whether indeed some of the
recommendations of the Penny Armytage report need
to be revisited. In particular I would like to lay on the
record the concerns of the opposition about the courses
which are providing instruction and teaching children
and students the art of safe sexting. I would have
thought that this would have been a breach of the
department’s duty of care — to exercise the duty or
caution of a reasonable parent — because showing
children or students how to engage in a potentially
illegal activity I would have thought brings with it some
significant hazards and dangers.
The minister said in her rebuttal that the government
wanted to make the functioning of the VIT more
explicit and in particular give priority to the safety and
wellbeing of children. The safety and wellbeing of
children has always been enshrined in the legislation,
perhaps not in 21st-century words, but again that duty
of care equivalent to that of a parent is basically what
that is about. Of course the bottom line is that the
department has a responsibility, as do all of the
department staff, teachers and so forth irrespective of
what they do. If there is not adequate supervision of
course content or of conduct and if legal action is taken,
the department is vicariously liable.

Thursday, 26 July 2018

I would have thought that they would have exercised
much greater oversight of the content, including
programs such as some elements of the Safe Schools
program, which does encourage children to engage in
activities which may place them at some psychological
and physical risk. In terms of this particular sexting
course and instruction I would have thought that this
was definitely not consistent with community
expectations. That is why the shadow Minister for
Education, Mr Tim Smith, concerned by the report of
this sexting course that was being taught to children,
broached it with the chief executive officer of the
Victorian Institute of Teaching, Mr Corcoran, and I
would like to quote that letter. I would like to also refer
to the response, because if that is what we are looking
at then clearly the VIT needs a much more radical
overhaul.
In particular it is in relation to clause 1(a)(vii), which
talks about requiring ‘the Victorian Institute of
Teaching to consider the wellbeing and safety of
children, taking into account community expectations
when performing its regulatory functions’. So I would
like to read this letter that was sent by Mr Tim Smith to
Mr Corcoran, the chief executive officer of the VIT. It
is dated 10 July, so it is very current. He said under the
heading ‘Ms Briony O’Keefe, lead teacher at Fitzroy
High School’:
I refer you to the Rosie in the Classroom lesson plans …

and he provided the website —
and video, The Art of Safe Sexting developed as classroom
material found at …

and again he provided the link —
that seek to normalise the dangerous practice of ‘sexting’
where an individual sends a sexually explicit photo of
themselves to another. This is a sordid deviation from the
mainstream sex education, that will do more harm than good.
Parents have every right to demand an urgent review into the
teacher who has developed this program, that many consider
crosses the line.

I would just like to deviate to say not only the person
who developed the program but the person who is
responsible for supervising the curriculum and
approving it and ultimately the principal and of course
the department have a considerable responsibility for
this.
He went on to say, and I quote:
This video informs students that ‘if you still wanna send a pic,
try to crop out anything that makes it obvious that it’s you. So
leave out your face, your favourite necklace and tattoos so, if
you need to, you can deny that image is you’.
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The lesson plans were published in May 2018 for
secondary educators to be taught to schoolgirls between
years 7 and 10. Having been a schoolteacher of students
from year 7 to 10, can I say it was not unusual for
year 7 girls to actually come to me as their form teacher
for hugs and accidentally call me ‘Mum’. Some of
these kids are pretty young, and they deserve the
opportunity to be children and to grow into their
maturity at their own pace, with the support of their
own parents rather than to have them prematurely
sexualised to a set of norms that are just generally not
shared by the rest of the community.

sure that teaching year 7 kids intensively or in a
detailed way, as for example occurs in some of the
curriculum material of Safe Schools — and I have
examined that; as a schoolteacher of course I always go
to the curriculum, learning materials and activities to
assess these — is in line with community expectations.
I am not saying that practices of the LGBTI community
should be kept in a closet at all, but providing
instructions as to how to engage in some of these
practices and to direct students to websites or materials
that can place them at risk is actually not exercising
one’s duty of care.

The material is written by Ms Briony O’Keeffe, lead
teacher at Fitzroy High School. Rosie in the Classroom
is an initiative of the Dugdale Trust for Women and
Girls, of which the Victorian Women’s Trust is a
trustee. I have read the article, and I will give an
appraisal of what I think is a problem with the attitude
in this instance of a fairly reputable organisation such as
the women’s trust in relation to this matter.

Mr Smith went on to say:

On page 48 of her lesson plans Ms O’Keeffe purports
that The Art of Safe Sexting video is consistent with the
Australian curriculum for years 7, 8 and 9 and 10 in
health and physical education. For example,
Ms O’Keeffe claims this video is consistent with the
below quoted learning areas in the year 7 and 8
curriculum. I quote:
evaluate strategies to manage personal, physical and social
changes that occur as they grow older …

That is a fairly broad objective, and to extrapolate that
this therefore somehow condones this sort of instruction
shows that perhaps the person needs some very strict
supervision and guidance. It goes on to say:
investigate the benefits of relationships and examine their
impact on their own and others’ health and wellbeing …

I would have thought there were some much less
sophisticated meanings that are actually relevant to
students of years 7 through to 10. It continues:
plan and use health practices, behaviours and resources to
enhance the health, safety and wellbeing of their
communities …

I would have thought that this was actually inconsistent.
Further:
investigate the benefits to individuals and communities of
valuing diversity and promoting inclusivity …

Of course the problem with using words such as that is
that often diversity by activists by within the school
environment is taken to mean sexual diversity. I am not

The Hon. James Merlino MP, Minister for Education, made it
clear in the statement on Saturday —

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich, can I
interrupt you for a second, please. I know you referred
to clause 1(a)(vii), and I know you said there is a letter
from the shadow minister in all of this, but I think you
spoke enough on it. Can we get to a question, please.
Mrs PEULICH — Well, actually the answer is
from Mr Corcoran, the chief executive officer, and he
said:
Thank you for your letter dated 5 July 2018, in relation to
Mr Briony O’Keeffe who is registered as a teacher with the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT).
Please be assured that the VIT takes child safety and welfare
very seriously. An inquiry was commenced immediately
when we received information about the matter you refer to.

Then he later went on to say:
The inquiry is continuing but it is unlikely that the VIT will
determine that the matter should proceed to an investigation.

This is what I am actually wanting to ask a question
about: does the government agree that its reforms, as
proposed in this amendment, of the VIT would deem
this sort of behaviour by a teacher and this sort of
curriculum material something that is not considered to
be misconduct and that it should not be investigated?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Minister, did you
get the question?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, I got the question. I also got
the fact that the material that has been outlined by
Mrs Peulich has got nothing to do with the bill before
us tonight. What we are dealing with is the registration
of teachers and categories A, B and C. We are not
talking about attitudes, we are not talking about
curriculum and we are not talking about learning
materials. We are actually dealing with how to align the
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working with children process with the registration of
teachers.
Mrs PEULICH — And this goes precisely to that. I
wanted to know whether indeed the government felt
that this was an acceptable form of behaviour. The
question that Mr Smith asked of Mr Corcoran was:
The minister provided a link to the department’s guidelines
for sexting … which sets out just how dangerous and
potentially illegal this practice can be for minors.
Ms O’Keefe’s employer, the department of education, has not
approved this material. Given the teaching material and
lesson plans are completely out of step with community
expectations, I believe Ms O’Keefe’s behaviour constitutes
misconduct.

He went on to say that:
The Victorian Institute of Teaching defines misconduct as
follows:
Misconduct is the conduct of a teacher occurring in
connection with the practice of teaching that is of a
lesser standard than a member of the public, or member
of the teaching professions are entitled to expect from a
reasonably proficient teacher.
I would urge you to review Ms O’Keefe’s registration, so that
this teacher receives the clearest possible message that her
conduct is unacceptable.

I would have thought that it precisely went to the
reforms enshrined in this legislation, which under
clause 1(a)(vii) talks about requiring:
… the Victorian Institute of Teaching to consider the
wellbeing and safety of children, taking into account
community expectations when performing its regulatory
functions …

Ms TIERNEY — As I am advised by advisers in
the box, when this happened there were public
comments made by the Minister for Education, James
Merlino, and he said:
These are not appropriate. And these are not government
resources.
The Department of Education and Training has clear policy
and resources on sexting that are available for teachers,
students and parents. The advice and expectation of the
department is that schools use these resources.

Mrs PEULICH — In view of that, Deputy
President — through you to the minister — what does
the government believe the VIT’s role should be in
such a case?
Ms TIERNEY — One would expect that if people
were concerned, they would put in a complaint, and the
VIT would investigate.
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Mrs PEULICH — The answer, in relation to the
investigation, is that the VIT felt that it was not going to
undertake one. Clearly some members would
remember that this house, through the Law Reform
Committee, undertook an inquiry into sexting. The
committee tabled its report in the Parliament on 13 May
2013. It actually outlines very specifically some of the
dangers of sexting, which has been encouraged. The
department and the minister cannot simply say, ‘We
don’t approve, and we’re going to stick our heads in the
sand’, because if that practice continues, then it is being
negligent. It is failing to act in a manner consistent with
community expectations. I want to know, apart from
saying it is inappropriate, what the government sees as
the VIT’s role in a situation of this nature. What
happens if another teacher with another activity
presents some potential harm to a child or to children?
What should the VIT’s role be in view of the reforms
that are before us?
While the minister is seeking advice, I would like to
refer to some of the findings of the inquiry into sexting,
just to remind members that:
The distribution of intimate images or media of a person
without their consent has the potential to cause significant and
ongoing harm to that person.

Another one is:
In the absence of an appropriate Victorian offence, the
commonwealth charge of using a carriage service to menace,
harass or cause offence is more appropriate than child
pornography charges in cases of non-consensual sexting
between people who engage in lawful sexual activity …

Finding 6 is that the ‘absence of appropriate defences
for the child pornography offences’ found in various
sections of the Crimes Act 1958 and the Classifications
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995 ‘exposes young people who
engage in non-exploitative sexting to being charged
with child pornography offences’.
Another one, finding 7, is:
Current Victorian law does not sufficiently accommodate the
intent, magnitude, and range of harms committed through
inappropriate sexting practices.

Lastly, finding 8 is:
Current laws for breach of confidence, copyright, intentional
infliction of harm, defamation and sexual harassment are
unsuited to provide victims of non-consensual sexting with
legal remedies against a person who has disseminated, or
threatens to disseminate, an intimate image of them without
consent.
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So there are very, very serious criminal consequences.
The minister cannot just say, ‘We don’t approve of it.
This is not departmental policy’. Action needs to be
taken not just in terms of this type of inappropriate
material and teaching, in the case of sexting, but in
terms of any other that presents harm to students and
that is not consistent with community expectations.
Ms TIERNEY — Deputy President, as you would
appreciate, I am not close to the example being cited by
Mrs Peulich, and so I have been seeking advice from
the box. I have been advised that in terms of the
specific matter that Mrs Peulich has raised — and I
look towards the box — the teacher in question was
doing things in their own time. It was not in the
classroom. Correct? I do not have any information
about what that entails; I am simply not in that position.
But what I can say is that what this bill is about is
creating categories that provide a mechanism by which
teachers are registered, and indeed a process for
deregistration.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich,
before I ask you to ask your further questions, I know
that you are asking questions, but you are making them
very broad.
Mrs PEULICH — These are very serious matters.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I understand that.
Minister, when you refer to the advisers, you do not
need to ask them; give the answers yourself.
Mrs PEULICH — I thank the minister for the
advice provided by the advisers, but the advisers are
wrong. The teacher-student relationship does not cease
legally if the teacher is not in the school grounds or if
the teacher and the student find themselves in another
context. It does not cease; it is not extinguished under
legal precedent. That remains. So that is absolutely no
out clause. The clause is here. What precisely is the
VIT’s role? What they have said is:
The inquiry is continuing, but it is unlikely that the VIT will
determine that the matter should proceed to an investigation.

Now, that is absolutely a failure of the VIT. If it does
not investigate a matter that has such serious
consequences not just for children but legally, where
they can acquire a criminal conviction, then the VIT
has failed and it needs to be restructured.
Secondly, the chief executive officer says in his letter:
The VIT will continue to work with the Department of
Education and Training and leaders in the Catholic and
Independent school sectors to develop messages for teachers
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and their principals about appropriate professional boundaries
in relation to child safety and welfare.

Well, of course, what the chief executive officer does
not mention is working with parents and school
communities. So all I want to know is: what action is
the government taking, through the minister and the
department, to make sure that the VIT is fulfilling its
role, as per the reforms that are here? If it is not going
to take any action, then it ought to dismantle the VIT.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Minister, do you
have any further remarks?
Ms TIERNEY — No.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Are there any
other questions?
Mrs PEULICH — I think it is absolutely
deplorable, and the rebuttal and the attack of people
who have come out in criticism of the handling by the
government of this particular case is deafening. There is
a lot of common sense. The editorial in the Herald Sun,
‘Keep sexting out of schools’, is a very powerful and
balanced one, despite the fact that the Herald Sun is the
vilified publication —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs Peulich, I think we are going too far, so I ask you
again, if there is any question, to put your question
directly, please.
Mrs PEULICH — The question is: what is the
government going to do to ensure that the VIT is now
going to comply with the changes in this legislation that
is before this chamber now?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Minister, do you
have anything to add?
Ms TIERNEY — No.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I do not think the
minister has anything to add. Are there any further
questions on clause 1?
Mrs PEULICH — I will move on to another matter
and I will pursue this in other forms. The only other
matter that I would like to ask about is that the minister
in her rebuttal earlier — and I thank her for that;
obviously some thought had been put into the rebuttal,
which is appreciated — made comments in relation to
why TAFE AGMs were being abolished. The
justification is laughable — that the TAFE AGMs were
being abolished because not enough members of the
public were turning up. Well, hand out circus tickets!
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The question I would like to ask is: what is the nature of
the review which was the basis for this particular
legislative reform to abolish annual AGMs, which is the
most obvious way of holding —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich,
which clause are you referring to?
Mrs PEULICH — Clause 1.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Clause 1?
Mrs PEULICH — Yes.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Can you tell me
which one you are talking about?
Mrs PEULICH — I am more than happy to reserve
my comments for clause 53, if you would prefer that.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Yes, that is alright,
unless you want to ask it now. I am happy —
Mrs PEULICH — I just thought we would roll it
all into the one, into the —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Are you happy,
Minister, to take that? I am easy with it.
Ms TIERNEY — I am happy to take it. This has
been a request by TAFEs for some time, and it predates
myself in terms of being minister. It does have the
support of the Victorian TAFE Association, but there is
a very strong understanding that if there is a need to
consult the community or they have a specific need to
go out, then TAFEs will do that, and they have done
that recently, as I said, with Federation Training. There
were community meetings held at almost every single
campus all the way through Federation Training to have
a very close conversation with the community about the
type of training that they want to see from their local
TAFE and the types of skills and training that would be
available that would align with local industry needs and
the local economy. All of those meetings were very,
very successful. There was a lot of exchange, and it did
assist the TAFE and the department to understand more
deeply the connections between the community and
what their expectations are. So there was a greater level
of ownership, and it worked incredibly well.
What people are finding these days is that often AGMs
are quite wooden. If there is a particular issue of
interest, then they want to engage, but to actually just
come and hear reports does not really inspire people, as
I understand it, as much as it might have some time
ago. And of course there are other mechanisms by
which people can have consultations and interactions
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that previous generations did not have. The world has
changed, and it has been put to the department in fairly
strong terms that TAFEs would be better off spending
more time, effort and money on community and
industry engagement than just having these what are
considered to be fairly staid meetings where people do
not feel there is much interaction. That is demonstrated
by the history in the last number of years of people not
attending and therefore not participating in AGMs.
Mrs PEULICH — If we use the same measure, we
would abolish Parliament. There is not a single person
in the gallery apart from the two PSOs — and my
apologies for referring to matters outside the chamber.
If we use the same measure, we would get rid of many
local councils, and that might actually bring a lot of
cheer to people. You know what? Sometimes when
people do not turn up it is a good thing, because it
might actually mean they are not upset about things.
We cannot substitute the nature of the activities that
were outlined by the minister for an AGM. They serve
two very different purposes. One is consultation,
developing programs, understanding needs and
directions, and developing a vision, programs and so
forth. The annual general meeting is a governance and
accountability measure. So I do not accept the
minister’s explanation. I do not care how far it goes
back. It is bad policy. I would like the minister to
indicate to the house whether she is prepared to release
any material which indeed provides the justification for
this move, which I actually see as weakening
governance of a sector that is long overdue for reform
and has been underperforming for a long time.
Ms TIERNEY — I can assure the member that
there is a universal view from the sector that they want
to continue to have serious consultations with their
local communities, and they are as one in saying that it
is not efficient to keep on having meetings that no-one
comes to. They are saying that people in their
communities are voting with their feet when it comes to
AGMs, but by and large in terms of interactions there
are good solid partnerships between TAFEs and their
local communities.
Mrs PEULICH — I would have thought it is about
engaging busy people — people who are short of time
because of the congestion on the roads and because of
having to undertake multiple tasks, like raising children
and a range of things. People are not looking for an
opportunity to go to their local TAFE to attend the local
AGM because it is a way of passing time. If any TAFE
has any merit, it would actually be consulting by means
of a questionnaire or by means of an interactive voice
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response or by means of telephone canvassing its
clients to find out the things that are important to them.
In the explanation that the minister provides she is
talking about the sector. I am more interested in the
clients, those who deserve a high quality of education
for the amount of money that is being invested by
governments. I do not accept the minister’s explanation.
I again call on her to release any information or
documentation which justifies this change, which I see
as serving the bureaucrats running the sector rather than
the clients of the sector.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 98 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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Unkles, who has got 30-plus years experience, have
said that the report done by the LXRA lacks any detail
about weather, the type of equipment or tonal
adjustment, which will all contribute to noise and leave
a margin of error of up to 4 decibels higher than the
limit.
The government claims that this substation will have no
impact on the health and wellbeing of the surrounding
areas. However, the residents of Preston would like to
know how the government can promise this, given that
their own report cannot give any detailed reassurance of
this claim. The fact that this substation was rushed
through with no community consultation shows exactly
where this government’s priorities are. The lack of
detail from the LXRA has left residents in the dark, and
simply put, the residents have been spun around by this
government far too many times. The action I call on the
minister to take is to immediately investigate and
confirm that the noise coming from the power station
will be under the legal area limit. The residents of
Esther Street deserve better than the constant lies they
have been receiving from this government.

ADJOURNMENT
Emil Madsen Reserve
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Preston electrical substation
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(21:26) — My adjournment matter tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport in the
other place. It concerns the electrical substation at Bell
station in Preston, which is in my electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region. There have been a number of
issues around the installation of this substation. The
works have begun on the removal of the level crossing
at Bell station, and already it has been a disaster for the
local residents. Residents of Esther Street were first told
they would receive a new open space as part of the Bell
station level crossing removal. However, a backflip by
the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) will
now see the proposed area turned into a 35-metre-long
electrical substation. The only solace for the residents is
that the 35-metre-long, 5.3-metre-high, 24/7 substation
located metres away from their homes will comply with
the noise abatement restrictions. However, like so many
other broken promises this government has made, this
too has been brought into question.
The report that was given by the LXRA indicated that
noise levels will reach 41 decibels, just barely
complying with the 42 decibel area limit. However,
acoustic engineers, including a fellow called Richard

Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (21:28) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Local Government in the other place. It relates to
the Emil Madsen Reserve sports facilities. This reserve
features a number of elements which are in
considerable use by the community. It has a cricket and
football pavilion, cricket practice nets and a skate park
with lights. There are also a number of ovals, barbecue
facilities and a playground. This is a much-used facility
in the Mount Eliza area.
This facility received some funding under the Growing
Suburbs Fund (GSF) in the 2016–17 allocation to the
GSF from that year’s budget. Construction has been
underway to make a number of improvements to this
facility, including a new football and cricket oval with
drainage, irrigation and lighting; lighting on three
netball courts, which will be important for increasing
the usage of those facilities — for women’s and men’s
participation in sport but for women in particular in this
case; an additional cultural heritage area; and a number
of other improvements. As I mentioned, construction
has been underway for quite some time.
The action I seek from the minister is that she provide
an update on the progress and schedule for the
completion of the works and when these facilities will
be open and available to the public.
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School-wide Positive Behaviour Support
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(21:30) — My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Education. This was something that I was
alerted to by an article I read in the Age of 24 July
2018, which described aspects of the School-wide
Positive Behaviour Support (SWPBS) program, which
apparently the government is allocating $9 million in
the budget to over the next four years.
After reading this article I took the time to research this
program on the department’s website. As people in this
chamber know, I have previously raised concerns about
other programs the department of education has
implemented, including the ‘un-Safe Schools’ program
and Respectful Relationships. The first thing I
discovered was that the apparently School-wide
Positive Behaviour Support program is not actually a
program. Rather, according to an information sheet for
principals, it is a, and I quote:
… framework, a prevention-oriented process that supports the
needs and culture of the school by assisting school personnel
in adopting and organising evidence-based behavioural
interventions into an integrated continuum that enhances
academic and social behaviour outcomes for all students.

What a relief! It appears that this ‘prevention-oriented
process’ includes the opportunity for schools to get
reimbursement from the department of up to $1000 for
achieving each of the three tiers of this program —
sorry, I mean the prevention-oriented process. I need to
get it right! The $1000 is intended to cover incidental
costs, such as purchasing reinforcement items.
At the heart of this prevention-oriented process it seems
is the giving out of ‘gotchas’ — yes, spelt
G-O-T-C-H-A-S — which appears to be some sort of
token given out to students by teachers when the
student performs a behaviour on the list of good
behaviours decided upon by the school’s
implementation team. The tokens may be a bracelet, a
success pass, a bear paw — not claw, bear paw — or
apparently, in some schools, school bucks. These
tokens may at some schools be directly exchanged for a
reward. At other times some schools are implementing
a weekly lottery where students whose token is drawn
become the student of the week and get a choice of
their rewards. Rewards include things like movie
tickets, canteen vouchers and iTunes credits. The
implementation of this program — sorry,
prevention-oriented process — apparently requires
significant classroom time, as I read through the
department of education’s website, in teaching students
the full list of rewardable behaviours.
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What I call on the minister to do is to immediately
review and report on the proportion of classroom time
being taken away from actual education and used up by
programs such as, as I have raised in this house before,
Safe Schools and Respectful Relationships and now by
this new program that we are hearing about, the
prevention-oriented process known as School-wide
Positive Behaviour Support.

Melbourne-Lancefield Road
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (21:33) — My
adjournment issue tonight is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety and concerns the ongoing
mismanagement by VicRoads of the
Melbourne-Lancefield Road project between
Monegeetta and Lancefield. The action that I seek from
the minister is that the minister reveal the cost blowout
of this project caused by the mismanagement of the
project by VicRoads and that he personally intervene to
ensure proper community consultation takes place
moving forward and that the project is staged in a way
to minimise impact to the community.
Stage 1 of the Melbourne-Lancefield Road project
involves works from Monegeetta through Romsey to
Lancefield. This is a distance of approximately
15 kilometres, and VicRoads decided to complete it all
at once rather than carry out works in smaller sections.
Work has now been halted for three months due to
what VicRoads calls a ‘weather delay’. The result is
15 kilometres of unfinished roadworks, leaving locals
angry at the state government’s mismanagement of this
project.
This community feeling was evident when I recently
visited Romsey with the Liberal candidate for
Macedon, Amanda Millar. Locals believe this project
has been poorly planned from the outset by VicRoads,
with VicRoads digging up the entire road from
Monegeetta through to Lancefield instead of staging the
works to limit their impact on locals. The contractor left
the site in June having had no communication or
consultation with locals for weeks about what was
happening. The unfinished works have left a dangerous
road full of potholes, causing damage to many vehicles,
including blown tyres and paint scratches. VicRoads
has shown no regard for locals, whose commute times
to and from Melbourne have increased dramatically.
Additionally there has been community outrage at the
damage caused to historic trees in the area. Local
residents ask: why dig up such a large section of road,
causing maximum delay and risk to motorists, and then
walk off the job for three months?
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The action I seek from the minister is that he reveal the
cost blowout of this project, caused by its
mismanagement by VicRoads, and that he personally
intervene to ensure that proper community consultation
takes place moving forward and that the project is
staged in a way that minimises its impact on the
community.

Level Crossing Removal Authority design
principles
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (21:36) — My
adjournment matter is directed to Jacinta Allan, the
Minister for Public Transport. Recently I was lucky
enough to get a briefing from the Level Crossing
Removal Authority and the consortium doing work at
Carrum and Seaford. The briefing was around how this
project is working closely with local Indigenous people
to embed emblems related to the heritage of the area in
the finalised project. This is happening particularly at
Carrum, where there is a lot of work being done. There
is an extra bridge being built over the Patterson River to
link Station Street. There will be a concourse coming
from the station after the level crossing has been
removed, and there is a lot of work being done to allow
Indigenous design to be embedded in the finished
project. The design will be determined by the local
Indigenous people, who will sign off on the end
product. I think this is a great initiative by this
consortium and the authority.
The action I seek from the minister is that she
encourage other level crossing consortiums to consider
a similar process to what has been put in place at
Carrum, to talk to Indigenous people and to see if there
is some way of embedding Indigenous design into their
finished products. I think that would be a fantastic
thing.

Mildura South regional sporting precinct
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (21:38) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Sport, Mr Eren in the other place, and the action I seek
is that the Labor government match the commitment
that has been made by Peter Crisp in the Assembly of
$10 million as a state contribution towards the Mildura
South regional sporting precinct.
I had the pleasure of joining the Leader of The
Nationals, Peter Walsh, and Peter Crisp in Mildura last
Sunday to make the announcement of a $10 million
commitment to the Mildura South sports precinct. That
commitment had already been matched by the federal
government through the federal member for Mallee,
Andrew Broad, some two weeks earlier. The council
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has also made a commitment of some $6 million or
$8 million towards the completion of that project,
which would involve a brand-new sporting facility in
Mildura, including outdoor ovals, outdoor netball
courts and an indoor sports stadium for badminton,
basketball et cetera.
This is desperately needed in Mildura. It would provide
brand-new ovals and in particular an oval of a standard
that would be able to be used by AFL clubs in their
preseason matches. Richmond Football Club has
already come out and congratulated the commitments
made towards this project. They have said that they
would be very interested in pursuing this further in
terms of playing games if this facility comes to fruition.
The Mallee regional partnerships forum was held up in
Mildura in only the last week or so, and there were
quite a few ministers up there — Minister Allan,
Minister Eren, Minister Pulford, Minister Tierney and
also Danielle Green in the Assembly — so they are
certainly well aware of this project. They were taken
through it in some detail, as I understand it, but there
was no commitment on this occasion to that project.
I would certainly love to see a commitment from this
government for Mildura so that they could have a
standard of football oval that would allow them to have
not only AFL practice grounds but also a significant
sporting facility that they could be very proud of and
use for a whole range of sporting activities for the
people of Mildura. This government has certainly been
generous in some other areas — in relation to Ballarat,
Geelong and some of the other places — so it would be
great to see them get their chequebook out and spend
that money a bit further away from Melbourne in some
of the outlying regional areas. Mildura is desperately in
need of this facility.
Peter Crisp in the Legislative Assembly has certainly
been at the forefront in knocking on many doors to try
and get this money as a commitment from this side of
the house, and he has certainly done that, so it would be
great for Minister Eren and for the Labor government,
and also Ms Pulford, who is here, who was up there last
week as Minister for Regional Development, to speak
to Mr Eren to try and get this commitment for Mildura
so that this project can go ahead, because we have got
the money from the feds and the council has got the
money. The only thing we need is the state money. We
have committed to it. We would love it if the Labor
Party committed to it as well.
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, President, I seek
your guidance on whether or not asking a political party
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to make an election commitment is an allowable matter
in your interpretation of the adjournment debate rules.
The PRESIDENT — Going into the 2014 election I
heard so many members of the then opposition call for
financial commitments by the government.
Ms Pulford — That’s a yes.
The PRESIDENT — That is a yes. I also have
heard it obviously in terms of budget allocation, so I do
not see that is a problem. The problem would be if they
were calling for legislation — that is a no. And I
understand the minister was not in Mildura last week.
Ms Pulford — No, I wasn’t.
The PRESIDENT — That is a misunderstanding.

Berwick public housing tenants
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(21:42) — The matter that I would like to raise is for
the attention of the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, and it is in relation to a difficult case of a
family, the Banks family from Berwick, who are
dealing with the Dandenong office. They do have some
complex needs, all of the family members. The family
have issues with their accommodation at the moment.
They have reports from qualified electricians and
engineers to show that there are structural issues that
are causing ceiling noises, mould, leaking and so forth.
They are not satisfied with the response of the
Department of Health and Human Services or the
housing office at Dandenong. They have been to
VCAT. The matter has been heard twice before and
was apparently dismissed because there was no new
evidence. They were dissatisfied with the entire
process, and they are dissatisfied with the treatment
they have received from the department.
The family initially approached my federal colleague
Jason Wood, who pointed out that it was a state
government matter. They have approached me.
Obviously I am not in government, so all I can do is
raise this complex matter for the minister. I am not sure
exactly what further recourse exists for the family, but
perhaps some sort of ministerial intervention to ensure
that there is a proper review of the case and the health
needs of the family, which need to be taken into proper
consideration to make sure they have got
accommodation that is not going to exacerbate or
aggravate their health issues.
They have also had issues with surrounding neighbours
in terms of criminality, and whilst perhaps the
department may think that the family has used up their
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goodwill, I believe that the nature of the case does
deserve some review by the minister, and I call on the
minister for housing to review the case of the Banks
family from Berwick. I am happy to provide some
particulars that have been raised and that have been
forwarded to the department by Jennifer Banks in
particular.

Morwell commercial development
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (21:44) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. It relates to an Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA) clean-up notice that was
issued to my constituents, Mr Tony Salvatore and
Mr Alfi Pestipino, on the property at 145 Princes Drive,
Morwell. The action I seek from the minister is that she
review the notice and find a way through this onerous
burden to enable these local businessmen to
commercially develop the site. From a historical
perspective, in 2007 the block of land was purchased
from WAM Properties (Mobil). It was decommissioned
and the tanks were removed. The initial contract stated
that the property could only be used for general
non-sensitive commercial industrial purposes, and they
were most happy with that arrangement. For the next
six years twice a year the site was assessed, and that
was conducted in terms of compliance with
environmental obligations, and they were met all the
way through.
In March 2017 a planning permit was granted from
Latrobe City Council for an office and warehouse
development to be built on the site. The necessary
authorities were notified, including the EPA, and
approval was given. As I say, the EPA approved this
construction. The development fitted the criteria for
non-sensitive commercial industrial, as stated in the
original contract. But the development was then put on
hold for unforeseeable personal circumstances of one of
the gentlemen. In April this year the amended plans
were submitted to Latrobe City Council for a variation
on this permit. The new plans removed a warehouse
and just put in an office complex, and it was submitted
again to Latrobe City Council for approval. Latrobe
City Council then went to the EPA to have it approved.
At this point in time, the EPA changed its assessment.
There were a lot of meetings in between, and in
summary it issued a 53X environmental audit to be
carried out by the owners.
My constituents are very frustrated that, with the
removal of a warehouse from their plans on that
development site, they are now required to undertake a
complex and expensive EPA audit costing upwards of
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$100 000. This will make the development unfeasible.
They argue that the only difference is that they have
removed a warehouse and that it was always going to
be for a commercial industrial sector, not a sensitive
site that requires a 53X audit. I am happy to provide a
great deal of detail for the minister.
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question really is: what is the average cost per road
incident now? The action that I am seeking from the
minister is an explanation of what is the current average
cost per road incident and what are the reasons for what
appears to be another increase in cost.

Responses
Morwell needs every support it can get. It needs to be
able to move forward. It needs to be able to have
employment. This is an opportunity for employment,
and I ask the minister most sincerely to look at this case
and see how there is a way forward for my constituents.

Ambulance services
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(21:47) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Ambulance Services in the other place. I noticed
recently that there are new costs for the call-out of an
ambulance and these are applicable from 1 July. I think
this was announced very, very quietly. It is online but I
have not seen any active publicity about this.
I understand that these are the costs that people pay if
they do not have an ambulance subscription or
coverage through health insurance or similar. The most
common fees for road transport are under the heading
‘Emergency road transport fees’, and ‘Metropolitan
emergency road’ is $1234 and ‘Regional and rural
emergency road’ is $1820. I do not have the previous
figures, so I cannot identify the specific cost increase
but if you look at the Ambulance Victoria site, it says,
‘Did you know that the average cost of an emergency
transport is more than $1100?’. I note that it has said
that on the Ambulance Victoria site for quite some
time; this is not a recent note that has gone on there.
Ambulance Victoria used to report on the average cost
per road accident in its annual report but stopped doing
this in 2015–16, when the increases became significant.
These increases were explained in that year’s annual
report as being due to the bigger cost of staff wages.
The increases in terms of cost per road incident went
from $675 in 2011–12; in 2012–13 it was $670; in
2013–14 it was $694; in 2014–15, $746 and then in
2015–16, $826, the biggest increase to date, and that is
when the reporting on that particular measure stopped.
It was noted in the 2015–16 annual report that the cost
was predominantly due to pay increases, and it was
noted that the wage bill had increased by $77 million in
that particular calendar year.
I do not wish to call into question the issue of whether
wage increases were necessary; that debate has been
had, and the pay increases have been delivered. My

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(21:50) — Adjournment matters have been raised this
evening by nine members: Mr Ondarchie, Mr Mulino,
Dr Carling-Jenkins, Ms Lovell, Mr Leane,
Mr O’Sullivan, Mrs Peulich, Ms Bath and
Ms Fitzherbert. I will seek responses from the relevant
ministers to those matters.
I also have written responses to adjournment debate
matters raised by nine members on various dates
between 1 May and 22 June.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 9.51 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(09:35) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until 12.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 7 August 2018.

Motion agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 June; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (09:36) —
I am very pleased to be able to speak to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. A lot has been said about
family violence and the terrible scourge that it is on our
society and our communities and how governments of
all persuasions have been taking this issue very
seriously, from the federal government down to local
councils. I note that in recent days one local council that
I was reading about only this morning, Casey City
Council, is taking a very good stand in relation to the
community needs out there, and I am sure other
councils right around the state are doing a similar thing.
I was also reminded when driving to Parliament this
morning down along Punt Road past the Richmond
railway station — I think Mr Finn, Ms Lovell and
Ms Fitzherbert, who are all Richmond supporters,
would endorse the actions of the Richmond Football
Club to work with the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation —
Mr Finn — They’ve been doing it for some years.
Ms CROZIER — They have been, Mr Finn, and
they have a very good relationship, but as I was driving
past I noticed on the billboard the terrible statistic of a
child being abused, neglected or a victim of family
violence every 2 minutes. That is a very sobering
statistic. It is just horrendous to think that so many
children are affected every couple of minutes by
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neglect, abuse and the effects and trauma of things like
family violence. We all know that our communities are
looking at this issue, and I want to extend my
congratulations to the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation on taking the step and partnering with the
Richmond Football Club. I understand that if the
membership sign up, then that money will go straight
towards the provision of buddy bags to assist those
traumatised children who are found in these horrendous
situations through no fault of their own.
Sadly, the latest crime statistics also state that we have
75 000-odd family violence incidents occurring in this
state each year — from there the recidivist rate is far
too high — but that figure shows there are too many
children, too many women and their families, and too
many men quite frankly, being affected by the scourge.
Those women and children do have brothers, fathers,
uncles and grandfathers who are all affected by the
impact of family violence. I think we need to
understand the full impact of family violence and how
it affects the community.
I note that when this bill was being debated in the
Assembly a few members made note of the horrendous
and horrific murder of Eurydice Dixon and the
commentary around violence against women. Clearly
the horrendous circumstance that young woman found
herself in, the tragedy of that whole event, did ring out
to the community because it was such a random,
unwarranted, horrific act. But I caution the Premier and
government members to reflect on that because that
was not an act of family violence; it was purely and
simply an evil and criminal act of violence against
women. It did not happen behind closed doors; it had
no relation to family violence. It was a horrendous
crime, and horrendous crimes — evil crimes,
unwarranted crimes like that — need to be thoroughly
investigated, and I understand that that crime of course
has been, but I felt that putting that murder into the
family violence sphere, where there were so many
people talking about that, did not do justice to the poor
woman who tragically lost her life or to those around
her. Yes, it was an act against a woman, and too many
women are the victims of family violence — no
question. Too many women are victims of violence. In
fact in recent days another young woman lost her life
through an act of criminal, violent behaviour. In this
state that is a far too common occurrence across our
community in general. I think that all Victorians are
very concerned about the implications of violence in
our community, and of course they are very concerned
about family violence incidents and what is occurring
behind closed doors, as I said.
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I know that there have been specific reforms in this
state and they have been undertaken for well over a
decade, and the Royal Commission into Family
Violence highlighted this very clearly. Again I want to
acknowledge the work of the royal commission. It did
some very significant work understanding and
highlighting some of the impacts, and of course we are
debating this bill as a direct result of a number of
recommendations that came from the family violence
royal commission, and I will come to that a little later.

I want to acknowledge the work that they do in
protecting those that they come across and providing
them the support that they need to perhaps steer them
into safety and away from harm. That goes from
Victoria Police down to the agencies on the ground,
like McAuley Community Services for Women, who
provide a women’s refuge and do extraordinary work in
that area, and there are a whole range of others who are
involved in providing those services to women,
specifically.

I looked over the reforms that the royal commission
perhaps did highlight in 2002 when the Women’s Safety
Strategy: a Policy Framework 2002–07 was launched,
and it recommended the establishment of a statewide
steering committee to reduce family violence.
Obviously there were other reforms and initiatives
throughout a number of years. I know that in the
Baillieu-Napthine governments, under the stewardship
of Ms Wooldridge, there was significant reform done.
She really did a huge amount and made an enormous
investment — in fact at the time it was a record
investment for any Victorian government. I know that
this government has obviously put in significantly more
money — a record amount — into this area across a
range of portfolio areas, as it promised it would do, but
my point is that Victorian governments have been
building on these reforms.

I would also like to acknowledge the work of the
federal government, who from the Prime Minister
down have taken this issue very seriously as well. They
have put it on the agenda, bringing all the states and
territories together to address this as well as to look at
strategies that might address this in certain
communities. We have seen too much abuse at local
levels, and I think that the federal leadership is very
important — because this does need leadership. It needs
leadership from those in positions of power, like the
Prime Minister, or here in Victoria as the government is
doing in trying to address this. I think we all agree that
we as legislators and others have got a responsibility to
do that, addressing those concerns that so many
Victorians have spoken about and will continue to
speak about. It is important also for them to continue to
speak out about the issues that are affecting their
communities and the impacts.

I think that is very important to note, because it was
under Ms Wooldridge that the Action Plan to Address
Violence against Women and Children 2012–15:
Everyone has a Responsibility to Act was published, the
Koori family violence police protocols were launched
and the Ending Violence against Women and Children:
Further Initiatives for Victoria’s Action Plan to
Address Violence against Women 2012–15 was
introduced. All of these initiatives were bringing the
community together to understand the impacts of
family violence, to try and address those specific
communities that perhaps have over-representation, to
really identify the needs of women, children and others
who are impacted and wrap those services around so
they can access them directly when needed. I think we
would all agree that is exactly what is needed. It is
about how you deliver that, I suppose, and how it is
done and the priorities of the approach of the
government. It is not easy, I grant that; it is complex
and difficult work. It is taking in many, many different
agencies and individuals across the state, and I want to
acknowledge those people that work in the sector. It is
very difficult work. It is very complex work; it is very
emotional and challenging work in many instances, and
they see some horrific circumstances.

I did actually ask the sector to respond to this bill to see
their concerns, and I did receive some responses from
various stakeholders who were largely in support of the
bill. Some did have some concerns about some of the
practicalities in relation to the body-worn cameras and
the security issues and impacts around that, as well as
how the information for complainants would be
protected and other areas. Organisations like Safe Steps
and others put their thoughts to me, and I thank them
very much for providing that information to me,
because there are a range of concerns that they have
around that, but they are largely supportive of the bill. I
will ask some questions in committee about some of the
concerns that have been raised with me directly and
other questions I also have.
If I could just return to the bill, the purpose of the bill is
to amend the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005,
the Family Violence Protection Act 2008, the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009 and the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 to support the implementation of six
recommendations of the royal commission. I mentioned
in my introduction the work of the royal commission,
and this bill does encapsulate six of its
recommendations.
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Recommendation 34 basically extends a therapeutic
treatment order system to young people aged 15 to 17.
As we know, children are some of the most vulnerable.
When they are caught up in violent situations, the
trauma has long-lasting impacts that can be very
profound. Many of them need to have support and that
therapeutic treatment to enable them to get over what is
often a very horrific and devastating circumstance of
witnessing family violence and the trauma that that
brings.
That can then become learned behaviour. I mean, if that
is what they see growing up and that is all they know,
then that can also become the norm for them. We have
got to be understanding and cognisant that some of
these kids that are brought up in these violent
relationships or households think that that is the norm.
So early intervention, in terms of therapeutic treatment
that provides the necessary treatment for them, to
prevent them from becoming perpetrators or having the
ongoing impacts of violence, abuse and neglect, is very
important.
I just want to read from the summary and
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, where the commission said:
The family violence system must take account of the
co-occurrence of family violence and sexual assault.
Additionally, early intervention services for children and
young people displaying sexually abusive or problematic
behaviours should be adequately resourced for all age groups,
and the therapeutic treatment orders regime in the Children’s
Court should be extended to include young people aged 15 to
17 years.

That is an important finding and recommendation in
relation to that very extensive trauma in relation to the
concerning issues that can arise out of those sexual
behaviour occurrences or displays that children may
have that can then go on to have very profound impacts
on them and others later in life. That is the extension of
that order, as per recommendation 34, that extends that
from ages 14 to 15 to now include 15 to 17-year-olds. I
think that is a very commonsense, practical approach
that was very much required. Children obviously
develop in different ways and at different levels and
some will need ongoing treatment, and to have the
ability for the courts to extend that order from 14 to
15-year-olds to 15 to 17-year-olds is welcome.
Recommendation 58, the next recommendation that this
bill captures, is around trialling body-worn cameras to
collect statements from family violence incident scenes.
There has been a lot of work and commentary around
this. I know that other jurisdictions have trialled
body-worn cameras for police who are attending family
violence incidents in people’s homes, and indeed trials
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have started here. I note that on the Victoria Police
website they talk about the pilot being conducted and
the trial having been rolled out in Epping and Ballarat.
The police have put that out there to say to people,
‘Look, if you see police officers wearing body-worn
cameras, it is because they are being trialled here’. They
say:
If you happen to be around Epping or Ballarat you may notice
police officers wearing body-worn cameras. Victoria Police
has started trialling this new equipment to see if they can play
an effective role in the Victorian policing environment.

This gives police the ability to collect evidence and to
be able to understand what is going on in the
communities. They acknowledge the work of the royal
commission and say:
The Royal Commission into Family Violence found there is
potential for body-worn cameras to be a beneficial tool in the
response to, and management of, family violence incidents.

I think that is a welcome initiative as well so that the
police, the courts and those who are involved in any
proceedings will have real and accurate evidence of
what occurs at the time.
There is some thought that in heightened environments,
when people are in family violence situations, it can be
very emotional, it can be very fluid and it can be very
difficult to assess actually what has gone on, and the
physical and emotional environment may not exactly
reflect what has played out. But at least this will give
the police an ability to provide that evidence in a visual
or audio form that will give those involved in court
proceedings a really thorough understanding of the
work done by the police and the scenarios that they
have found themselves in when they have been called
to a family violence incident. It is still very alarming
that the police are called to family violence incidents
every few minutes — every 8 minutes or whatever it
is — across Australia. These are just extraordinary
statistics for what the police are dealing with all the
time.
We have to acknowledge the work of the police when
they are being constantly called out to speak to
sometimes repeat perpetrators, and the frustration they
have too. People who are very violent and commit these
heinous crimes should be called out. They should have
the full force of the law applied to them, because far too
many injuries and deaths are occurring among, I grant,
women in the majority, but also men that are caught up
in same-sex relationships. The violence that occurs in
same-sex relationships is not widely known and it is not
widely reported. I have spoken to many people that say
that more research needs to be undertaken in this area to
understand what is actually going on and how to
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support those people. We know of the high-profile
murders that have occurred in domestic situations in
those same-sex relationships, so it is not only women
who are caught up in this; it is also men and, sadly, it is
also children, who are sometimes murdered by mothers
and fathers in horrific circumstances.

if she had asked. Her ex-husband went to the police and
asked about her partner’s behaviours and if they had
any records, but they were powerless to do anything.
This is a commonsense and practical approach. It is a
sensible approach that people can undertake. They have
a right to ask, and a right to know.

We have to do more. We have to send a strong message
to perpetrators, and if they have got criminal records,
that has to play a part in relation to their behaviour. It is
unacceptable: the total disrespect and disregard people
have for one another in too many instances is
astounding. A few weeks ago I, along with Matthew
Guy, announced a policy for a family violence
disclosure scheme, Right to Ask, Right to Know. It is
based on Clare’s Law, a law that has been in operation
in the United Kingdom for a number of years now as a
result of Clare Wood having tragically lost her life to a
partner who murdered her. She dated him through an
internet dating site and through Facebook. That is
occurring more and more. People are dating people
through internet dating sites. There is a dreadful article
today actually, talking about the murder just recently of
a young man by a woman; they found each other on a
dating site. This is happening more and more.

I was astounded by the response from the Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence. She was critical of
the scheme and made such a ludicrous remark in
response to this scheme. It just demonstrates that there
is not goodwill in this space in terms of a practical
approach. This scheme was part of the Victoria Police
recommendations to the royal commission. Just
because the royal commission did not make a
recommendation does not mean it should be
disregarded, as the scheme is running and operating
elsewhere. We could trial it or pilot it; surely we can do
that. I was astounded and quite frankly disgusted with
the comments from the minister about that. I think it is
a slight on many women who have a right to ask and a
right to know.

I want to acknowledge in my contribution today
Samantha Handley, a young woman who has spoken
out about this. Like so many other victims of family
and domestic violence, she has spoken out publicly
about her experience. She spoke very succinctly and
explained the circumstances of her position, where she
found out through Facebook the horrific crimes that her
former partner had committed on her child. She came to
speak to us and suggested that Victoria have a Right to
Ask, Right to Know disclosure scheme. I was delighted
to be with Samantha and Matthew Guy when we
announced that policy a few weeks ago. It is in
jurisdictions around the world — throughout the UK
and in New Zealand. It is in New South Wales, and
South Australia will soon implement it — I think in
October this year.
We have said that we will do this if we have the
privilege of holding government in November. We will
pilot this Right to Ask, Right to Know disclosure
scheme because we think it will keep women safe. It
will give those women or their loved ones, or anyone
who has concerns about a partner’s behaviour, the
ability to go to police and ask for a criminal record
check. That would be undertaken by the family
violence units. There are 34 across the state, and they
are always looking at this sort of thing. The police have
a lot of resources in relation to family violence, but we
need to do more, I grant that. This scheme would
certainly have assisted someone like Samantha Handley

I am delighted that a lot of Victorians are very much in
support of the scheme. I have received feedback
through media outlets and elsewhere, and people are
saying, ‘Yes, that is sensible. Why can’t we understand
what is going on if we are concerned? Has this person
got a criminal past?’. The details were spelled out fairly
explicitly, and I will not go through them line by line,
but people would be able to ask for a criminal check.
Then if the police or the agencies felt that there was any
immediate risk or any risk to a woman, children or
others, support services could be put in place
immediately. People would be empowered to make a
decision about their relationship based on the
information that is disclosed to them and in the
knowledge that they had the security of the police and
agencies to support them.
The agencies that do support women and children
fleeing domestic violence do a fantastic job. That is
what this is about; it is prevention. We are talking about
women and children who are affected by horrific family
violence crimes. Surely this is a practical, sensible step
to take, and I urge the government to change their
minds and support the coalition’s policy on that.
Recommendation 60 extends the functions of the
Family Violence Court division to other courts, and
again this was highlighted in the royal commission’s
findings and recommendations. The Family Violence
Court divisions provide specialist services, including
services such as trained family violence registrars,
applicant support workers, co-located legal and
non-legal support services, dedicated police prosecutors
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for police-initiated applications and family violence
training for magistrates and staff. With those mandated
types of services the courts are able to ensure that
initiatives such as requiring somebody to attend a
men’s behaviour change program or the like can be
extended. The royal commission also found that more
was needed to be done in the courts. It recommended
that these services be extended to other courts and that
courts should be supported so that they could provide
the services that they may not have in addition to what
they might already have. Again, that will need
significant resourcing and will have requirements, but I
think a lot of the work is already undertaken. It is a
practical measure to ensure those services are provided
and that those Family Violence Court division
requirements are applied in other court settings.
Recommendation 74, which the bill goes to, provides
for the rollout of online application forms for
intervention orders. We live in an age where we are all
using technology on a day-to-day basis. There is
certainly a sensible requirement for this to occur when
we can and to ensure the privacy that is needed around
these online applications. It is my understanding that
the Magistrates Court of Victoria will roll out an online
application form which is based on the Neighbourhood
Justice Centre’s online application form for all
applicants for a family violence intervention order
across Victoria. It is far more in real time and will
provide immediate assistance to family violence
victims. It will improve access to those in rural and
regional areas — and I will ask about that in committee.
It will reduce the need for victims to attend court to
initiate proceedings and will provide immediate
linkages to dedicated support services, thereby
increasing victim safety.
That off-site contact centre, to enable all of those things
that I have just mentioned, will give people greater
flexibility, and with an online application for
intervention orders a court might deem it an urgent
request, and it will be able to process that online
application.
Recommendation 79 empowers ‘courts to make interim
family violence intervention orders on their own
motion’. Again, if they see a risk, they can provide that
intervention order through their own processes. I will
not go into too much detail but, again, the royal
commission did look at the entire court system — how
it applies and what is required. I have to say that this is
a very difficult and complex area of work because of
some of the systems that are in place — the IT systems
that the courts operate under. I know that when I was
visiting the courts I was quite astounded to see that they
were basically on MS-DOS — from the 1980s, it
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looked like to me. There was a need for more support
and structure around that IT infrastructure, and I think
that has been worked on over subsequent governments
to ensure that the courts can operate in an efficient way.
They have got an ability to do that, and I think that the
ongoing requirement for IT throughout all of these
processes is a sensible one. We are using it, as I said, in
our day-to-day lives, and the ability to make online
applications for interim family violence intervention
orders through the court system is included in the
recommendations by the royal commission.
Recommendation 156 is to ‘expand the statutory
examples of family violence to include forced marriage
and dowry-related abuse’. I am very pleased that this
recommendation is finally addressed in this bill,
because this has been an issue that I have been made
aware of for quite some years. I want to place on record
my thanks to Dr Manjula O’Connor, because she has
been the driving force behind the dowry-related issues.
She has been fearless and quite forceful in her
requirements for members of Parliament to understand
what this actually means within various
communities — specifically Indian communities, but
other communities as well — and that it is a form of
abuse.
I know Dr O’Connor had a very close relationship with
former Premier, Ted Baillieu, in this and I want to place
on record the work of Ted Baillieu because he ran a
series of petitions on this very issue on behalf of
Dr O’Connor. The former Premier was also very
concerned about dowry-related abuse and what needed
to be done. It is 2018, and we are finally getting some
recognition of this. I am very pleased that the royal
commission looked at the submission and spoke to
Dr O’Connor and others about the specific issues
around dowry and how it is a form of abuse — and it is.
It is quite astounding that trading and selling off bits
and pieces for marriage is still happening, and for those
young women who are subject to that and the
ownership that it implies, it is a form of abuse. Again I
place on record what has been done by Dr O’Connor
and all who have been associated with the work she has
been doing over a number of years.
Before I get onto forced marriage, I just want to read
into Hansard the feedback I received from
Dr O’Connor. She said in an email to me:
It is important to note that the bill does not make the practice
of taking and giving dowry illegal, but merely illustrates, by
use of a statutory example, that where certain abusive
behaviours are used to demand or receive dowry, this can
constitute family violence.
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So it is about the giving and taking of dowry, the
coercion of threats and the emotional, physical and
psychological abuse that is attributed to that that is
really part of family violence and it needs to be
recognised in that context within the family violence
act.
I still think there could be more done on this in relation
to forced marriage and dowries, because they are a real
abuse of women’s rights. It is oppressive and it is
abuse, and I think we can do more on that. This is 2018.
In the very civilised society that we live in in Australia,
there is no room for forced marriages, there is no room
for young girls to be taken off overseas and brought
back married. I do not support the cultural components
that allow this, and I will put it on record that I think
that if we are to live in a civilised, modern society
where we are protecting the rights of women and young
girls in forced marriage situations, then we need to call
that out too. In my mind, that is abuse of the worst kind.
We have seen some horrific examples of that in recent
times, about young girls being married off by imams,
out of their control. The parents who allow that, I also
strongly object to. This is not acceptable, and I wish
there was more done by some of those that are in
positions to ensure that. Yes, we have federal
legislation in the Marriage Act 1961 which can address
it further at a federal level, but really, in terms of our
local communities, they need to be doing more to speak
out about this practice.
There are some very brave women within some of these
communities who are talking about the abuse that is
occurring with forced marriage, female genital
mutilation or other abuses of young women in Victoria.
I want to acknowledge them and also thank them for
taking that brave stance, because often they are
speaking out of their own communities, which is very
difficult for them, and they can be then subject to
threats and other things in their own communities. I
want to place on record the significant work that some
of those women are doing in those communities.
The bill does go in part to the government’s agenda,
and that is what they promised. They said they would
hold a Royal Commission into Family Violence, and
they did. The report was tabled in this place in March
2016. It is two and a half years on now and a number of
recommendations have been implemented. The royal
commission at the time put in place time frames to have
various recommendations implemented. One of the
strong things, and one of the things I am very
supportive of, is the implementation monitor and the
overseeing of how the recommendations will be rolled
out and implemented. I have spoken in this place before
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about the work of the implementation monitor, and I
think it is incredibly important.
As you would have heard me say before, the
prioritisation of the recommendations has to be done in
a sensible manner. There are concerns about where it is
all going and where the government’s priorities really
are lying in terms of rolling out all of the
recommendations. I hope it is not just to tick a box in
an election year to say that they have done it, because I
believe that would undermine the work of the royal
commission and what needs to be done in a prioritised
manner.
People are telling me they have got concerns about
what is happening with the 17 hubs. The government
has announced that five hubs are in operation, but
no-one can tell me where they are operational or how
they are actually working. This is the sort of thing that
we have got to be very careful about. We do not want to
undermine the work of the sector and what is being
done; we want a good outcome for all concerned. It has
got to be about the protection of women, children and,
quite frankly, men. I will say it again: and men, because
they are involved in family violence incidents too.
Around 20 per cent of men are victims of family
violence, and they are often the forgotten voice in this
argument. I have mentioned same-sex relationships.
We do not even have stats for what is going on there.
There are a whole range of complex issues that need to
be teased out.
We want to be able to say, ‘Yes, this body of work is
not concluded with this royal commission’. It is not
concluded. The government acknowledges that it is
going to take years to implement all the
recommendations of the royal commission. We need to
get it right; we need to have a sensible discussion about
it. It needs to be prioritised in the right fashion so that
we are putting the resources where the protection will
be meaningful and will make a difference. We need to
be doing that sooner rather than later, and as I said, not
just ticking the boxes in an election year. I hope the
government takes note — and I am sure they will — of
the implementations.
Basically the government needs to stop, pause, take a
deep breath, have a look at what they are doing and not
try and rush this out but look at the priorities and get the
priorities right. What is needed? Have we got
duplication here? Are the systems going to work? How
are all the IT systems going? Are they talking to the
departments and one another? Are they talking to the
agencies? Yes, in theory, all of this sounds very grand
and sensible, and it will make a difference, but in
reality, it is actually a lot harder to achieve. That is why
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I believe it needs to be a very careful response. I think
all Victorians expect that. This is a large body of work
and it is a large promise that has been undertaken by the
government — to have all the recommendations
implemented, every single one of them.
President, as you would know, we have a bipartisan
approach to dealing with family violence. We all do.
We all want to end the scourge of family violence. As I
said at the outset, we have all been working on this.
Governments of all persuasions, at all levels, for over a
decade, have acknowledged this work and have been
working on it. This government does not have
ownership of this issue. Yes, they promised a royal
commission. They have done that. That is fine. But it is
the work on the ground and the real, meaningful
differences that need to be made that is the important
thing, because the statistics are still far too high —
those 75 000. The recidivist numbers — whatever they
are — are too high, and tragically the numbers of
children involved are way, way too high.
Every single day we see horrendous stories of child
abuse and neglect. And in this state we have got close
to 3000 children in child protection cases who do not
have an allocated caseworker, nearly 3000 children in
the state of Victoria and the government says, ‘We’re
doing more than we ever have. We’ve put in this, we’ve
put in that’, but we have still got close to
3000 unallocated children — that we know about. We
have got a lot of children who are in kinship care who
have had their cases closed off informally. They do not
have a caseworker now. They are in kinship care, so
no-one follows them up; they are expected to survive
on their own. So I think the number is probably much
higher than 3000. But that is for the government to
defend and provide the real figures on.
As others have in the debate in the Assembly, I want to
extend our thoughts to all those people that have lost
their lives through the tragedy of family violence in
recent times and over years. We know there are too
many and we need to be doing more. The coalition of
course will not be opposing this bill. Indeed we are
looking forward to seeing how many of these
recommendations that I have mentioned today will be
implemented and will make a difference.
Again can I place on record all those people that
provided feedback to me from No to Violence,
McAuley Community Services for Women, Our
Watch, Jewish Care Victoria and Safe Steps, and
Dr Manjula O’Connor, the dowry advocate who
provided such great guidance, and all those others who
have spoken to me over the past three and a half years.
Thank you. I am sure there will be more. We know
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there is more legislation coming in, so I will be
speaking about the work that we need to be doing, how
it will make a real difference in those communities, as I
have said, and make a difference to women and
children and keep them safe. I urge the government
again to support the policy that I announced with
Matthew Guy and Samantha Handley a few weeks ago,
for the right to ask, right to know family violence
disclosure scheme.
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (10:22) — I
rise to make a statement today on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. Before I go into my
specific concerns on this bill, it is important to me to
acknowledge that family violence unfolds hand in hand
with an endemic culture of violence against women.
This is occurring in our community here in Victoria, as
it is across Australia. So, with the shocking
circumstances of teenager Laa Chol’s death in a
Melbourne CBD apartment last weekend and the
murder of Eurydice Dixon in Princes Park less than two
months ago, I want to acknowledge the price that these
women paid, like Jill Meagher only a few years ago,
simply for living in a society which does not do enough
to stem the culture of violence against women. We are
not doing enough.
This is something that we as Victorian
parliamentarians, not only as lawmakers but as culture
makers, have a tangible responsibility to set our minds
to fix. The loss of every woman’s life to an act of
violence is a symptom of a deeper societal sickness. As
Ms Crozier mentioned, it is a complex problem that
needs an integrated and multipronged approach by
many departments and agencies as the family violence
reform implementation monitor had alerted us to in
November 2017. We do need to avoid ticking boxes
and ensure that the ultimate outcomes we are after are
achieved.
I would like to take a moment to acknowledge the work
of Dr Manjula O’Connor and those at Women’s Health
West and the women’s refuges that I have visited for
the work that they have done in making sure that
prevention, early intervention response and cultural
diversity are factored into responses and support for the
women and families that are impacted by family
violence. They have done so over the last few decades
before the royal commission brought full public
attention to family violence, and I commend them for
that.
Certainly when our efforts turn to the subject of family
violence, where legislative reform has an urgent and
critical role in changing the experience of survivors in
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our legal system, we have a lot of work to do. Each
year in Victoria family violence affects tens of
thousands of women, children, families, elders and
even, in some instances, men. Sometimes this violence
is physical, catastrophic and escalated, as in the cases of
the murders of two teenage children by their father,
John Edwards, in the northern suburbs of Sydney, or
the Margaret River massacre of the Miles family by
their grandfather, Peter.
But family violence can also be routine and mundane.
Family violence can be emotional abuse. It can be
expressed through the control of a family member’s
finances. These varying forms of family violence have
a disproportionate societal impact — yes, upon the
courts and the nature of policing in our state, but also,
more important than any of those, on Victorian
communities, on Victorian families and on the life
chances of those who survive this kind of violence. The
Australian Bureau of Statistics tells us that in 2016–17,
60.3 per cent of all criminal acts intended to cause
injury in Victoria were in fact acts of family violence.
This resulted in over 11 000 recorded cases in that year
alone. Further, in 2016–17, 42 per cent of murders
recorded nationally were again acts of family
violence — 176 victims too many.
The Victorian Parliament has an opportunity to
emphasise in this debate that the impact of our
decisions upon survivors of family violence — be they
women, children, parents, grandparents or indeed
men — must be at the forefront of our considerations.
Taking this into consideration we, the Victorian Greens,
acknowledge that the bill is in most respects timely if
not overdue. The bill responds to six recommendations
of the Royal Commission into Family Violence and
makes other amendments intended to complement the
royal commission’s recommendations. It includes
measures to extend the therapeutic treatment order
regime to young people aged 15 to 17 years, support the
rollout of a specialist Family Violence Court division in
the Magistrates Court, enable family violence
intervention order applications to be filed online,
include dowry-related abuse and forced marriage as
statutory examples of family violence and establish a
mechanism to empower the Children’s Court to order
perpetrators to attend men’s behaviour change
programs. These changes are overwhelmingly
worthwhile and deserve the support of this house.
However, that is not the totality of the bill. The bill
grants new powers to police and the court system. In
conferring powerful tools to law enforcement and our
courts, such as the capacity to use video footage from
body-worn cameras as evidence, there are also
significant moral dilemmas and societal risks, and we
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the Greens are concerned that this section in particular
has the potential to be greatly unjust.
I would like to draw specific attention to proposed
section 387G of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009.
Proposed section 387G outlines the requirements for
making recorded statements admissible as evidence in
chief. It requires that a recorded statement be used as
evidence only where there is a complainant’s informed
consent. A recorded statement must include at the end
of the recording a statement by the complainant as to
the truth of that statement. Also, the statement can only
be obtained by a trained officer.
A trial of body-worn cameras corresponds with
recommendation 58 of the royal commission, which
suggests a trial be conducted, that the trial be supported
by any necessary legislative amendment to ensure the
admissibility of evidence, that the powers be subject to
a legislative sunset period and evaluation, and that the
use of any evidence be collected only with the victim’s
consent. Of course the introduction of video evidence
via body-worn cameras could be very useful where it
reduces the trauma for victims and the difficulties
associated with remembering incident details and where
it eliminates intimidation of the victim to change
evidence. But the reason the royal commission
recommended a legislative sunset period is because
there are legitimate concerns about whether the cameras
can and will be used responsibly.
The royal commission could not identify studies that
had examined the effect of body-worn cameras on
victims’ experiences. It also draws attention to
academic commentators who have expressed concern
about unintended consequences, such as the
manipulation of body-worn camera evidence by
perpetrators. Academics have expressed concerns that
by the time the police attend a family violence incident
the perpetrator might seem calm while the victim might
seem irrational, so the footage might undermine the
victim’s credibility in court. Equally videos might also
be used to coerce the victims of family violence into
participating in criminal proceedings. Our broader
concern around the use of body-worn cameras is the
potential to normalise this form of police surveillance.
Research already suggests body-worn cameras do not
necessarily achieve the intended purpose of reducing
the use of excessive force by police. Academic research
in fact shows that when officers had the discretion to
choose whether to turn cameras on and off, use of force
rates were higher. My colleague Sue Pennicuik made
this point last year in debate on the previous justice
legislation amendment bill in 2017. I agree with this
concern. We want to guard against ad hoc use of these
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devices. If they are going to be used, they need to be
used consistently, and members of the public need to
know when they are being used. In family violence
contexts the misuse of a body-worn camera and the
resulting recorded evidence may have heightened social
costs, so while informed consent as described in
section 387G is a critical step in ensuring natural justice
for survivors as much as perpetrators, it is not in itself
enough. We should ensure that those with the power to
subject Victorians to arrest and to the use of violent
force are sufficiently constrained to use those powers
responsibly in every instance.
We note that the bill also proposes to introduce
section 387O into the Criminal Procedure Act 2009.
This requires the Chief Commissioner of Police to
initiate a review of the operation of body-worn cameras
and report on this after three years. The person who
undertakes the review is required to not be a member of
police personnel. The bill also outlines the
considerations of the review, which are largely
procedural concerns. Our sense is that the review
mechanism outlined is not robust or comprehensive
enough and that in the interests of survivors it could
have been significantly expanded, one, to ensure that
the inquiry undertook a review with a greater focus on
ensuring how natural justice and the human rights of
the complainant were affected; and two, to ensure the
independence of the review by ensuring either that it
was not commissioned by the Chief Commissioner of
Police or that the person responsible was a former judge
involved in Family Court matters or an individual with
significant expertise in human rights.
To sum up, the Victorian Greens will support the
government’s bill today, because we believe the
legislation is well-intentioned and the overwhelming
implications for family violence survivors are positive,
but we have strong reservations about whether sections
in relation to constraining the use of body-worn
cameras go far enough, and we will await the findings
from the section 387O review with great interest.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:32) — I
also rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Family Violence Protection and Other
Matters) Bill 2018. The bill responds to the six
recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. The family violence royal
commission was established by the Andrews Labor
government and was one of the key election
commitments that was given by Premier Daniel
Andrews prior to the election. It was a historical
commitment, and I think it was long overdue. I just
want to take the opportunity to congratulate the Premier
and the Labor government on initiating the royal
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commission and implementing all of its
recommendations.
I also want to pay tribute to the work that was done by
the previous Parliament, particularly Ms Crozier, who
chaired the committee inquiring into family violence.
Good work was done by that committee. That was used
as a platform for the royal commission and the work the
government have done in this space. I also recognise
the work that was done by the late Minister Fiona
Richardson in that space as well. I just want to
acknowledge the hard work she did in that space. It is
one of the reasons we see this second stage of
legislation basically continuing to implement all the
recommendations from the royal commission.
For all these people who have been involved in
implementing various pieces of legislation to make sure
family violence is addressed in this state, it is
unfortunately still one of the highest level crimes
committed in the state. The good news is that over the
last few years everyone has been talking about it,
everyone is doing something about it and the attitude
from men is changing. We have still got a long way to
go, but family violence is on the agenda front and
centre and that is a pleasing thing. That is why the
Andrews Labor government continues to implement the
recommendations of the royal commission.
This is the second stage of justice-related legislation.
Two years after the royal commission handed down its
final report these amendments in the bill strengthen
Victoria’s efforts to respond to and prevent family
violence. The bill also makes amendments to various
acts to complement the royal commission’s
recommendations, such as an amendment to facilitate
the electronic issue and transmission of court and
tribunal documents. The royal commission
recommendations that this bill specifically deals with
go to extending the therapeutic treatment order regime
to 15 to 17-year-olds, and enabling the trial of a scheme
to allow complainants to give recorded statements for
later use in their evidence-in-chief in family violence
offence proceedings, which is royal commission
recommendation 58. It enables specialist Family
Violence Courts to be established. It makes changes to
all Magistrates Court headquarter courts, in line with
recommendation 60. It also facilitates the rollout of
online family violence intervention order applications,
which is recommendation 74 of the royal commission.
It also empowers courts on their own motion to make
interim family violence intervention orders in criminal
proceedings, which is royal commission
recommendation 79. It inserts dowry-related abuse and
forced marriage as examples of family violence in the
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Family Violence Protection Act 2008, which is royal
commission recommendation 156.
The bill will make other amendments, as I mentioned
earlier, to complement the royal commission’s
recommendations, and these are to strengthen the
current therapeutic treatment regime in order to give the
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services and the Children’s Court greater oversight of
children subject to therapeutic treatment orders. It
empowers the Children’s Court to make orders
requiring adult respondents to final family violence
intervention orders to attend men’s behaviour change
programs. It removes a requirement that a respondent to
a final family violence intervention order must live in a
particular postcode in order for a court to order them to
attend a men’s behaviour change program.
It also promotes the practical operation of the provision
of the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 that allows
the Magistrates Court and Children’s Court to make
family violence intervention orders on their own motion
to protect children in family violence proceedings. It
also abolishes the right of appeal against interim family
violence intervention orders and personal safety
intervention orders and clarifies and refines the system
for varying and revoking interim orders. It facilitates
courts and tribunals using electronic processes to issue
and transmit documents — for example, warrants and
orders. It is all about streamlining the process and
making sure access to justice is made affordable and
efficiency is improved.
One of the areas this bill will also address is the ability
to introduce an evidence-in-chief scheme and run a
trial, which has come out of the royal commission also.
The reason for that I think is very important. As part of
the evidence collected at the scene of an incident there
will be cameras and the trial will allow victim survivors
of family violence, referred to as complainants, to make
a statement that will be recorded by a police officer and
later used as evidence-in-chief in relevant family
violence criminal and civil proceedings. The recorded
statements will also be able to be used in court
proceedings by court order. We all know that it is very
important that, when police are investigating or
responding to a matter, they can take a statement from
victims while it is fresh in their minds. They will be
able to do that, to take evidence, and that evidence can
later be used in court when proceedings are taken
against an offender.
We all know that with family violence there is a lot of
pressure in some cases applied to victims whether by
the perpetrators or by other family members basically
not to come forward or trying to force them to change
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their story. These and various other circumstances they
are put in could lead to some technical arguments
where the perpetrators basically get off scot-free. I think
introducing that is a very important tool so the
perpetrators can be brought to justice and so that the
complainant, the abused or the people who are suffering
family violence do not have to go through the same
trauma again months or years later. I think it is a very
important tool to introduce to make sure we can take
the stress out of that.
As to the training of police officers, the bill proposes
that recorded statements be taken by a police officer
attending a family violence incident using a body-worn
camera. The police officer will be appropriately trained
according to instructions made by the Chief
Commissioner of Police. The training will include how
to use the technology and conduct an interview, and
information about the nature and dynamic of family
violence. The government has just introduced and
rolled out the body-worn cameras, and those are very
welcome tools to be used in fighting crime. That is one
of the areas the bill addresses.
The new offences which the bill creates under
clause 116 — new section 387L — are to protect the
recorded statement from being improperly shared or
published, protecting the complainant from the footage
being used to further victimise them. That is something
I have touched on earlier, and I think that is why it is
very important that that protection is provided for
complainants. It could also help reduce the time it takes
for court to hear family violence matters and, as I said
earlier, reduce the trauma for complainants associated
with giving evidence in court.
The bill also talks about rolling out some online
application for family violence interventions orders,
again to streamline the operation. These provisions will
enable the Magistrates Court to develop a truly online
application process that will promote greater
accessibility to the court for victim survivors of family
violence. One of the concerns was about making sure
people do not make false statements when they lodge a
claim because currently they will have to put in a sworn
affidavit when they lodge the application, but enough
safeguards will be put in place as part of the online
process to make sure a person is not making a false
statement when they put in their application.
The bill under clause 29 makes it an offence to
knowingly make a false statement in the declaration of
truth. The bill will also give power for the making of
family violence intervention orders, which relates to the
royal commission recommendation that courts be
empowered ‘to make interim family violence
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intervention orders on their own motion … during
criminal processes’.
That is very important because sometimes it is put upon
the complainant to apply for that. But that is another
area where you could take the pressure off the
complainants, and the court could actually make its
own intervention order in the criminal proceeding,
which is something we welcome.
The last aspect I want to talk about is family violence
related to dowry-related abuse and forced marriages. In
a society like ours I do not believe that these sorts of
things should continue to exist — not in this country,
not in Western society and not in a society where the
rights of women are valued and protected. In some
cultures that might have been acceptable 100 years ago
or 1000 years ago, but in a country like Australia I do
not think we should tolerate this sort of behaviour
where a woman is put out for sale, basically. A man can
go and buy a woman to be his wife by making a certain
payment to her family. That is something that may have
happened 1000 years ago, 2000 years ago or maybe
100 years ago, and maybe it still exists in some cultures
around the world, but it certainly should not continue in
this country. That is why I am pleased that is now
covered by this legislation, and it will hopefully stop.
The bill will give tools to the police, to law enforcement
agencies and to the court to deal with it.
The royal commission heard that women in some
culturally and linguistically diverse communities
experience specific forms of family violence including
dowry-associated violence and forced marriage, but that
these forms of abuse may not be readily recognised as
family violence by some within these communities.
That is the point I was making earlier, that they do not
believe it has anything to do with family violence. They
think it is part of their culture and therefore it is okay.
Well, I say it is not. The bill responds to that family
violence associated with dowry and forced marriage as
specific examples of family violence in the Family
Violence Protection Act, and also the provision will
increase awareness of this type of abuse.
The bill, also in clause 15, makes it clear that a person
‘using coercion, threats, physical abuse or emotional or
psychological abuse to demand or receive dowry, either
before or after a marriage’ can constitute family
violence. I think it is really important that we not just
stop that but that we provide education that if this
behaviour continues it will actually constitute family
violence.
In conclusion I again want to congratulate the
government and the minister on introducing this bill as
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a follow-on from the legislation which was introduced
in 2017. I notice more work is happening in that space.
We have a bipartisan approach. I want to congratulate
everyone who has been involved in this space and in
making sure family violence in this state will become a
thing of the past, and hopefully the crimes and the rate
of family violence in Victoria will continue to decline
over time. With those words, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (10:47) — I rise
to make my contribution to the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection
and Other Matters) Bill 2018 and note that this bill does
go on to amend the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, the Family Violence Protection Act 2008, the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989. This legislation implements six
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence: namely, recommendation 34, which
extends the therapeutic treatment order system to young
people aged 15 to 17 years of age, and similarly
recommendation 58 for the trialling of body-worn
cameras to collect statements from family violence
incident scenes. I note that Ms Crozier made mention of
the fact that body-worn cameras are being rolled out in
Ballarat in western Victoria. Indeed, anything that can
be done to assist in family violence matters and to assist
our hardworking police officers is something that we
should welcome.
Recommendation 60 extends the functions of the
Magistrates Court family violence division to other
courts, and recommendation 74 is that the Magistrates
Court roll out an online application form for
intervention orders. Recommendation 79 empowers
courts to make interim family violence intervention
orders on their own motion.
Finally, recommendation 156 expands the statutory
examples of family violence to include forced marriage
and dowry-related abuse. That is something that
Ms Crozier made significant statements on, and one
that is of grave concern. Where of course women
particularly are being treated as an asset for trade is a
shocking thing and something that should be
significantly addressed. Evidence of it and the practice
of it should be stamped out. It is abhorrent behaviour
that we should not condone in any way.
The bill amends various acts, as already stated, to
respond to family violence and facilitates the electronic
issue and transmission of court and tribunal documents.
The scourge of family violence in our community is
something that is quite shameful. It is something that
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we do need to significantly address because we know it
is ongoing. We know that there is no simple answer or
fix to what is a very complex issue. When I speak to
local police in western Victoria they say that without
any doubt family violence is the number one issue. In
terms of time spent on specific areas of concern, family
violence is the number one issue, and second to that in
terms of the amount of resources and the areas of
concern in the community is the issue of youth
offenders.
Family violence is a very, very complex issue. I do not
think it serves anybody’s purposes to try and distil it to
make it any less complex than it is. I think people who
oversimplify things and try and say that this is a simple
area with a simple fix do more harm than good in this
particular area. There are many, many victims of family
and domestic violence, and it is something that needs to
be addressed with a complex order and structure so as
to not oversimplify it and not see it continue on.
The impact that this has is often, concerningly,
intergenerational. It can become a learned behaviour
from one generation to the next. I certainly feel terribly
sorry for families that do experience that. This is not an
issue specific to one socio-economic, multicultural or
other group in our community; it is something that
occurs across our community, and people often do not
know what is going on behind closed doors in another’s
home, which makes it even more difficult to address.
One can very well understand that complexities exist of
housing, of children and of relationships and where
they are, and why it is that someone may or may not
report instances of family violence. It is a very real
concern and an ongoing issue. How can we address
something that is not brought to the attention of
anyone? That is why it is so important that we as a
community remain vigilant for people who may be at
risk, keep an eye out for the telltale signs that there may
be family violence going on and ask people if they are
okay and if there is anything that can be done to address
the issues they face.
All too often we read in newspapers about people who
have lost their lives as a result of violent acts by those
who are supposed to love them. It is shocking beyond
belief that this occurs. That those whom people should
be able to trust the most are the ones that are inflicting
pain and suffering on them is something that is a true
scourge and something that we in this place have a
significant responsibility to ensure that we can address
as much as we can, despite the very complex reasons
for it and the issues associated with it.
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I believe the six recommendations that this bill seeks to
enact will go some way to addressing what is a very
complex issue. It is always incredibly important with
these types of bills and indeed the recommendations
coming out of the royal commission to understand the
way that they will interact with both current legislation
and also the real-world lives of people on the ground. I
am pleased that the opposition has consulted with a
range of stakeholders, who have not necessarily raised
any grave concerns about the impact that this bill may
have — indeed there may be a range of positive
outcomes from this.
I have no doubt that there will be several questions
about this bill in committee, because it is important that
we understand the impact of this as it is rolled out. At
this point I conclude my contribution, and I look
forward to hearing contributions from others.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (10:55) — It is nice to
see you in the chair, Acting President Gepp. I am
pleased to rise this morning to speak on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection
and Other Matters) Bill 2018. It is a very complex area
in which government has to intervene and create
sincere and highly regulated regimes in order to protect
our most vulnerable people and to work with the
systems in order to make that happen. The purpose of
the bill is to amend a number of acts — the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005, the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008, the Criminal Procedure Act 2009
and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989. Implementing the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence report is the basis of this bill.
I will go through the six recommendations being
implemented, but I would like to specifically
concentrate on recommendation 34 — to extend the
therapeutic treatment order regime to young people
aged between 15 and 17. On the other
recommendations, recommendation 58, which is to trial
body-worn cameras to collect statements from family
violence incident scenes, would be useful and very
important as an information gathering and protection
tool; recommendation 60 is to extend the functions of
the Family Violence Court division to other courts;
recommendation 74 is that the Magistrates Court roll
out an online application form for intervention orders,
which would see a fast-tracking of these orders, which
makes a lot of sense; recommendation 79 is to
empower the courts to make interim family violence
intervention orders on their own motion; and
recommendation 156 is to expand statutory examples of
family violence to include forced marriage and
dowry-related abuse.
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As I said, I am very interested in looking into the area
around therapeutic treatment orders and programs for
children who have, through a variety of abnormal life
situations, been exposed to many horrors in terms of
sexual abuse and family violence and therefore are
mimicking or displaying abnormal sexual behaviours
and how we can intervene in this. The situation under
the current legislation is that the family division of the
Children’s Court of Victoria can only make therapeutic
treatment orders for children who are in the age range
of 10 to 15. What the bill seeks to do is extend that up
until 17 years old and even broaching into 18 years old
under circumstances of finishing those programs. It
certainly makes a lot of sense.
A therapeutic treatment order requires a child to attend
an appropriate treatment program to address their
sexually abusive behaviours. As I said, this is a really
important area that we need to continue to work in and
develop because it is actually looking at a solution for
these damaged children. In my patch in Gippsland these
programs are delivered by sexually abusive behaviour
treatment services — and that is a mouthful, Acting
President — through the Gippsland Centre against
Sexual Assault (CASA), Berry Street, the Australian
Childhood Foundation at Morwell and also Quantum. I
spoke with the CEO of the Gippsland Centre against
Sexual Assault this morning to understand some of the
good programs that they are running there, and I will go
into those because I think this is a really important area
that government needs to support and continue to
support.
We often speak to a number of constituents in a day.
Last week in my electorate I met with a constituent for
other reasons, but in the course of our conversation she
described a not uncommon situation, and I would like
to relate it to the house. I will not use any names, and in
fact the issue is in another state, so there is no concern
around divulging information that would identify any
of the participants. This person said to me that she went
interstate to visit her friend. Her friend lives in a mature
family. They decided to become a foster care family,
and they took on and have carriage of two little
children. One is now 11 and the other is an infant.
The story of that young 11-year-old girl is just horrific.
She was in a situation — I will not even call it a
family — where the male in the family was a predator
and the females in that family would actually funnel
children into that unit, as I will call it. Thankfully the
child and her younger sibling were removed and put
with this other, wonderful family. But the behaviours
that that poor little girl exhibits on a regular basis are
just shocking. She does not sleep well at night. She
hoards food because she needed to in her other
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situation. There is a male and a female in this new
foster care family, and the behaviour that the girl
exhibits to the male reflects the fact that she had been
severely traumatised in what was an abhorrent living
situation in her early years.
In discussing that with my constituent, she said that
there has been a lot of intervention with that young girl,
but it is almost like the neural pathways of that child
have been very much damaged. She abused a family
pet to the point where she drowned the guinea pig and
did not seem to feel remorse for that. She is undergoing
intensive family therapy in a range of ways. I think it
will be a long haul to get this child back into a
reasonable state of being, but it is so necessary. This
just highlighted to me the importance of those
therapeutic programs.
When we look at the damage that can happen to a child
and the link between early trauma and mental health in
our state, and indeed in terms of Ms Crozier’s work in
the Betrayal of Trust inquiry, we see the need to put
those early interventions in once they are identified. A
person who has been abused in childhood might
continue to be abused again in adult life, or in later life
they might mimic their experience and become
perpetrators of sexual abuse and family violence, so
often the link and the cycle continue. How important it
is to break that cycle. It is certainly important from my
point of view.
Clause 9 looks at increasing that intervention up to the
age of turning 18. I think that is also really important.
As I said before, the Gippsland Centre Against Sexual
Assault provides a lot of support based in Morwell and
also in Bairnsdale. It is very sad to note that over recent
times there is still an increase in family violence by
10 per cent, and there is an increase in 8 per cent in
mental health issues associated with that. The problem
is still real and live.
Talking with the CEO of CASA today it was most
interesting to understand that you need to fit the
program to the person, and individualise that program.
Certainly there are short, six to eight-week programs
for education around sexting and early intervention
programs, and they are adapted to the age of the child.
They have also created a family support program that
involves a family support practitioner who goes out and
has intensive engagement over six months, supporting
the family and getting upstream from that issue. They
do not just deal with the child but they get upstream and
deal with why this is happening in a family situation,
working with the schools and child protection and
community services. They are doing great things. They
also said to me that that funding is not ongoing. They
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created this program, but they are concerned that the
funding is not ongoing. So that is a call that I put out to
the government — to work with CASA to keep that
funding.
Indeed one of the examples there involved a child who
was inspired by the parent that this practitioner had
worked with. The parent had gone back to school after
leaving school so very early and not having any
educational aspirations, and this child said, ‘I can be
like mum and go on to university’. So there can be
some great outcomes.
I am also really interested in how therapeutic treatment
programs can work with the outdoors to connect
families in terms of being in an environment that
stimulates and brings people together. Certainly Camp
Connections and outdoor programs are very important.
It is very important to me, and I am sure all of us in this
place, that intervention and work on intervention
continues and is supported by all sides of government.
I would also like to congratulate Ms Crozier on her
work in terms of protecting people who may enter into
a dangerous long-term relationship by their being able
to check a person’s background through the Right to
Ask, Right to Know scheme. I think this is a very
sensible and appropriate way to do things. We all need
to be able to protect ourselves, and things are not
always what they seem. In terms of our daily
opportunities now we can go on internet dating sites.
Although it all may seem fantastic and we can establish
a wonderful relationship, there can be a lack of
knowledge around that person apart from what is given
across the internet and later through a personal meeting.
Once upon a time, in my childhood, the way to
cross-pollinate was for a person to go into the next town
and marry a person a little bit away from them, but
certainly nowadays when we are looking to form
long-term attachments they can go into unknown areas.
So enabling a person or a concerned party to go to the
police and fill out a full and accurate application to
have the police investigate that person is a very wise
and appropriate thing.
We need to be able to look at that in terms of areas that
have high family violence. I know that Ms Crozier has
identified some of those. Unfortunately the central
Gippsland area features highly in family violence
statistics, as per the Crime Statistics Agency. When that
has been rolled out I would really like to see it in central
Gippsland as well. I know it is working well in the UK
and, as they say, forewarned is to be forearmed. It is
really important that this continues.
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There are some questions about the bill that I would
like to ask in committee. These relate to how children
or young people — adolescents — who may be on
therapeutic orders and who are placed in out-of-home
care situations are managed and how the program is
safeguarded for young people in out-of-home care.
How are the checks and balances on these programs
structured?
The Nationals will not oppose this bill. This is a step in
the right direction. I think there is a great deal more
work to be done in this area and I look forward to
working with my colleagues and Ms Crozier when we
get into government to continue the work that has been
done in the past.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(11:09) — Today our newspapers have depressing new
stories of violence against women. I am glad that
domestic violence is getting the attention it deserves in
this Parliament and others. In Victoria this has stemmed
directly from the work done by the cross-party
committee chaired by Ms Crozier, and also from the
royal commission.
The days of saying that an assault against what was
usually a woman is ‘just a domestic’, and with police
seeing no reason to intervene, are rightly over. But we
still have a long way to go in fully addressing this
problem, reducing the incidence of domestic violence
in our community, dealing with it appropriately when
hopefully it comes to light and ensuring that
perpetrators face the consequences of the actions they
take.
But it is wrong to conflate domestic violence and other
forms of violence against women. Today we read of
Samantha Fraser, whose body was discovered by police
during a welfare check after she failed to collect her
three children from their local primary school. She was
a psychologist at the town’s local clinic and was clearly
a very respected and loved member of the community.
We do not yet know what happened or who was
responsible for this terrible crime.
We can also read today about a woman who was the
victim of a violent carjacking in Narre Warren South at
about 9.00 p.m. last night. She was driving her
Volkswagen Golf along Harrington Drive in Narre
Warren South when three young men hit her car from
behind. Her son said:
They’ve come out the car with a pistol and basically assaulted
her and took the keys from my mum.

He said that the group threatened her and assaulted her
and forced her to give up the keys, which she struggled
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with because she was in shock at what was happening
to her. Her son also said:
They’ve hit her with what we believe is a pistol or a gun in
the face and then pushed her around trying to get the keys off
her.
She’s obviously shaken up, we’re taking her back to the
doctors this morning … there’s a lot of bruising and swelling.

What a shocking and frightening experience for that
woman. It is one that is all too common and just seems
to keep happening despite the government’s claim that
they have everything under control and their efforts to
shut down those who draw attention to violent crime,
including gang crime.
The bill that we are considering today is one of a long
series of legislative changes intended to combat
domestic violence and to ensure that the legal processes
that arise from domestic violence are more appropriate
and effective. The bill responds in particular to six of
the recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. It establishes the specialist Family
Violence Court division of the Magistrates Court,
extends access for young people to therapeutic
treatment programs, enables applications for family
violence orders to be filed online and includes
dowry-related abuse and forced marriage as statutory
examples of family violence in the Family Violence
Protection Act 2008. It enables a trial of the scheme that
allows for a recorded statement to be used as a victim’s
evidence-in-chief in proceedings for family violence
offences and enables courts to make interim family
violence intervention orders without a formal
application if they believe that material in a criminal
proceeding shows a victim survivor needs protection.
The bill also makes other amendments that are said to
complement the royal commission’s recommendations,
including facilitating the electronic issue and
transmission of court and tribunal documents, making
changes to the counselling order provisions in the
Family Violence Protection Act and promoting the
practical operation of the power of the court to make
family violence intervention orders on its own
initiative, primarily to protect children.
I note that the bill abolishes appeals against interim
intervention orders while putting in place a system that
is intended to address mistakes and otherwise ensure
fairness. This involves a new ‘interests of justice’ test,
which will apply when a respondent seeks leave to vary
or revoke an interim order that was made in their
absence. If leave is granted under this new test, the
court may be able to vary or revoke the interim order.
Additionally there is a new power for the court to set
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aside the interim order, which would have the effect of
removing any record of the interim order ever having
been made. This would be reserved, we are told, for
exceptional circumstances. I look forward to learning in
more detail about these provisions and the checks and
balances that go with them in the committee stage
review of this bill.
Ms Bath spoke earlier, I thought very eloquently, about
the extension of therapeutic treatment, which is one of
the issues that is within this bill, and she gave a very
sad and practical example from her own community.
Again it shows how far we have come as a community
that these things are openly discussed in Parliament
rather than literally being pushed into the darkness
somewhere where they are not considered or addressed,
let alone made the subject of attempts to correct some
of the damage that is done through abuse.
When a therapeutic treatment order is in place a child is
compelled to attend a therapeutic treatment program.
This bill responds to recommendation 34 of the royal
commission to amend the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 to extend the therapeutic treatment order
regime to children aged 15 to 17. To me this is a very
sensible and practical change. It is not clear to me why
it has taken so long to enact this particular
recommendation, but at least it is now happening.
The bill establishes the specialist Family Violence
Court division. Presently the Family Violence Court
division only sits at the Heidelberg and Ballarat
Magistrates Courts. The royal commission
recommended extending the functions of the division to
other courts and other locations; this was
recommendation 60 of the royal commission. Therefore
the bill inserts new provisions into the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 to establish the specialist Family
Violence Court division, and it also amends the
mechanism for designating a specialist Family Violence
Court division venue.
There are also provisions that are about supporting the
expansion or rollout — I think that is the term that is
used — of online applications for family violence
intervention orders. The royal commission
recommended that the Magistrates Court expand its
online family violence intervention order application
across Victoria; this was recommendation 74. Currently
a victim of family violence who initiates their own
application for a family violence intervention order
needs to make their application by oath or affidavit,
both of which need to be witnessed. The bill provides
that an application may now be made by a declaration
of truth which does not need to be witnessed by another
person and may be lodged with the court online.
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I note that in the second-reading speech the
Attorney-General said:
The integrity of the online application will be maintained, as
it will be an offence to knowingly make a false statement in
an application made by a declaration of truth.

He also indicated that the reason for this change is:
… the potential risks and trauma to an applicant associated
with visiting a court in person to complete an application …

I would imagine there are possibly also issues of
urgency to do with a reasonable apprehension that
someone may be in danger in some way — physically
or in other ways.
However, it is a very serious thing to take this sort of
action. We need to be confident that it will not be
misused, or that if it is misused, there are appropriate
ways to address this sort of occurrence. I guess what I
am saying is that I want to be assured of appropriate
checks and balances to avoid misuse, and I look
forward to learning more about the practical application
of these through the committee stage.
I heard Ms Crozier refer earlier to the new statutory
examples of family violence which now will extend to
dowry-related abuse and forced marriage. As
Ms Crozier said, this is an issue which has been raised
and about which concerns have been expressed for
some time now. The royal commission looked at this
issue and it heard evidence regarding dowry-associated
violence and forced marriage. That is not to suggest that
family violence is involved in every instance of the
practice of dowries, but there was evidence heard that
this occurs. The royal commission further heard that
these forms of abuse may not be seen as family
violence by some within the communities that practise
it, so it is a delicate issue but one that needs to be
addressed. It led to recommendation 156 of the royal
commission, which is to expand the statutory examples
of family violence within the Family Violence
Protection Act and hence the changes that we are
considering within this bill. The bill does not make the
practice of taking and giving dowry illegal but focuses
on certain abusive behaviours that are used to demand
or receive dowry and may constitute family violence.
I would like to acknowledge the leadership of Ted
Baillieu on this issue, in fact at a time I believe when he
had ceased to be Premier, by tabling a petition in
Parliament that called for the definition of ‘economic
abuse’ in the Family Violence Protection Act to include
coercive demands for dowry. I applaud the leadership
that he showed on that point. I am pleased to see that
his work and the work others have done in this space
has led to this change before us today.
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I was also pleased to see the royal commission
recommendation in relation to own-motion interim
family violence intervention orders in criminal
proceedings being put in this bill as well. What this
means is that under the terms of recommendation 79 of
the royal commission, the bill provides a power to
courts that are hearing criminal proceedings —
including a bail hearing, a committal hearing, a trial, a
sentencing hearing or an appeal — to act immediately
at any point during those proceedings if they perceive it
is necessary to manage any risk to the safety of a victim
of family violence if material emerges in a criminal
proceeding which suggests that the protection of an
interim order is, on the balance of probabilities,
necessary. This of course means it does not always fall
to the victim to apply for an order and potentially give
further evidence. Indeed it addresses the issue that there
are many victims who, despite the evidence that is
before in this case even a court, will not even
contemplate taking that step for a variety of reasons.
Due to the interim nature of an order that is made using
that power, the matter will need to return to a court for
final determination.
There are, I read, safeguards to the right of an accused
to a fair trial. The bill provides that an own-motion
interim order needs to be made on the material before
the court in the criminal proceeding and that the
prosecutor in the criminal proceeding in which an
own-motion interim order is proposed to be made is not
a party to the proceeding. It is intended to create a
situation where the court can take action to protect a
victim when certain matters come to their attention, but
the fair trial of the accused and the independence of the
prosecutor are not to be compromised.
There is only limited time available to me to speak on
the bill, but can I say I have been pleased to see some of
the changes that have come through in this bill. They
represent a lot of work by a lot of people over a number
of years. I have flagged a couple of concerns or, should
I say, interests that I have in the practical applications of
some of the new provisions that are included in this bill,
but they do I think fall into the category of being a very
nuanced and detailed response to family violence. This
kind of approach to deal with a problem that I think
many of us have known throughout our lives has
support across the parties that are represented in this
chamber.
We all have seen, as I said at the start of my comments
today, enormous change in the way society views this
issue. It is now something that has literally come out of
the shadows and is being considered in the Parliament
in a way that is intended to combat — which seems the
wrong word to use — the incidence of domestic
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violence. It will ensure that when people do speak out
against it they do so within a framework that is
cognisant of the practical limitations that many people
have to fight back against the treatment they are
receiving. I hope it will continue to ensure a fair process
for all those who are parties to the proceedings.
With those words I am going to conclude my
comments. I look forward to further discussion of the
bill and its contents in the committee stage.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(11:23) — This morning, on this Friday, I rise to speak
to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Family
Violence Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018. Can
I start by commending the contributions today of
Ms Crozier, Mr Morris, Ms Bath and Ms Fitzherbert on
what is a very, very important matter and perhaps one
of the most important matters we as a state could be
dealing with right now.
I do want to take a moment to recognise the fact that
part of this process is making sure that kids are looked
after. We all have a responsibility, whether as a minister
for children or a member of this Parliament, to look
after the kids. We know, and we have been talking
about this for three and a half years, that there are still
some challenges to looking after children in this state,
and the answer is not always to lock them up in an adult
prison.
In speaking of children, can I just make the point how
blessed I am to have five and now almost six beautiful
children of my own — Marianne, Luke and
Matthew —
Ms Bath interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will tell you why in a
minute; don’t get ahead of yourself, Ms Bath.
As you know I have five children, three of them born
naturally to us and two that we brought into our home,
and we are blessed by them as well, and the sixth is
almost about to arrive. Can I say to Marianne, Luke,
Matthew, Steven, Megan and now Katey what a
blessing it is to have them in our family. I am really
blessed, and I think I am the luckiest dad in the world.
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005, the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008, the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to support the
implementation of six recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, they being
recommendation 34, to extend the therapeutic treatment
order to young people aged 15 to 17 years of age;

3445

recommendation 58, the trial of body-worn cameras to
collect statements from family violence incident scenes;
recommendation 60, to extend the functions of the
Family Violence Court division to other courts;
recommendation 74, the Magistrates Court’s rollout of
an online application form for intervention orders;
recommendation 79, to empower courts to make
interim family violence intervention orders on their
own motion; and recommendation 156, to expand
statutory examples of family violence to include forced
marriage and dowry-related abuse.
This bill also amends other various acts to strengthen
the response to family violence and facilitate the
electronic issue and transmission of court and tribunal
documents. Some of the main provisions include those
within clauses 4 to 12, which expand therapeutic
treatment orders; clause 15, which enacts forced
marriage and dowry-related abuse provisions — new
statutory examples of behaviour that may constitute
family violence; clauses 17 to 21, which facilitate the
use of an online application for family violence
intervention orders; clause 19, which empowers courts
to make own-motion interim family violence
intervention orders during criminal proceedings;
clause 36, which establishes the specialist Family
Violence Court division in the Magistrates Court;
clause 53, which facilitates the electronic issue and
transmission of court and tribunal documents; and
clause 116, which allows the use of prerecorded
evidence-in-chief in proceedings for family violence
offences.
I know that the wonderful work done by our shadow
minister, Georgie Crozier, has included consultation
with a number of organisations. Just while I am talking
about Ms Crozier’s contribution, can I continue to
commend her on the outstanding work she did whilst in
government in leading the inquiry into child abuse in
this state. I had the blessing of sharing an office with
Ms Crozier for six years, and while some of the
discussions in the office were private and I removed
myself from that office so those discussions could take
place, I know the amount of work she did, I know the
emotional hardship she went through and I know the
amount of effort that she put into protecting children in
our state. I take my hat off to you, Ms Crozier, and
salute you for the great work that you did when we
were in government.
This bill seeks to implement six recommendations of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Parts of
this bill also build on the work undertaken by the
former coalition government in dealing with child
protection matters, including the management of
therapeutic treatment orders. I know that Ms Crozier
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has spoken to a number of people and organisations,
including No to Violence, McAuley Community
Services for Women, Our Watch, Jewish Care Victoria,
Safe Steps Family Violence Response Centre and
Manjula O’Connor, the dowry advocate.
In regard to my own electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region, Acting President Patten, I know
you share deeply with me a care and concern for what
is a growing family violence issue in the northern area
of Melbourne, particularly — and I know that you
know this, Acting President — around the City of
Whittlesea, where there was a significant increase in the
period March 2014 to March 2018, based on the police
statistics. There has been a significant growth in
Whittlesea of family violence, and also in the City of
Melbourne, in the City of Hume, in the City of Darebin
and in Banyule, all of which take in part of the Northern
Metropolitan Region. I know, Acting President, that
you in your capacity, as do I, hear about this on a daily
basis, and it is a growing concern. People who are ill
informed would say to us, ‘There is just more
reporting’, but the reality is that it is growing every day.
I just take this opportunity to pay tribute to Sergeant
Chantel Vidler at Mill Park police station. Chantel is in
charge of the family violence unit. She is a remarkable
person — not just a great police person, but a
remarkable human being. Her wonderful caring style,
her empathy and her very supportive nature make her
one of our great community leaders. Whilst we do not
often single out individual police officers for the great
work that they do in our state, Sergeant Chantel Vidler,
you are doing an amazing job out there. I could not
possibly be anywhere near as great as you at the work
that you do in protecting and supporting families,
particularly the women that have been affected by this.
I know, Acting President, you would share my views
about this.
Part of this also deals with organisations that can help
families, and I remark at this time on the Alannah and
Madeline Foundation, which for many years have done
some wonderful work in dealing with family issues,
dealing with child issues and also dealing with bullying.
I am pleased to remind the house of the announcement
by Matthew Guy that an incoming Matthew Guy
government will reinstall a significant anti-bullying and
support program into our schools this year in
partnership with the Alannah and Madeline Foundation.
I commend the great work of Matthew Guy in leading
that.
I was honoured to be the founding chairman of the
Bully Zero Australia Foundation, that still to this day
works hard to deal with bullying and those who bully in
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schools, community groups, sporting groups and
workplaces. At the time we founded that organisation,
the Honourable Jane Garrett in the Assembly was on
that board with me. Jane and I, in putting our political
thoughts aside, found that we shared a common view
and a common care to deal with those who are bullied
and for some reason those who do bully, because
people do bully for a variety of reasons and they need
some support as well. So the Bully Zero Australia
Foundation continues to do that.
This bit of legislation also can deal with things like the
challenges around siblings and bullying among
siblings. Also, and we see this a little bit in our
community now — and I know you are aware of this,
Acting President — there is some bullying between
children and parents as well. It is not only about
teenagers necessarily; there is bullying at various levels,
particularly with older Victorians as well.
This bit of legislation, which the coalition does not
oppose, is important to Victoria. It builds on the great
work that was started under the coalition government,
and I acknowledge Ms Fitzherbert’s references to that
in her contribution today. We would like our families to
be safer; we would like a much more harmonious
society. Crime is a problem in this state; we know that.
We as legislators have a responsibility for the safety
and wellbeing of all Victorians. I commend this bill to
the house.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (11:32) —
The government is continuing its historic work to
transform Victoria’s response to family violence so that
victim survivors are better supported and perpetrators
are held to account. We have committed to
implementing all 227 recommendations of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, and through the
2017–18 budget invested an unprecedented $1.9 billion
for this important work. We have invested a further
$42.5 million through the 2018–19 budget to continue
our efforts to address family violence.
We are now just over two years on from the royal
commission, and it is important to reflect on the work
to date. Much has been achieved, including the
establishment of a dedicated family violence agency,
Family Safety Victoria, which is establishing the
support and safety hubs; the implementation of the new
information sharing regime and the creation of a central
information point to give frontline workers the
information they need about perpetrators to keep
women and children safe; and a boost in police
resources, including the recruitment of 415 new
specialist family violence police. So much has been
achieved, but there is still much to do.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Friday, 27 July 2018

COUNCIL

As we have heard, this bill is the second tranche of
justice-related legislation in response to the royal
commission. It responds to six recommendations and
makes a range of other complementary reforms. I do
thank members for their contribution in the debate, both
in the other place and, this morning, in this chamber.
Many members have spoken, very respectfully and
sensitively, about these important reforms and the need
to address family violence. Members have also spoken
about how family violence affects their communities. I
also note that the coalition indicated in the other place
that it would not be opposing the bill, and Ms Crozier
also confirmed that this morning in this place. I also
note that the Greens have also indicated their support
for the bill.
I am glad that we are taking a bipartisan approach to
this bill. This is how it should be with these significant
reforms. These reforms are an important part of the
government’s work to create a new system that protects
victim survivors, holds perpetrators to account and
changes community attitudes. I understand there are
some members who have got questions in respect to
this bill, and I look forward to those discussions in
committee.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms TRUONG — The minister’s second-reading
speech mentioned the use of body-worn cameras, but
there is no mention anywhere in the bill about these
body-worn cameras or any specific equipment for
taking recorded statements. Was that intentional?
Ms TIERNEY — I understand that it was
intentional, and it was intentional on the basis that it is
considered to be technology neutral.
Ms TRUONG — I am wondering: is it appropriate
to introduce the use of body-worn camera recordings as
evidence in family violence situations where there is
currently no academic research that has examined the
effect of these cameras on the victim’s experience? The
royal commission had outlined that the Victorian police
have a record of poor police practices, and mistakes in
this particular trial might limit the willingness of
victims to report family violence matters. I am just
wondering if you have thought about the
appropriateness without the academic research.
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Ms TIERNEY — The Royal Commission into
Family Violence did consider body-worn cameras, and
they believed that they offered, potentially, a number of
benefits: for victims, by reducing the trauma associated
with giving evidence in court; for police, by assisting
with investigations and encouraging guilty pleas in
appropriate cases; for prosecutors and courts, by
providing higher quality evidence that might increase
guilty pleas where appropriate; and for the community,
who may have greater confidence that offenders are
being held to account.
The bill provides for a trial and a review of recorded
evidence-in-chief amendments. The Chief
Commissioner of Police must arrange for an
independent person to conduct the review. The bill sets
out the matters that the review must consider. A report
on the outcome of the review must be provided to the
Attorney-General before the third anniversary of the
commencement of the amendments for tabling in the
Parliament. There is also a sunset arrangement in
respect to that.
Ms TRUONG — I guess my question pertains to
the experience of the victim during the recording and
during the trial. I understand what the minister has
outlined will happen after the trial, but in terms of
protecting the victim from other forms of abuse or from
being traumatised during the recording of statements —
for example, say if the perpetrator is present or other
such situations — are there any protocols associated
with privacy or safety matters during the course of the
trial?
Ms TIERNEY — There is a recommendation from
the royal commission that the perpetrator will not be
present, and police will manage and be trained on
taking statements.
Ms TRUONG — Just relating to the trained police,
given this is such a new practice, are there measures in
the legislation or in the broader legislative framework
that prevent the improper use of body-worn cameras,
not just in terms of collecting the evidence but in terms
of the powers and discretion of police officers in the
ability to turn the recording on or off?
Ms TIERNEY — Some of these matters were
actually contained in previous legislation that has been
before the house in terms of body-worn cameras. But in
terms of this technology the policy and procedures are
contained within the police guidelines with respect to
this.
Ms TRUONG — Thank you for your response. I
will look up those police guidelines. The
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second-reading speech mentions that the Chief
Commissioner of Police can approve one or more
training courses for police officers. In the speech the
minister mentioned victim considerations, interviewing
techniques and the nature and dynamics of family
violence. We have spoken about dowry-related abuse
and other such things. I notice that cultural competency
was not mentioned, so I am wondering how the topics
of the training will be determined and also recorded for
the purposes of assessing the adequacy and
appropriateness at the conclusion of the trial relating to
the victim’s experience.
Ms TIERNEY — It is a highly operational
question, and I will seek advice.
There is a new centre for family violence training, and
that is located at the police academy. With respect to
recordings, a recorded statement may only be taken by
a trained police officer. A trained police officer is an
officer who has successfully completed a training
course approved by the Chief Commissioner of Police.
The proposed training for police officers participating
in the trial consists of a face-to-face instructor-led
mandatory course, which I think is really important.
The learning outcomes of the training will include
identifying the primary aggressor, demonstrating an
understanding of the cycle of violence and family
violence dynamics, and applying procedures and legal
requirements. I am assuming, but I will check for the
record, that in terms of people’s cultural backgrounds
that is also covered. It usually is, but for the record I
will get that for you.
The information I have is that in terms of culturally and
linguistically diverse (CALD) issues, definitely they
will be embedded in the training. In terms of Koori
awareness and cultural understanding, there has already
been training delivered to over 8000 police in respect of
that.
Ms TRUONG — Thank you, Minister. In terms of
the second part of my question, how will the topics, the
format and the materials of the training be documented
so that at the conclusion of the trial, when we are seeing
the outcomes and impacts on the victim’s experiences,
we can assess the adequacy and appropriateness of the
training and whether it needs to be improved in any
particular way?
Ms TIERNEY — Again, this is a very highly
operational question. It is not a point in the bill, but I
understand the situation that we have here and I will
endeavour to get that answer. I would assume that the
head of the centre of family violence training at the
academy will be ultimately responsible for ensuring
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that that material is documented and collated and then
provided to the review.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, I just want to go back
and clarify what I think was the very first question that
Ms Truong asked in relation to recorded evidence
around body-worn cameras and the technology to be
used. You mentioned that the audio — and correct me
if I am wrong; I just could not hear correctly — would
be technology neutral; is that correct?
Ms TIERNEY — Police are not required to use
their body-worn cameras, but they can do so.
Ms CROZIER — I am just trying to understand
what ‘technology neutral’ means and how it will be
applied. I understand the police do not necessarily need
to wear the body-worn cameras, so does that mean that
it can be both used and not used to provide evidence? I
am just struggling to understand what ‘technology
neutral’ means.
Ms TIERNEY — Cutting through it, it is a generic
term that allows for any future or further advancements
in technology that could be used.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you. That clarifies that,
and I am pleased that I asked the question. If I could
just go to another area in relation to clause 1. Obviously
clause 15 deals with the forced marriage and dowry
component. The figures that I have from the Australian
Federal Police (AFP) in relation to forced marriage
referrals are that in 2013–14 there were three; in
2014–15 there were 10; in 2015–16 there were 19; and
in 2016–17 there were 10. How many forced marriage
referrals were made to the AFP for 2017–18?
Ms TIERNEY — I certainly do not have that level
of detail. I will inquire as to whether people in the
advisers box might have that.
Obviously the question was in respect to the AFP. That
is a federal body and so that would be the body that you
would ask for that data from.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS) also have that
information. It is my understanding that the AFP and
the Department of Health and Human Services would
have that information for obvious reasons. If there were
instances that were reported to DHHS about forced
marriage or any abuse of young girls or women —
young girls in particular — then that would be reported.
I am sure that somebody in your government does have
that information, and I am just wondering if you would
be able to provide the committee with the latest
statistics and figures.
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Ms TIERNEY — There are information protocols
in place for exchange of information, particularly if it is
to do with a child, but generally the figures, the
numbers, do not just automatically come to the
department.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — On
that note, I interrupt business for question time. I think
the minister can take that question on notice.

Ms CROZIER — Thank you. I appreciate that,
Minister, that they do not automatically come to the
department, but if there were any child marriages, then
they surely would?
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Ms TIERNEY — My understanding is that it really
depends on what the case is, so if it is a child protection
issue, then it would go to DHHS and possibly the
police but not necessarily to the Department of Justice
and Regulation.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, if I could just go to the
issue of the trial of online applications, I had some
feedback from a stakeholder that said to me that they
had heard that the Chief Magistrate recently said that a
trial of online applications was not as successful as they
had anticipated. I am just wondering if that is your
understanding, if that is accurate or not and, if it is,
what the concerns have been around that online trial
that has been undertaken.
Ms TIERNEY — The Magistrates Court already
offers online family violence intervention order
applications at seven locations: Hamilton, Portland,
Ringwood, Sunshine, Warrnambool and Werribee
Magistrates Courts and the Neighbourhood Justice
Centre. Currently a victim survivor of family violence
whose nearest Magistrates Court is one of these seven
locations can complete their application online but
needs to attend a court location to complete their
application by making an oath, affidavit or affirmation.
This requirement can present difficulties for some
applicants, particularly those in rural and regional areas.
The changes will enable the Magistrates Court to
develop a truly online application process where victim
survivors of family violence can complete and submit
their application online. The Magistrates Court is
rolling out the online application form progressively
across Victoria. There is a continuous improvement
process that is fed into this rollout.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Minister. On that
progressive rollout that you have just highlighted to the
committee, could you provide to the committee what
has been put in place in relation to the service design,
the issues around service design, cybersecurity and staff
training arrangements for it to occur? Is that part of the
$89.2 million that was allocated in the budget recently?

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

Feral cat control
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:00) — My
question today is for the Leader of the Government,
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. Minister, yesterday the government
made the long-awaited announcement that feral cats
will be declared a pest species. Unfortunately the
government also said this in their press release:
Recreational hunters will not be permitted to hunt feral cats
on Crown land …

Recreational hunting occurs in many areas in Victoria
for many other pest species. Can you please explain
how preventing a hunter from shooting a feral cat
whilst legally hunting other pest species is going to help
the 466 million reptiles and 272 million birds that are
killed by feral cats every year in Australia?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:01) — I thank Mr Young for his question. In fact I
think — no, I know — that I thank him for the frame in
which he asked the question in terms of a conservation
outcome that he may not actually credit as being part of
his thought process. But I congratulate Mr Young for
identifying the major benefit in relation to conservation
of biodiversity that is embedded in his question. I
appreciate that, and that is the way in which I will
encourage my ministerial colleague who provides a
substantive answer to this question to respond to it,
which is about recognition of the way in which we can
remove feral cats from destroying biodiversity values in
Victoria and those values can be protected in a way that
removes the threat and the effect of feral cats.
I am pleased that Mr Young has identified in his
question that there is a benefit from the eradication of
feral cats. The only issue that is of concern to him that
we actually need to have policy reconciliation about is
the differentiation between hunters being able to
eradicate feral cats on private land compared to public
land. It is a point that I am certain my colleague will
provide you with some advice on, but I note the
conservation ethos that underpins your question.
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Supplementary question

Sustainability Fund

Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:03) — I
appreciate the noting of that conservation ethos,
because it has taken quite a while for us to get that
message across that hunters are often motivated by
conservation. Thankfully the government is finally
listening to that, and it could go some way to explaining
how this situation occurred. But in the interests of
getting some of that advice back, I will ask a question
in very simple terms that could portray a scenario.
Minister, how can you reconcile that a hunter could be
in the same place at the same time and presented with
two different species that are both equally recognised
by the government as pests and only be allowed to
legally remove one of them?

Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (12:05) —
My question is for the minister representing the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office yesterday
delivered an audit report showing the closing balance
on the Sustainability Fund was $513 million as of
30 June 2018. The report highlights that the public
reasonably expects that this levy is collected and spent
for its intended purposes under section 70F of the
Environmental Protection Act 1970 — namely, for
environmentally sustainable uses of resources and best
practices in waste management and on community
action or innovation in relation to the reduction of
greenhouse gases or climate adaptation or adjustment in
Victoria. My question is: why hasn’t the government
spent the money in full for the purposes it is put aside
for?

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:03) — Well, in terms of deconstructing that
question, I know that a hunter is only in one place at
one time, so I agree with that proposition. But in terms
of the species and in terms of the way in which this is
practically undertaken, I think it would be worthy of
consideration and a more detailed response.

Clergy mandatory reporting
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:04) —
My question is to the Attorney-General, represented in
this house by Minister Tierney. On 11 July 2018 this
government released its response to the child sexual
abuse royal commission’s 409 recommendations,
accepting in full or in principle 239 of them, including
the expansion of mandatory reporting laws. That
response indicates:
The Victorian government will give further consideration to
the key recommendation that mandatory reporting laws
should not exempt people in religious ministry from being
required to report information disclosed in a religious
confession.

Where, for example — and drawing on evidence from
the royal commission — Father Michael McArdle
admitted that he confessed to an estimated 1500 sexual
assaults to approximately 30 priests over 30 years and
none reported him, and Father Rubeo, upon a child
disclosing abuse by him, immediately confessed to
Father O’Donnell and received absolution, only to
immediately state, ‘Now you cannot report me’, my
question is: what is left to consider?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:05) — I thank Ms Patten for her question and her
ongoing interest in this area. This matter is a matter for
the Attorney-General, and he will respond in writing
within the required time frame.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:06) — I thank Ms Truong for her question. In fact
we may beyond question time actually have a
conversation about this in the near future. We have
planned to have that conversation for some time, and I
think we might talk at greater detail over a cup of tea
about what might be some of the impediments that we
have had in terms of the industry taking up access to the
fund. There are two elements to this story. One is, yes,
there has been an accumulation of funds that come
from the landfill levy that have the purpose that you
have actually described associated with that fund in
terms of achieving a more sustainable Victoria and
driving investment in outcomes that increase on an
industrial scale our ability to recycle and re-use material
in this state. It is also for some broader environmental
purposes.
During the life of that fund, when I was the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change I increased the
landfill levy significantly. In fact it was the last time
that it significantly rose, and I appreciated at that time
the value of what might be the step change in the
resource recovery and recycling industry. You will
know that since that time our government left office in
2010, and during the period of 2010 to 2014 there was
basically no drawdown of that Sustainability Fund at
all, and then when this government came to office there
were significant allocations in the forward estimates
about a drawdown of money. It would be unwise of me
to use the number off the top my head, but hundreds of
millions of dollars have been allocated during this term
to finally start drawing down on those accumulated
funds in the Sustainability Fund. That is the case; there
are funds committed in the forward estimates —
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Mrs Peulich — Three and a half years.
Mr JENNINGS — Mrs Peulich, thanks for your
interjection. I can take it as an opportunity to remind the
house that there was no drawdown of the fund during
the period of the coalition. I can say that it was only this
government that actually started to invest in this
important area, and there is a commitment to draw
down the fund to respond to the concerns that
Ms Truong brings to the chamber. Part of the challenge
is to support industrial-scale investment in the resource
recovery and recycling industry. That strategy has been
released recently. There is an additional element: there
needs to be market development of product lines and an
aspect of the economy where in fact there is a take-up
and a commercial viability of product lines that come
through resource recovery and recycling.
That is a challenge in terms of the application and the
use of products, and we need to drive greater
investment and opportunity to see that occurring. It is
not good enough to just increase recycling rates without
being concerned about how industry takes up that
opportunity and turns that into a commercial
opportunity and then ultimately how those products are
used and re-used throughout our economy. That is the
purpose that the fund is being focused on, and that will
increasingly see investment over time.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you so much for your
intervention, Mrs Peulich. You have helped
enormously!
Supplementary question
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (12:10) — I
thank the minister for his response. Given that the
continued underspend of this levy is now very public
and front of mind for the Victorian community and this
may also lead to public questioning as to why the levy
is so high or collected at all, reducing the opportunity
for us to make some big moves in the waste sector,
when does the government plan to spend the
Sustainability Fund in full on much-needed waste
infrastructure?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:11) — Part of the discussion we might have later on
is in fact the relative merits —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I am happy to share it with
the chamber, but I am actually just thinking I get a
minute now to explain the concept. The logic of
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industry development is that in fact the landfill levy,
despite the way that you have actually described it in
your question, may be too low to derive the commercial
imperatives that underpin industrial development — too
low. So in fact the landfill levy in Victoria, despite the
way that you have described it, is lower than in other
jurisdictions and may lead to a lack of investment in the
private sector. The state cannot actually build — well, it
has not chosen, on policy grounds, to build —
industrial-scale recycling facilities. It actually requires
co-investment or commercialisation of this. The landfill
levy plays an important role, and the logic of that is that
it should be higher rather than lower.
The PRESIDENT (12:12) — Can I take this
opportunity to draw to the house’s attention that in the
public gallery today we have the Honourable Paul
Green, MLC, a member of the Legislative Council in
the New South Wales Parliament and a member of the
Christian Democratic Party, the Fred Nile group.
Welcome to the Parliament.

Dame Phyllis Frost Centre mothers and
children program
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:12) — My question is for the Minister for
Corrections, and it is with regard to the November 2017
Ombudsman’s report Implementing OPCAT in
Victoria: Report and Inspection of the Dame Phyllis
Frost Centre. Concerns were raised by the inspection
team about the access of Aboriginal women to the
Dame Phyllis Frost Centre’s mothers and children
program, and the information provided by Corrections
Victoria confirmed that the last successful application
to the program by an Aboriginal woman was in 2014.
Between 2015 and 2017, 12 applications were made but
did not proceed for various reasons. The inspection
team heard concerns that the process for assessing the
applications may be culturally inappropriate but was
not in a position to determine that. It made
recommendations regarding the departments — that
they identify barriers to Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander women participating in the Dame Phyllis Frost
Centre’s mothers and children program. My question is:
what progress is the department making on that?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:13) —
I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question. She touches on
an issue that I am very committed to in terms of
understanding that there is an over-representation of
Indigenous people in our corrections system. Indeed
there is an over-representation of women with an
Indigenous background. As a result of that interest in
this particular area I have had a close look at a number
of things, and indeed my ministerial women’s advisory
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committee has been undertaking a number of activities
in the area of women who are incarcerated and the
unique barriers and additional difficulties that they face
as a result of being women, and also of course of some
being mothers. I have asked for a report to give me an
overall view of what is available and what in practice
occurs. I also am looking forward to working with the
new commissioner for corrections, Dr Emma Cassar,
who I also note has got a particular interest in this area.
Together with the department and the general managers
of Dame Phyllis Frost and Tarrengower Prison, I am
sure that we will be able to work through issues that
have been there for some time and bring about some
positive change.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:15) — Thank you, Minister, for your answer. The
recommendation was that the Department of Justice
and Regulation (DJR) work with the Department of
Health and Human Services, the commissioner for
children and young people and the Victorian Aboriginal
Child Care Agency to identify the barriers to
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women
participating in the mothers and children program and
to develop strategies and programs to support
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women’s
participation in the program, and the department
accepted that. You have given me some information as
to your interest in the area and calling for a report. I
wonder if these specific recommendations about the
working together of those departments and agencies
have been put in place, because it is now coming up to
a year since this was identified, and whether any
Aboriginal women have been able to access the
program in that time.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:16) —
Again I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question and her
interest in this area. This work is being done with other
work. It is not just the program, so it is taking a little bit
longer, but there is definitely dialogue occurring
between the relevant departments. It is not just DJR; it
is justice, health and a range of other agencies and
divisions.

Melbourne Polytechnic
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:17) — My question is to the Minister for Training
and Skills. Minister, former minister Steve Herbert
resigned in disgrace after it was revealed he got his
taxpayer-funded car and driver to chauffeur his pet
dogs to his country residence. Today we learned that
Steve Herbert has been rewarded by having a building
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named after him at a TAFE. Minister, did you authorise
this decision?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:17) — I thank the member for her question. This
has been a decision of Melbourne Polytechnic, and I
understand that there is an event later this week that
will be to officially open the building.
Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:18) — Minister, isn’t this decision, that I gather you
did authorise, just another case of the Labor Party
honouring those who rort and cheat the Victorian
community?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you! Enough!
Ms Tierney, without assistance.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:18) — I reaffirm that this was a decision of
Melbourne Polytechnic, and in terms of the other
aspects of that question, I will not entertain them.

Pest animal control
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:19) —
My question today is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, last week the Greens leader, Samantha
Ratnam, told a Victorian Farmers Federation
conference that the Greens do not support efforts to
eradicate feral pest species such as rabbits, foxes, wild
dogs and pigs. Minister, can you assure Victorian
farmers that the Andrews government will not give in
to the Greens policies to ban 1080 and also to ban
leg-hold traps?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:20) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for his question. This
is a ridiculous question, asking me my opinion about
Greens policy, but if you want to go there, specifically
on 1080, the advice that we have and the position that
we take is that it is the most humane option available
for its purpose. That is the view of the RSPCA and that
is certainly my view as well. If there were a better
option, then maybe we would contemplate that, but
right now that is a pretty hypothetical sort of a
proposition.
We do not take our policies for our primary industries
from the Greens. We also do not take them from the
National Party, because the approach that they take is
very much a rear-view-mirror approach of not
supporting our industries to innovate and to change and
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proposing absolutely brutal cuts to biosecurity that put
at risk our access to export markets.
We are perfectly capable of coming up with our own
approach in very, very close consultation with the
sector, with farmers and with others in our primary
industries to determine our own policies — not the
Greens, not the National Party. We stand up for this
$13 billion sector that supports the employment and the
prosperity of so many people in so many communities
right across the state. So thanks again for the Dixer,
Mr O’Sullivan, but I can absolutely rule out us taking
policy suggestions in the agriculture portfolio from
anyone in the Greens.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:22) —
Thank you, Minister, for that answer. We got the first
half of it, so hopefully we will get the second half in a
written response. Minister, you have had an on-again,
off-again relationship with fox and wild dog control.
You appointed a dingo conservationist to the wild dog
committee and your government threw everything but
the great forest national park at the Northcote
by-election. Minister, why should Victorian farmers
trust this government to put their interests ahead of the
Greens’ interest groups?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:22) — I am going to need an extension of time on
this, President. On the wild dog bounty, it is bigger and
better than it has ever been before. We have funded it
properly; you did not. On fox control, again, it is
something that has continued. Those bounties in fact
were established by the former Labor government and
not properly supported by The Nationals. On wild dog
control, we have doubled aerial baiting.
On why we ought to be trusted to support farmers, I
would encourage you to have a look at our work in
putting climate change on the national agenda at the ag
ministers level, our $200 million Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund, the work that we are
doing to help farmers reduce energy costs and the work
that we are doing to help our farmers — a $27 million
package worth of ag tech initiatives, and making
Victoria the centre of ag tech in the state. We have
supported our dairy farmers through incredibly
challenging times and have supported farmers in
north-western Victoria, and at the moment we are
working very closely with those in eastern Victoria
through drought.
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TAFE funding
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:23) — My
question is for the Minister for Training and Skills. Last
week the chief executive of Holmesglen and the chair
of TAFE Directors Australia, Mary Faraone, told the
VET Policy Forum that your free TAFE policy was
policy on the run in an election year. The Australian
Council for Private Education and Training (ACPET),
the peak body for private providers, has said that they
were not consulted about free TAFE. Adult and
Community Education Victoria (ACEVic), the peak
body for community education providers, was not
consulted, and now the chair of TAFE Directors
Australia says that it is policy on the run. Minister, can
you provide a list of people outside the Premier’s
private office and your department that you did consult
with before you announced your so-called free policy
on TAFE?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:24) — I thank Ms Bath for her question. The fact of
the matter is that our free TAFE initiative, our free
TAFE policy, is one of the most popular and
progressive policies that this government has
introduced. Not only is it popular, it actually has lots of
dollars behind it. When you talk to ACPET, when you
talk to ACEVic, when you talk to Learn Locals and
when you talk to private providers, they get it. They all
support the policy. They all understand that this
government needed to put a peg in the ground when it
came to vocational education and training in this state.
We do not apologise for putting that peg there with
TAFE, making sure that TAFE is going to be at the
heart and be the engine of the training and education
sector in this state.
Every single person — even if you are a Learn Local
and there is some impact in relation to free TAFE —
still agrees that they support free TAFE. Under Labor it
is free TAFE. We are pro-TAFE. Under the Liberals it
is no free TAFE and indeed there will be no TAFE.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:26) — Minister, I
note in your response that you did say that there was an
impact, and I note that you did not say who you
consulted with outside the Premier’s office. My
supplementary question is this. Ms Faraone also said
that the policy had a direct impact on midyear
enrolments in TAFE. Minister, has anyone from the
TAFE sector raised concerns that your policy about
making TAFE free from 2019 has suppressed this
year’s enrolments?
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:27) — Goodness me, again. Again I thank Ms Bath
for her question. You know, when governments make a
policy change and they put a date when a new program
commences that is 1 January, there is a basic
requirement that you allow enough time for those
programs to be organised and implemented, and so that
there is sufficient infrastructure in place. You need
facilities, you need classrooms, you need teachers and
you need learning materials. The fact of the matter is
people have recognised the importance of getting it
right and have agreed that 1 January is understood as
the date. Yes, when you have got a market-driven
vocational education and training system, when there is
a change there is going to be a reaction in the market. It
is common sense. It happens. It is a fact of life, and this
is what is occurring. But everyone is on board with free
TAFE, and it is starting on 1 January.
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Minister for Small Business
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:30) — My
question is also for the Minister for Small Business.
Minister, as you will understand, given your
responsibility for small business statewide, electronic
funds transfer and credit card swipe facilities are an
important part of revenue collection for many small
businesses statewide, including, for example, retailing
businesses. I therefore ask, given your recent admitted
prowess with electronic swipe machines, whether you
will demonstrate for the Legislative Council your
capacity with the electronic swipe machine.
The PRESIDENT (12:31) — Mr Davis! Mr Davis,
keep going — 15 minutes.
Mr Davis withdrew from chamber.

Minister for Small Business

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:28) — My question today is for the Minister for
Small Business. Minister, I refer you to your answer in
this house on Wednesday, 25 July, in relation to your
attendance at a chamber of commerce fundraising event
with small businesses where you used an electronic
payment device to solicit donations for political
purposes.

Answers

Given your statement, and I quote:
… that in fact it was an event that was a fundraiser for me as a
member of Parliament and had nothing to do with my
ministerial responsibilities —

did you travel to and/or from the event in your
ministerial car with your ministerial driver?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:29) — I thank the member for his question. My
recollection is that I went to the event using public
transport.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:29) — Minister, has the EFTPOS device used for
Labor political fundraising purposes ever travelled in
your ministerial car with you?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:30) — I will have to check my EFTPOS terminal’s
travel logbook!

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:31) — I have to say, President, that was a little bit
of an anticlimax, but what I can suggest to you is that
there have been 15 responses by the government to
questions on notice: 11 474, 11 480, 11 488, 11 496,
11 502, 11 511, 11 519, 11 525, 11 533, 11 541,
11 547, 11 555, 11 563, 11 569, 11 577.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:31) — In respect of today’s
questions I direct written responses to Mr Young’s
question to Mr Jennings’s substantive question, in two
days; Ms Patten’s question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive question, two days; Ms Truong’s question,
the supplementary question, to Mr Jennings, two days;
Ms Pennicuik’s question to Ms Tierney, the
supplementary question, two days; Ms Bath’s question
to Ms Tierney, the substantive question, one day; and
Mr Ondarchie’s question to Mr Dalidakis, the
supplementary question, one day.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
raise for your attention a matter related to a reinstated
question that you ordered the Minister for Small
Business yesterday to produce a written response to
today. The reason for that reinstatement was that his
initial answer was unsatisfactory. I have got a response
from him that is exactly the same as the one that he
provided the day before. This represents an absolute
flouting of your ruling of yesterday, President. I am not
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sure the capacity exists for a further reinstatement.
However, it is my view that the nature of this reinstated
response is unsatisfactory, disrespectful of the Chair
and a diminution of the standing of ministers of the
Crown. I am not sure if you have the capacity to
reinstate, but ask you to deal with it accordingly.
The PRESIDENT — I am aware of the answer that
was provided on the second occasion. It is true that
under standing orders I do not have an opportunity to
reinstate the question a further time. It is my view that
in reality my ruling was not flouted because all I did
was ask for a further written response and I have got
one, so therefore the ruling itself was not flouted.
Nonetheless I think the answer that was provided on the
second occasion was discourteous to the member who
asked the question and indeed therefore, by extension,
to the house.
When I ask for a written response I do expect a more
considered response. It is the reason why the standing
orders provide me with that power. I think for the most
part members would believe that where I seek further
written responses I do so in a considered fashion and I
give fair consideration to the question and the response.
Members will note that on occasions when asked by
members of the opposition for a further written
response I actually decline because in my view
ministers have satisfactorily answered the question and
they have been apposite, they have been relevant and
they have been accurate in terms of the facts provided.
As Chair I try to discharge that responsibility with
impartiality and with due consideration. Therefore
when I do make a ruling for a further written answer I
really do expect a greater courtesy to the house. It is not
a matter of flouting my ruling, but it is certainly a
matter that ministers ought to give some consideration
to in terms of the answers that they do provide in
respect of my request.
Ms Symes — On a point of order, President, and I
do not seek to question your ruling in relation to
suspending Mr Davis from the house for 15 minutes,
but it is a well-known fact that we are all aware of that
props are not permitted in the chamber at any time.
Taking a prop and approaching another member of the
house I believe is quite serious conduct, and I am just
questioning whether 15 minutes is an appropriate
deterrent for such behaviour. If members are only going
to be kicked out for 15 minutes I think we will see more
props from the opposition in the future.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! It is a fair enough
point. To some extent my 15 minutes decision was a
kneejerk reaction and on consideration I might well
have extended it. Certainly if there are further incidents
you can be assured, Ms Symes, that the penalty will be
extended beyond 15 minutes. So let this one be a
warning to members. I think it was outrageous
behaviour in this place and again a discourtesy to the
house.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:36) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
Despite constant assurances by the Premier that gangs
do not exist, residents of the western suburbs are greatly
alarmed about the impact of violence inflicted upon
local communities by gangs. Whether it be home
invasions, carjackings, mass theft or general street
violence, large sections of the west are now no-go
zones for law-abiding citizens. Although this is most
certainly the case after dark, it is now often the case
during daylight hours as well. It is not at all unusual for
victims of gang crime to be deleteriously affected for
extended periods of time. Given the often-stated view
by the Premier that such violence is imagined and fear
is all in the community’s mind, does the government
have any intention at all of protecting my constituents
from rampant gang crime?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:37) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, and it relates to the Mair Street,
Ballarat, redevelopment that the government is
proposing to undertake. This redevelopment is nothing
short of an absolute disgrace. It is going to remove in
the order of 200 car parking spaces from Ballarat’s
CBD when we know that, despite the minister’s claims,
there is a significant issue with the lack of car parking
in Ballarat’s CBD and the impact that that is having on
local businesses. These local businesses I speak of are
being left in the dark with regard to what this
redevelopment is going to look like. VicRoads have
flatly refused to release their plans for what is going to
happen to Mair Street to these traders.
So the question I ask is: will the minister immediately
release the plans for the Mair Street redevelopment to
the traders and to the community more broadly so they
can have a very clear understanding of the exact impact
this disastrous redevelopment will have on their
businesses?
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:38) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it is in relation to the north-east link. I
have a constituent who requested information from the
North East Link Authority, and I think we are getting
up to nearly 18 months ago — not quite 18 months.
The North East Link Authority have said they have a
turnaround of five working days on public requests for
information and 10 days for more complex queries.
They have been asked a range of questions by my
constituent, who is still waiting for this particular
answer to a question. Minister, I ask if you could
provide me with the data on the origin and destination
of traffic by vehicle type on Rosanna Road?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:39) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Police. Under Labor, crime in City of Casey is out
of control. After extensive doorknocking, that is the
absolute issue at the forefront of everyone’s mind. And
it is no wonder, because since December 2014 —
comparing that quarter with the most recent quarter —
home invasions have increased in Berwick by more
than 63 per cent, crimes against the person have
increased in Narre Warren by more than 29 per cent,
common assaults have increased in Hampton Park by
more than 27 per cent and assault in Narre Warren
North is escalating. Only overnight we heard of a
woman being assaulted in a carjacking in Narre
Warren.
This government made a promise to have a 24-hour
police station in Endeavour Hills. I ask the minister:
how long does the community have to wait before their
police stations provide desk service 24 hours a day so
that in an instance of carjacking people have
somewhere to go?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (12:40) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. It is in relation to the Drysdale bypass and
in respect of when this project will commence — and I
raised this with the minister some time ago. This was
initially announced by the Napthine government as a
$104 million project and again by the Labor
government; both committed to this project. The
planning stage was due in 2017 and construction in
2018. I understand now the budget has blown out by an
extra $6 million and in fact there are some problems
associated with potential Aboriginal artefacts that have
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been found along the route of the bypass. Obviously
businesses in Drysdale are concerned and worried
about the ongoing delays to this project. The question I
raise with the minister, particularly on behalf of
Drysdale residents, is: when will this most important
road project commence?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:42) — My constituency question today is for the
Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns the Bell
Street–Moreland Road intersection where they are
looking to remove the level crossing. There is some
consideration by the Level Crossing Removal
Authority of building sky rail over that intersection, and
a number of people are concerned, including a local
resident, Mr Bradshaw, who is worried that should they
build sky rail over Bell Street, that bridge will come
right across his balcony. He will almost have his own
little station there so he can step right onto the train.
The question I ask the minister in relation to the
removal of that crossing is: will she rule out sky rail in
that area?

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Committee
Resumed.
Clause 1 further discussed.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — We continue on
the Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence
Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018. I believe the
minister has to respond to a question from Ms Crozier.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you. The Magistrates
Court have engaged the University of Melbourne to
undertake an evaluation of the online family violence
intervention form to ensure the form improves and
simplifies access for court users. It is anticipated that
the online form will be rolled out statewide by the
middle of next year, Ms Crozier.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that clarification
and confirmation, Minister. Could I just ask as a
follow-up to that question: while that is going on what
impact will that have on the family violence
information sharing scheme and the IT aspects and
evaluation et cetera that will be undertaken with the
family violence information sharing component? Will it
have any impact or will it work in parallel with it?
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Ms TIERNEY — It will be run in parallel and it is
based on continuous improvement where there is
feedback. It makes sense. There will be modifications
made to improve the general system.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, I appreciate that.
During the committee stage of the Children Legislation
Amendment (Information Sharing) Bill 2017 it became
very apparent that it is a complex body of work that
needs to be undertaken. I think the minister at the time,
Minister Jennings — and I do not want to put words
into his mouth, because it was quite some time ago —
was talking about the IT capacity of agencies to speak
to one another and departments being able to speak to
one another. Again it goes to that capacity or ability of
these online IT requirements to be robust enough to be
adhered to in those time frames that you are speaking
about; you said ‘middle of next year’. I do not have that
knowledge of where the family violence information
sharing is in relation to those issues that were raised in
the committee with Mr Jennings and the ability for
agencies and departments to communicate with one
another, hence I raise that issue with this.
I note that you said it is working in parallel. You may
not be able to answer this, but I think that the courts are
an important aspect of this online component and surely
that will have a feed into the family violence
information sharing IT requirements too. I just want to
make that point, because it is complex and I am not
sure that we have got the full answers as to how that
robust and very significant piece of work will be rolled
out and undertaken. I take your point that it is being
undertaken in parallel, so I presume that all those
checks and balances for the family violence information
sharing have been addressed and there are no more
issues with that between the agencies. Is that your
understanding?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Are there any
further questions on clause 1?
Ms CROZIER — In the minister’s second-reading
speech he spoke about the interim orders that can be
made in a respondent’s absence. I know that new
section 60 goes into some detail about interim orders,
but the minister said that to address these issues a
new — and I quote — ‘interests of justice test’ will
apply when a respondent seeks leave to vary or revoke
an interim order that was made in their absence. Could
you highlight to the committee what the interests of
justice test is and how it will apply?
Ms TIERNEY — I understand that it is a
universally understood legal test and that it is so
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well-known that it does not require definition in
legislation. It needs to be flexible for obvious reasons.
Ms CROZIER — I was just wondering why it was
not defined in the bill and you have answered that
question. Thank you for the clarification; I appreciate
that.
If I could just go to another point, and it relates to
Ms Truong’s concerns around videoconferencing. Are
there any issues to address any poor quality recording
of any evidence that might be provided in those
body-worn cameras?
Ms TIERNEY — Again this is a very, very
operational question. It will be the responsibility of the
police to have arrangements in place or a fallback plan.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — In relation to
clause 1, the minister’s second-reading speech referred
to the counselling regime which underpins the
court-mandated men’s behaviour change program.
There is more detail to this in clauses 26 and 27, but
what I am asking here is around the intent of this. I note
that part 5 of the Family Violence Protection Act 2008
which this bill amends is not limited in its application to
adult respondents who are men, but is aimed more
broadly at all respondents — that is, subjects of family
violence intervention orders or safety notices. However,
I further note that according to the Family Violence
Bench Book of the Judicial College of Victoria, present
programs have only been prescribed for men who are or
were in intimate heterosexual relationships and no
programs have been approved for female respondents,
sibling relationships, parent-child relationships — and I
am particularly concerned here about elder abuse that
comes under this — and no programs have been
developed or approved for same-sex relationships. Can
you confirm the intent of this bill: whether it is to
narrow the scope as seems to be indicated in the
second-reading speech to men’s behaviour change only,
or if the intent is to provide programs to address this
broader cohort?
Ms TIERNEY — There is no intention to narrow
the scope.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Thank you very
much, Minister; I appreciate that answer. So if it is to
expand then — because at the moment, as I said, there
are no programs approved for issues like elder abuse —
what steps are being taken to develop these programs
and have them approved?
Ms TIERNEY — There is broader work around
perpetrator interventions and counselling. Men’s
behaviour is just one area.
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Dr CARLING-JENKINS — So broader work is
being done around those areas I mentioned?
Ms TIERNEY — That is the intent.
Ms CROZIER — This question again goes to the
issue around body-worn cameras. I note that you say
that is an operational issue, but I am just wondering,
Minister. There were concerns raised by various
stakeholders who have got concerns about
complainants having the information either abused or
not being able to have that recorded appropriately. They
have said that they have suggested the department of
justice explore various software models which would
prohibit any sharing of audiovisual material. We know
that there are penalties in place, the bill lays that out,
but I am wondering if that was the case. Did the
department of justice explore various software models,
and if so, what were they?
Ms TIERNEY — This is very operational and it is
not —
Ms CROZIER — Well, it is a stakeholder query.
Safe Steps have asked the question.
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Firstly, it allows the Minister to specify venues of the
Children’s Court that may make counselling orders, by notice
published in the Government Gazette.

So I am asking what are the wait times for counselling
for children through that process from the Children’s
Court, because I think there is — you might need to
take it on notice.
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that this is not about
ordering children into counselling; it is about adults.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Have you got any
further questions?
Ms CROZIER — No. I just wanted the wait times
on counselling, whether it is for children or adults. I
know that it is through the Children’s Court, but I am
wanting the wait times are for both, because there are
delays and I think there are lots of stakeholders that are
very concerned about those wait times.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Are you going to
follow up with other questions, or is that it?
Ms CROZIER — Yes.

Ms TIERNEY — So the material will be managed
by Victoria Police, and it will be held in a secure
database called evidence.com.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Well, I think it is a
good time now to break for lunch. I will resume the
chair at 2 o’clock.

Ms CROZIER — Thank you for the answer,
Minister. I am sure that Safe Steps will be relieved to
know that that is where the software will be housed and
monitored, presuming that very robust security that
Victoria Police have.

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

Minister, if I could just go back to Minister Pakula’s
second-reading speech. He spoke about the bill making
two amendments to the counselling order provisions in
part 5 of the bill, and giving the Children’s Court the
ability to make counselling orders. Could you provide
to the committee what the wait times currently are for
children who are awaiting counselling, specifically how
this bill refers to sexual behaviours and others, but
counselling in general, I would suggest.
Ms TIERNEY — Ms Crozier, can I have some
clarification? Is that question in relation to the
therapeutic treatment orders for children?
Ms CROZIER — This is talking about the ability,
according to the second-reading speech, for
court-mandated men’s behaviour change programs, but
it also talks about two amendments to the counselling
order provisions in part 5 of the bill:

Clause 1 further discussed.
Ms TIERNEY — Ms Crozier asked me a question
in terms of court orders and waiting times. The
response is that the reporting is complex due to the
number of providers and the difficulty in crossmatching
with court orders. To rectify this there was $500 000 in
the 2015–16 budget for additional places and there was
also $11 million in the 2016–17 budget to review and
expand the program. There were an additional
500 places over four years for the men’s behaviour
change program to respond to the demand, but I am
advised that the department does not have the actual
wait times.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that answer,
Minister, and for providing me the information during
the break. I was talking about the court management
system earlier and the family violence information
sharing bill, and I think at the time you said that they
were running in parallel. Is the $89.2 million that has
been attributed to the court management system also
the funding for the family violence information sharing,
or is that separate, do you know?
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Ms TIERNEY — In the 2017–18 budget the
$89.2 million included the new case management
system, and that encompasses all of the activities of the
Magistrates Court.
Mrs PEULICH — I also rise to just tease out some
of the implications of this particular legislation,
especially in relation to the expansion of examples of
behaviour that may constitute family violence from a
multicultural perspective. Obviously there is a lot of
concern within multicultural communities, in particular
the second generation, about some harmful cultural
practices. I just wanted to tease out with the minister
what this particular amendment may cover. Obviously
it is complex and there are a number of criteria that are
outlined in part 3 in terms of the definition of violence,
but I am just focusing on clause 1. In asking the
question I would like to pay tribute to Manjula
O’Connor and her team for all of the work they have
done in relation to concerns about coercive dowries in
particular. Obviously there are some traditional cultural
practices that reflect values and beliefs that have been
held by members of the community for periods
spanning generations that we do not consider to be
acceptable, and increasingly members of that
community do not either, because of the harmful effects
that they have, and in many instances they are on
women and girls.
In terms of forced or early marriage, that is the most
obvious one and unfortunately that does happen far too
often, despite the figures that the minister provided to
Ms Crozier. I think those numbers are much greater. I
think this is a really important issue. As a former
schoolteacher in a very multicultural area, it was not
unusual for me to lose students who were pubescent.
They would not return to school, and then the next time
I saw them they would be pregnant and pushing a pram
down the street at the age of 16, never to return to
school.
I am particularly interested to see what sort of programs
are in place to capture not just the statistics once it is
exposed, or someone blows the whistle, or someone is
caught out doing it, but what sort of programs are in
place in terms of early intervention, in terms of
education in order to discourage people and make it
quite clear that forced marriage is not acceptable,
especially when we are talking about minors.
Ms TIERNEY — My understanding is that in terms
of the area of forced marriages and activity around
those, a lot of it is actually being led by the federal
government. It is a program called My Blue Sky, and
the states interact with that. The NGO sector is very
active in that space as well as the Department of
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Human Services. There are also programs in place with
multifaith leaders that are having the discussions and
working out the best way that we can bring
communities together and advise them of what their
pathways or opportunities are in this area.
Mrs PEULICH — Obviously, no-one wants to see
a person forced into marriage under duress.
Unfortunately I have received reports of children of
migrant or even refugee backgrounds often being
coerced into marriage in an attempt to secure
citizenship in Australia. The important thing is to be
able to spot those early warning signs of forced or
unwanted marriage, and I am glad to hear that there is
some collaboration between federal agencies and state
services. One of those very important bits of
information that is needed is a number that people can
call, that young women and girls can call, when
something occurs.
My former office manager’s son married into a family
where this was commonplace. One of her grandchildren
was lured into an overseas holiday. Unbeknownst to her
it was a forced arranged marriage, and she came back a
married woman despite being under-age. They did have
suspicions, but they actually did not know to whom to
turn. A readily accessible number, apart from 000, that
people could turn to would actually be something very
useful. Can you advise me that that is circularised by
agencies or by organisations that provide services to
people from multicultural backgrounds?
Ms TIERNEY — Obviously 000, but My Blue Sky
does actually have that service, and there is a direct
phone line.
Mrs PEULICH — I guess, as the shadow Minister
for Multicultural Affairs, it is nice to know, but if I did
not know about it, it basically means that it is not
circularised widely enough. Perhaps that could be taken
on board. In addition to that, I would imagine that,
looking at the definition of family violence under
clause 15, which is referred to in clause 1,
honour-based violence would also be captured by this,
because any physical or psychological violence that is
committed in the name of honour, predominantly
against women or girls, for actual or perceived immoral
behaviour or behaviour that may be seen to have
shamed the family or community would be captured by
this. Could you please just comment on that?
Ms TIERNEY — If it is within the scope of family
violence — it is fairly broad in terms of controlling
behaviour and all those sorts of things — then that
would be covered.
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Mrs PEULICH — The answer is yes. Obviously
we had, very recently, a case that gained some media
coverage of a young girl who was brought here with
false documentation. She had been married overseas
and brought here. And recently we read that in actual
fact she had, at a very early age, come to her death.
Clearly this would have been, hopefully, captured as
well. It is embedded in some sort of cultural practice
which is no longer acceptable. I think that education is
just so important. What I find heartening is women who
themselves have, for example, been subjected to female
genital mutilation committing and promising for that
never to happen to their daughters, or their children.
Female genital mutilation is, obviously, not an
acceptable practice. Is this further captured by this
provision here?
Ms TIERNEY — Yes.
Mrs PEULICH — Could the Minister clarify for
me, and this comes out of a forum that I recently
attended — a very well run forum in Eastern
Metropolitan Region — what the penalties are for those
who take a female overseas in order to undergo female
genital mutilation?
Ms TIERNEY — There is a state offence, and we
are just checking in terms of whether there is a
crossover with federal offences as well. In terms of
anything more detailed, we are more than happy to
provide that to you today.
Mrs PEULICH — Perhaps whilst those inquiries
are being made with the advisors in the box, you could
advise the chamber, if you are aware, of how many
convictions have occurred for female genital mutilation
here in Victoria over the last five years, or perhaps
12 months, just to give us an indication as to whether it
is indeed just a law, or whether in actual fact it has got
some teeth.
Ms TIERNEY — Deputy President, I put to you
that, on this occasion, this has strayed beyond the scope
of the brief of the legislation before us.
Mrs PEULICH — I believe that it well and truly
fits under the further examples of behaviour that may
constitute family violence — very much so — and I am
disappointed to hear that in actual fact the minister does
not agree. We do support this legislation, and as the
shadow Minister for Multicultural Affairs, I am very
keen to see harmful cultural practices ended. The ones
that have been raised with me most often are forced
marriage, honour-based violence, female genital
mutilation and polygamy.
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Perhaps I can end with a last question in relation to
polygamy, given that the definition under clause 15, but
referred to in clause 1, includes:
… using coercion, threats, physical abuse or emotional or
psychological abuse to cause or attempt to cause a person to
enter into a marriage …

I have heard of instances where a bride — a wife, a
spouse — who has entered into marriage subsequently
learns that, indeed, there are other spouses. Could you
explain, Minister, perhaps with advice from the box,
whether this would also capture polygamy — where
perhaps a wife may reject polygamy but be coerced
culturally to endure it?
Ms TIERNEY — So again the My Blue Sky
program assists in this area. Whatever individual
circumstances you might be in, there are pathways
through Blue Sky. It provides a host of resources that
can assist in terms of what that individual might be able
to do.
Mrs PEULICH — Clearly there are, as I said, a
number of unacceptable harmful cultural practices that I
and the community would welcome a greater focus on
and greater resources for, and while I am aware of the
federal program and the resources that attracts, I am not
sure whether in actual fact there are sufficient resources
in other portfolios. I know that it is not within the
multicultural affairs portfolio to draw attention to these
practices, to deliver education programs and services
and to raise awareness about this and the fact that they
are unacceptable practices in modern-day Australia.
Could the minister perhaps enlighten us as to what sort
of resourcing exists specifically to deal with harmful
cultural practices that would be captured by this
legislation, either existing or in future?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I think the minister
has already answered this, but I am happy to ask the
minister if she would like to add anything.
Ms TIERNEY — I have not got anything further to
say.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Okay. We will
move on.
Ms CROZIER — If I can just follow on from
Mrs Peulich’s questions and what I have raised
previously in relation to dowries, Minister, could you
provide to the committee details of what funding is
going to be provided to support the community around
education, which includes, obviously, social media?
Are there any campaigns or any plans around education
about dowry-related abuse?
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Ms TIERNEY — In terms of the training packages,
the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, the
Multifaith Advisory Group and the Victorian
Multicultural Commission, in partnership with expert
family violence support practitioners are developing
packages on family violence and sexual assault for faith
leaders and communities. These packages should build
on existing work reflecting leading practice in
responding to family violence and including
information about referral pathways for victims and
perpetrators. The training should be suitable for
inclusion as part of the preservice learning in various
faith training institutes as well as ongoing professional
development of faith leaders. So this is being
developed. It does cover off on the issues that have
been raised —
Ms CROZIER — Is there a time frame for when it
will be completed?
Ms TIERNEY — The time frame is March next
year, and it is not the Department of Justice and
Regulation that is driving it; it is actually the
Department of Premier and Cabinet.
Mrs PEULICH — Obviously it is the Department
of Premier and Cabinet where multicultural affairs sits.
I was aware of that. Are you able to indicate how much
has actually been dedicated towards the development of
those materials for religious and multicultural leaders?
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those have had direct experience of dowry issues and
they have obviously assisted in formulating views in
terms of general approaches to and understanding of
family violence.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Further on that, given the
nature of the quite personal interchanges that might
occur within a family or a family grouping in relation to
dowry abuse, how is it anticipated that these crimes, as
they will be, will be detected through the use of these
clauses?
Ms TIERNEY — The overall objective is to raise
the issues and for people to understand what abuse is
and generally what is acceptable and what is not
acceptable. The priority is making sure that we have got
all the people and all the organisations connected up
and talking to each other as well as government and
government services so that we can get that higher
understanding in the community and that earlier
detection can be picked up and recognised by
individuals as well as organisations and indeed
government and police.
Ms FITZHERBERT — If I could just explore that
further: how is that early detection expected to occur?
Could you give us a practical example of how that
might work in real life?

Ms TIERNEY — I think it is a well-accepted fact
that we are in advance of other jurisdictions, and so
there is nothing else, really, that we can rely upon. As I
understand it, we have had to create it, and we have
done so with extensive consultation with stakeholders.

Ms TIERNEY — Again, I do not think that this has
got all that much to do with the direct aspects of clauses
of this bill, but one would expect, as I have said, that it
would be a general approach of a heightened
understanding in the community and by community
groups and individuals about what is acceptable and
what is not acceptable in terms of general behaviour.
Then we would also understand that people would be
directed or know more about the available resources,
and then one would assume in terms of building that
capacity within the community that we would have
people knowing that they can ring certain numbers or
have access to certain websites so that they can
determine what is the best course of action for
themselves or other members in their community in
assisting and providing that information.

Ms FITZHERBERT — Are there specific cases
that have involved dowry abuse that have influenced
the drafting of these clauses, and if so, could you
explain which elements are being relied upon? I am
particularly interested in this given your comment that
this is fresh ground.

Mrs PEULICH — I am aware that dowries that
have been paid as part of a marriage overseas, if the
couple migrated here and the marriage breaks down,
can actually have ramifications where one side may
attempt to retrieve the dowry from the families of
people overseas. Are you following?

Ms TIERNEY — No, I am not in that position.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Just further to the
questions on dowry-related abuse, are those parts of this
bill — and forgive me if this question was asked earlier
or otherwise explained — based on similar provisions
from another jurisdiction? I am just seeking a bit of
insight into why this specific format has been used.

Ms TIERNEY — Obviously the royal commission
dealt with this issue. Since that time we have gone out
and had that consultation that I have just talked about in
terms of the stakeholder groups, and of course some of

Ms Tierney — Yes.
Mrs PEULICH — Often women may stay in
relationships that are fairly violent because of the
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implications of the retrieval of a dowry by, say, the
woman’s parents in a village somewhere remote. Does
this particular provision capture that type of example at
all, and is there any recourse?
Ms TIERNEY — This bill is not about getting
dowries back. It is about identifying that certain
behaviours are not acceptable, and it is about ways in
which you can identify and then make application for
family violence orders and a range of other things. In
terms of offshore dowries, it is a matter for police and
other elements of the justice system; it does not pertain
to this bill.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I move:
That progress be reported.

During the course of the lunch adjournment, Victoria
Police confirmed that the fraud and extortion squad of
Victoria Police have launched a formal investigation
into the red shirts staffing rorts. As members of the
house know, the Ombudsman’s report into this matter
disclosed the involvement of numerous government
members of this house, including that of three
ministers — the Leader of the Government,
Minister Jennings; Minister Mikakos; and Minister
Tierney. The Ombudsman referred to this scheme as an
‘artifice’. Following the evidence of the Chief
Commissioner of Police at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, on behalf of the Leader of the
Opposition I wrote to the chief commissioner on
13 July requesting that a further investigation into this
matter take place. Victoria Police has confirmed that a
formal investigation is now on foot.
I make the point that the opposition — none of us —
should draw any conclusions about guilt or innocence.
This is now a matter for Victoria Police. What is
important is that these ministers stand down.
This is a well-practised precedent. Mal Brough, when
he was under a police investigation, stood down.
Mr Theo Theophanous, when he was under police
investigation, stood down. Minister Somyurek, when he
was under a Department of Premier and Cabinet
investigation, stood down. Indeed Mr Melhem, when
he was under investigation, stood down as the
Government Whip. And of course Mr Eideh, the then
Deputy President, also stood down as the Deputy
President in the form of hearing proceedings and
retaining salary when the IBAC investigation was on.
The opposition believes that with this investigation on
foot the Premier should do the right thing and stand
down those ministers who were identified in the
Ombudsman’s report as being part of this artifice. As I
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say, in this place they are Minister Jennings, Minister
Mikakos and Minister Tierney. And we know from the
Ombudsman’s report that Minister D’Ambrosio,
Minister Eren and the Attorney-General, Minister
Pakula, were also identified by the Ombudsman’s
report. The Ombudsman also identified the police
minister as a participant in the artifice, as the
whistleblower was working from her office. These are
matters of public record as established by the
Ombudsman.
As I say, the Victoria Police fraud and extortion squad
are now conducting a full investigation into this tawdry
matter, a matter which the Andrews government has
sought to downplay and to stymie. Victoria Police will
now conduct their investigation, but what those three
ministers must do, consistent with the precedent of then
Minister Mal Brough in the federal Parliament and
others that I have previously identified, is stand down
pending the outcome of this police investigation.
Deputy President, I have moved that the house report
progress on this committee stage of the bill so that an
urgent motion can be debated by this house.
Ms SHING — I would like to take this opportunity
to respond to a number of the matters that
Mr O’Donohue has raised in moving this motion this
afternoon. At the outset, it is important to go back to
fundamental principles of evidence. What we know at
this juncture is that we have an Ombudsman’s report
which found that members of Parliament who were
investigated did not seek to deceive, and acted in good
faith.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Members,
please! Mr O’Donohue was heard in silence. Allow
your colleague to be heard in silence as well. Thank
you.
Ms SHING — We have an Ombudsman’s report,
which found no acts of bad faith or intentions to
deceive by those who have been named in various
outlets. We have evidence from the Chief
Commissioner of Police at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee which indicated that, as per a
letter drafted and sent to the Ombudsman which was set
out in the Ombudsman’s report, there was no cause to
investigate further, but that the chief commissioner had
investigated and VicPol had investigated and found that
there was nothing further.
What we also have in addition to this is evidence from
the chief commissioner at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee in which he confirmed that he
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had not been in receipt of any information which would
cause him to change his mind in relation to conclusions
reached as part of the position set out in that letter.
What we also have now today by way of primary
source material, rather than the speculation of those
opposite in various media outlets or standing and
hovering at the steps of Parliament waiting for a camera
to come along, is a statement from VicPol.
It is dated 1.18 p.m. this afternoon, and the media unit
of Victoria Police states as follows:
Good afternoon.
Please see below investigation update.
Victoria Police undertook —

Mr Morris — On a point of order, Deputy
President, Mr Leane in an interjection earlier used a
very unparliamentary term, which he threw across the
chamber. I ask him that he withdraw it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I did not hear
anything. Mr Leane?
Mr Leane — No.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I will check
the Hansard and get back to it, unless Mr Leane would
offer to withdraw if he said anything.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Deputy
President — and it is great to call you that — I heard
what was said. It was clearly offensive, it was clearly in
breach of the standing orders, and I believe that
Mr Morris is totally within his rights to expect not just a
withdrawal but an apology as well.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you very
much. I said I would check the Hansard and get back to
the house.
Ms SHING — With the remaining time that I have
available, given the number of interjections from those
opposite, I would like to complete the reading of the
statement from Victoria Police dated 1.18 p.m. today:
Please see below investigation update.
Victoria Police undertook reassessment of the material in
relation to allegations of misuse of parliamentary budget
entitlements to determine if further investigation was
required.
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This assessment has now been completed and a formal
investigation will now be conducted by the fraud and
extortion squad.
As this is an active and ongoing investigation, it would not be
appropriate to provide further comment at this time.

Now, what we have here is Victoria Police indicating
very clearly that this is a matter in relation to allegations
of misuse of parliamentary budget entitlements to
determine if further investigation was required.
And what we see here is that there is no reference to
MPs, there is no reference to ministers — in fact there
is no reference to the $9.5 million that the last
government used to have staff working on the ground
while they were being paid by the Liberal Party to
campaign on their behalf. So the scope of this
investigation and this assessment will be interesting. It
may well come back to bite those opposite, because in
the event that Victoria Police decides to go beyond
what the Ombudsman looked at because you voted
against having yourselves investigated — in the event
that that $9.5 million expenditure with only four people
taking leave in the campaign period of the last election,
whereby people were paid, something which you
appear immune to acknowledging, that comes back to
bite you — it will be unfortunate indeed.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you. Time,
Ms Shing.
Mr DAVIS — I support the motion moved by
Mr O’Donohue that this house report progress, given
the extraordinary events of the day and the decision of
the police to investigate further this red shirts rorts
scandal. Let us be very, very clear on what is going on
here. There are a series of government members and
ministers who are pointed to directly in the
Ombudsman’s report. On page 63 of the Ombudsman’s
report, people like Mr Jennings and the minister —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mr Davis has inadvertently misled the house by
referring to the police statement, which does not in fact
name any MPs or ministers. He has misled the house
and then interchangeably referred to the
Ombudsman —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you very
much.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There is no
point of order.
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Mr DAVIS — What is clear is that the
Ombudsman’s report names a number of ministers and
a number of MPs. The point today is that ministers
cannot remain in that position while they are under
police investigation. It is extraordinary —
Honourable members interjecting.
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representing a minister from the other chamber in this
chamber — at the same time —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mr Davis is making allegations against an individual
member of this chamber, which he should do by way of
substantive motion in the event that he seeks to
continue.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mr Davis has misled the house by implying that there
are a number of ministers under investigation. That is
not what the police statement from 1.18 p.m. says. He
would do well to read it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — There is no point
of order.
Mr DAVIS — Deputy President — and I
congratulate you on that position — Ms Tierney has
been in this chair dealing with a very important bill — a
justice bill — pursuant to her responsibilities in this
chamber representing the Minister for Police and the
Attorney-General from the other chamber. Now, it is
very clear that she is answering questions about
criminal matters that are the subject of this bill. It is also
clear that the police have begun a set of investigations
about the red shirts affair. It is also clear that in the
Ombudsman’s report Ms Tierney is named on a
number of occasions as having authorised the
expenditure of public money for the wrong cause, for
the wrong activity, and now those exact expenditures
are the subject of police investigation. I have to say —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mr Davis has yet again misled the house by indicating
that these are matters which are the subject of an
Ombudsman’s investigation, when it is in fact not clear
that that is the case from the Victoria Police statement.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Ms Shing, please.
That is not a point of order.
Ms Symes — On a point of order, Deputy President,
I would like to get some guidance. I can never hear
Ms Shing’s points of order because Mr Morris is
screaming ‘Sit down!’, very inappropriately.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Again there is no
point of order, but I ask members to be quiet when
other members are speaking.
Mr DAVIS — It is completely and utterly untenable
for a minister to remain in their position — in fact
acting in a ministerial responsibility in this chamber,
answering questions on a bill because she is

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Again, Ms Shing,
there is no point of order.
Mr DAVIS — The key point is that where there is
an investigation that may well deal with a minister in
this way it is completely untenable for the minister to
remain in that ministerial position. They must resign
today, and in this chamber that minister, who has been
there answering questions on this bill, is in a position
that is completely untenable —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
can we get some clarification from you in relation —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I want to
hear the point of order, please.
Ms Shing — We have got a number of allegations
being made against individuals. In the event that they
are wished to be put by the opposition, that should be
by way of substantive motion and not in the course of
this procedural matter.
Mr DAVIS — On the point of order, Deputy
President, the point is that there is an investigation
underway and for that reason the ministers should step
aside. It will be a matter for the police to decide
whether charges are laid in any respect. It will be a
matter for the independence of the police. But the fact is
that where there is an investigation of this type, it is
completely untenable for the minister to remain in that
position.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I believe
Ms Shing had merit in her point of order.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Can I point out that we are
currently still in the early to middle stages of our
parliamentary day today. There is a long way to go, and
in order for us to undertake the business of the house
we have to work through a very important piece of
legislation in relation to family violence. We have a
great deal of time available to us to complete the bill
that we are working through right now in regard to our
family violence situation and the legislation before this
place. We will have ample opportunity to then deal
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with the matters that Mr O’Donohue has put to this
place. I am not in any way prefacing what the house
will decide or otherwise. I am just making the point that
we have enough time to deal with the legislation before
us and then deal with the motion that Mr O’Donohue
wants to proceed with.
I think there are times in this place when we need to
recognise that the legislation that we are dealing with
actually should have priority, and the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection
and Other Matters) Bill 2018 is one such example
where the legislation before us should take some
precedence. It gives me no delight to be standing here
debating Mr O’Donohue’s motion. I take no delight in
having to now suggest why a piece of legislation
against family violence —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Let me also add that alongside
colleagues in this place on the Privileges Committee we
are currently dealing with a reference from this exact
chamber in relation to the matters that Mr O’Donohue
would like to debate. I am very happy, as far as I can be
in relation to being extraordinarily careful about
making public commentary about the privileges, but we
have a reference to us from this place, and that includes
Mr Rich-Phillips, Ms Wooldridge, Mr O’Sullivan,
Ms Symes, Mr Mulino and also of course the Chair,
Mr Purcell, and the Deputy Chair, Ms Springle. That
means that we have to be very careful about what we
say in this chamber because the Privileges Committee,
which is already underway, has already had both closed
hearings and public hearings and has got a reference
from this place to undertake. So can I suggest that we
get back to the matter of this house, pass this piece of
family violence legislation and then deal with the
motion of Mr O’Donohue at that point in time. Bear in
mind that we are dealing with a reference about
members of the Legislative Council — dealing with
Mr O’Donohue’s motion — at the Privileges
Committee in this place right now.
Mr MORRIS — I too rise to support
Mr O’Donohue’s motion. The revelations of today are
not insignificant. They really do cut to the core of this
government and the trust that the people of Victoria can
have in, in particular, the ministers in this place who
have been named in the Ombudsman’s report. There
has for a long time been a significant precedent that
ministers who are being investigated by police stand
down from their positions as a result of —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mr Morris just referred to a longstanding precedent
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relating to ministers, to quote him, ‘who are being
investigated’. This is not in fact anything more than an
allegation.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot
hear.
Ms Shing — He has made an allegation against
ministers of this place that they are being investigated.
If he wishes to move that by way of substantive motion,
he should do that separately.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There is no
point of order, Ms Shing.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Ms Shing has gone out of her way to make vexatious
points of order — six of them, I am told — throughout
the course of this debate. I ask you to draw her to order
and to take action against her if she continues.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you.
Mr Morris to continue.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, Deputy President. I
can understand it is very hard for Ms Shing to hear
what has occurred today. I understand the truth does
hurt the government, but there is no —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Shing,
this point of order had better be good.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
for the avoidance of any doubt, it is not at all difficult
for me to hear what Victoria Police has said. It is the
extrapolation from that that is the issue here. And the
allegations here —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — You are calling me a liar, Mr Morris.
You are calling me a liar. Be careful. They are not
conclusions that are open —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Ms Shing, there
are two ways I can deal with this issue. You can keep
putting your points of order and I will extend the time
for Mr Morris, or —
Ms Shing interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Did you hear what
I said? I will extend the time for Mr Morris or your
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point of order has to be a valid point of order. Thank
you. Mr Morris to continue.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, Deputy President. I
can understand that it is difficult for those opposite to
comprehend what has happened today. It is a significant
revelation and one that is somewhat unprecedented in
terms of its magnitude, but there is significant precedent
for ministers who are under investigation to stand
down, and there has been significant precedent for this
over a long period of time. The announcement by
Victoria Police today that the fraud and extortion squad
is now going to undertake an active and formal
investigation into Labor’s red shirts rorts affair does
indeed mean that we need to have confidence —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy
President —
Mrs Peulich — It’s not a point of order.
Ms Shing — It is a point of order. Misleading the
house pursuant to the standing orders is a valid point of
order which I am entitled to make. Mr Morris is making
assertions which are fundamentally incorrect.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Again, Ms Shing,
it is debate and I am not going to accept it.
Mr MORRIS — Ms Shing will try to continue to
run the protection racket. She will try and shut down
those on this side of the house who are merely speaking
the truth —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris,
I think you are inviting Ms Shing to make a point of
order. Please continue without —
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
I would seek that he withdraw that allegation. I take
offence at being referred to as running a protection
racket here when we are debating a procedural motion.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris,
I ask you to withdraw.
Mr MORRIS — I withdraw.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr Morris to
continue, with an extra minute.
Mr MORRIS — It is a shameful state that we are in
at the moment with this government refusing to have
this incredibly important matter dealt with by the
house —
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Mrs Peulich — Attempting to shut it down.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, Mrs Peulich, attempting to
shut down this debate is very concerning. Not only does
this particular matter extend to ministers in this place,
but now we also know that there are candidates from
the Labor Party, such as Michaela Settle in Buninyong,
who are now caught up in this investigation by the
police.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, Deputy President,
Mrs Peulich, who has got some history here, just
referred to me as being ‘like a little spoilt brat’. I would
seek that she withdraw.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — In this case,
Mrs Peulich, I ask you to withdraw.
Mrs Peulich — I won’t ask you to read Hansard,
but I do withdraw.
Mr MORRIS — I go on to say that it is not just
ministers and members, it is also candidates for the
Labor Party who are caught up in this massive rort and
this police investigation. We have seen that the Labor
Party has rewarded people who rorted Victorian
taxpayer money with candidacy in seats at this
upcoming state election — and ministerial positions
and adviser positions. Those candidates must answer
questions. We know the significant direct financial
benefit that those opposite have received out of this
artifice, out of this rort.
It is incredibly important, it is vital, that the house
support Mr O’Donohue’s motion to see that debate on
his motion does proceed, so that the Victorian people
can have confidence that those who are under police
investigation are not acting in those offices.
Ms PATTEN — To speak briefly on the motion,
which is to report progress, this is a bill about family
violence protection and other matters. We also have a
bill around integrity and accountability that I was
hoping we might get to today, on the Friday that we are
sitting here. I am committed to actually putting
legislation forward through this house, listening to
debate, and allowing this house to debate and put
forward legislation. I cannot believe that this house is
discussing not passing the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Family Violence Protection and Other
Matters) Bill 2018. I cannot believe that this house is
again postponing integrity and accountability
legislation that would assist with whistleblowers. I
cannot believe that we are doing this. We are here on a
Friday: we should be finalising this bill.
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Ms CROZIER — I also rise to support
Mr O’Donohue’s very important motion.
Ms Shing — More important than family violence,
is it?
Ms CROZIER — This is absolutely important. We
are talking about the biggest scandal to hit in Victoria’s
parliamentary history — the red shirts rorts. Three
ministers who have been named in this report by the
Ombudsman are not in the house. They are not even
here listening to the debate. They are hiding behind
closed doors, not wanting to know what is going on.
Ms Mikakos, one of the main ministers named in this
report, signed off 70 time sheets. She rorted $21 148.
The guilt of the government is so apparent with their
behaviour during the debate on this motion. You can
see that with Ms Shing’s constant interjections. This
motion is incredibly important. This goes to the
integrity of our democratic process. It goes to the
integrity of the Parliament.
The Premier, his ministers and others have completely
failed Victorians. The police’s fraud and extortion
squad has announced an active and formal investigation
into Labor’s red shirts rorts affair. That is what is being
undertaken, and I would say again that we need to be
having this debate on Mr O’Donohue’s motion because
this goes to the heart of the integrity of our
parliamentary process. This government has shown its
true colours. They are trying to hide from the biggest
rorts scandal this state has ever seen.
Various ministers have tried to deny their involvement,
while there is one minister, Minister Mikakos, who
previously has said, ‘A fish rots from the head’. Isn’t
that the truth? As the Leader of the Opposition has said,
this government stinks to high heaven. This red shirts
rorts scandal is an absolute disgrace.
Mr O’DONOHUE — This is a report progress
motion. As Minister Dalidakis noted in his contribution,
the sitting day is but young and we can return to this
important bill once this issue of these three ministers is
dealt with. I hope we can achieve that position so this
important legislation can be passed. It is unfortunate
that this bill was not listed for debate on Tuesday or
yesterday and we are debating it today. We want to see
this legislation passed. We are ready to do it, but we
believe this untenable situation requires that we report
progress so we can debate an urgent motion.
This is a very, very serious issue. Some members of the
government seem to be trying to make light of the
gravity of this situation. The fact that the fraud and
extortion squad are now investigating this issue is a
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very serious issue. It is critical that Minister Jennings,
Minister Mikakos and Minister Tierney step aside, and
isn’t it instructive that none of them are here? We are
debating a report progress motion on the bill and
Minister Tierney, who has carriage of the bill, has fled
the chamber. I thank members for their contribution to
the debate, as the house must report progress to deal
with this issue and then we can return to the important
legislation that is on the agenda.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — The question is:
That I report progress and seek leave to sit again.

Question agreed to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — President, I report
progress and seek leave to sit again.
The PRESIDENT — The Deputy President advises
me that the committee has sought to report progress and
seek leave to sit again.
Mr O’Donohue — I desire to move, by leave:
(1) that this house notes that Victoria Police’s fraud and
extortion squad has announced an active and formal
investigation into Labor’s red shirts rorts affair; and
(2) calls on the Premier to stand down the Leader of the
Government, Gavin Jennings; the Attorney-General,
Martin Pakula; the Minister for Police, Lisa Neville; the
Minister for Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos; the
Minister for Corrections, Gayle Tierney; and the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change,
Lily D’Ambrosio from their ministerial positions
pending the outcome of this criminal investigation.

The PRESIDENT — Mr O’Donohue is seeking
leave. Might I indicate that, in taking Mr O’Donohue at
that point without actually determining my position in
the chair, I thought this was a point of order being
raised. Nonetheless I have called Mr O’Donohue and
Mr O’Donohue has sought leave to put this motion. Is
leave granted?
Leave refused.
The PRESIDENT — The reason why I indicated
that I had called Mr O’Donohue on what I thought was
going to be a point of order was that I had not finished
dealing with the report on progress. I saw the member
rise in his place and I thought there was a point of order
coming, so I had not completed this process.
Progress reported.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

ConnectGV
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (15:09) — My
adjournment matter this afternoon — very early,
because this government is escaping scrutiny — is for
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing. The
action that I seek from the minister is for the minister to
give a commitment to provide funding of $1.5 million
towards the planned redevelopment of the ConnectGV
facility at 11 Bowenhall Street. This facility was
established in 1954. ConnectGV is a registered national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS) provider and the
largest disability service within the Goulburn Valley.
The current facility at 11 Bowenhall Street has several
structural defects that make it unsafe for staff and
clients. The floor has dropped throughout the facility
and a wall has separated from the building structure.
ConnectGV is contributing $3 million of a planned
redevelopment and is seeking funding of $1.5 million
from the state government to complete the project.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, from the top.
Ms LOVELL — My matter is from for the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing, and we are on the
adjournment very early tonight because the government
is trying to escape scrutiny —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Just get on with the
adjournment.
Ms LOVELL — The action that I seek from the
minister is for the minister to give a commitment to
provide funding of $1.5 million towards the planned
redevelopment of the ConnectGV facility at
11 Bowenhall Street. Established in 1954 ConnectGV
is a registered NDIS provider and the largest disability
service within the Goulburn Valley. The current facility
at 11 Bowenhall Street has several structural defects
that make it unsafe for staff and clients. The floor has
dropped throughout the facility and a wall has separated
from the building structure. ConnectGV is contributing
$3 million of a planned redevelopment and is seeking
funding of $1.5 million from the state government to
complete the project. The redevelopment will see the
construction of a contemporary, fit-for-purpose
building that will deliver all programs on one site.
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On 8 May I asked the minister a constituency question
to commit funding of $1.5 million to this project. The
minister’s response ignored this request and his reply
failed to address the planned redevelopment in any
way. In his response, the minister stated that the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
had an 80 per cent perpetual interest in the property at
11 Bowenhall Street. Inquiries with ConnectGV reveal
this 80 per cent interest relates to a state government
grant of £13 600 to purchase the original land site in
1954. If the minister is claiming 80 per cent ownership
based on a grant from 1954, maybe he should
contribute 80 per cent of the planned redevelopment.
The minister also stated in his reply that DHHS had
provided more than $1.5 million in capital funds to
ConnectGV over recent years.
Connect GV management advise that this $1.5 million
was funded in 2009 for construction of two residential
facilities in Middleton Street and not for the facility
they are seeking funds for now, where they provide
their day activity program to clients. Management also
advise that no capital funding has been provided for the
facility at 11 Bowenhall Street since 1985.
After answering my previous question on this issue
with a response littered with inaccurate and misleading
information, the action that I seek from the minister is
to give a commitment to provide funding of
$1.5 million towards the planned redevelopment of the
ConnectGV facility at 11 Bowenhall Street. This is a
vitally important service in our community that
provides services to some of the most vulnerable people
in the community — those with disabilities. While they
are at day facilities, it gives important respite to their
families. The facility really is well below standard. As I
said, parts of the wall have dropped away and separated
from the building structure. It is very cold in
Shepparton at the moment, there is a draught coming in,
and these clients deserve better than this government is
delivering.

Poker machines
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:14) —
My adjournment matter today is for Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. The
action I seek relates to the electronic gambling figures
that were released today by the Victorian Commission
for Gambling and Liquor Regulation.
Last year saw the biggest increase in spending on
Victorian poker machines for the last decade. Spending
on poker machines has now increased to $2695 million,
which is a 3.3 per cent increase on the 2016 spending.
In my electorate alone this is $445.4 million spent in
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the last financial year, with the local government area
of Whittlesea spending $95 million in eight venues. The
two highest spending locations are both situated in my
constituency, with a combined total spending of over
$40 million — $40 million! — in two venues.
Unfortunately these figures are not surprising, and if the
current regulation continues we are only going to see
these figures increase. We also know that problematic
gambling is related to family violence, and sadly we
have just been stopped from finalising the debate on
family violence when we know that family violence is
one of the most important issues facing my electorate.
This week I spoke at the ‘Mayors unite against poker
machines’ rally outside Parliament. They are mayors
who have seen the damaging effect of poker machines
in their municipalities, as have all of us in our
electorates. They have spoken to local residents who
are suffering the financial and emotional effects of
these machines. I do not think there is a single person in
this house who has not met someone who has been
affected by problematic gambling on poker machines.
The action I am seeking from the minister is for change.
I am seeking that the minister ensure that maximum
bets are reduced to $1 and the operating hours of these
venues are curtailed.

Hopkins Road, Truganina
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:16) — I raise
a matter this afternoon for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and it concerns a road in
my electorate which started off as what could probably
best be described as a country lane but is now a major
thoroughfare. Unfortunately the infrastructure upgrade
has not occurred to provide for the added traffic. I am
referring to Hopkins Road in Truganina, which has
been the scene of a number of fatal head-on collisions
and fatal accidents, particularly between
Boundary Road and Greigs Road. In fact three of the
four accidents on Hopkins Road involved head-on
collisions.
It is just appalling when we see the lack of support and
the lack of infrastructure upgrade for so many of these
sorts of roads, particularly in the outer west. It is in my
view totally negligent of the government not to have
upgraded these roads. It leads me to believe that when
people say that Labor neglects the west in fact they are
correct, and when people point out to me that Labor
does not really care about its safe seats I have a
tendency to agree. In fact I tend to agree with those who
are currently pushing in the western suburbs to make
those seats out in the west marginal.
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There was a very good article in the Australian — there
often is in the Australian, it is a good read — on 17 July
from Chip Le Grand. It outlined a number of tragedies
where people’s lives have been lost, where children
have been orphaned, and all because this road is just
totally inadequate in every way. In fact I remember
when I was first running for preselection for the
Western Metropolitan Region I was taken to
Hopkins Road by a local constituent called Wendy
Bitans — I think Mr Rich-Phillips may actually know
her — and I saw that road firsthand. It was appalling
then, and here we are 12 years later and it is still
appalling.
What I am asking this afternoon is for the minister, as a
matter of priority, to provide the funding for the
upgrade of Hopkins Road in Truganina to provide for a
safe thoroughfare for traffic on the road.

Merri Creek
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:20) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning, and
it is in relation to erosion and sediment in the
Merri Creek. The Merri Creek Management Committee
identified potential sediment from Kalkallo Creek near
Donnybrook. Kalkallo Creek is notorious for its erosion
gullies, metres deep, in its headwaters near
Old Sydney Road. Less well known are the highly
erodible sodic subsoils in the flatter parts of the
catchment. The management committee has seen these
subsoils rapidly lose their structural integrity when
wetted. They report that the soils appear to be
extensively eroded under the new residential and
employment areas being developed west of the
Hume Highway.
The management committee goes on to report that
standard measures do not work well enough in terms of
planning controls for such dispersive soils. The
particles of these soils are extremely small — less than
1 micron, and often less than 0.5 micron — and can
pass through standard silt fences. Vegetation cannot be
relied on to filter out such fine sediments, and because
of their geochemistry the particles do not easily settle.
The management committee highlight that these
failures urgently need correction, which is a matter I
have also raised in this place for the attention of the
Minister for Water. The management committee
suggests that this has contributed to the blighting of
Merri Creek with excessive sediment. Erosion in the
rural headwaters has also made a major contribution.
Although they do not retrospectively apportion blame,
they do consider that these are significant matters when
it comes to the sediment currently in the Merri Creek
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and the rural erosion in the headwaters that has been
active for many, many decades.
The exposure of sodic dispersive subsoils in
development areas is a relatively new source of
sediment to Kalkallo Creek. It is also an area of activity
that is probably very amenable to immediate
improvements in erosion control measures.
So the action I seek is that the Minister for Planning
urgently review planning provisions in relation to
sediment and erosion management to ensure that issues
like this one are avoided through appropriate planning
conditions applied in the future to new development
areas.

Casey Hospital
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:22) — I wish to raise a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Health. It is in relation to a number of
complaints, the most recent being a complaint that I
received by email from people I will call Mr and
Mrs C, because they have actually asked for their
names to be withheld. They have, however, forwarded
me a photograph of Mrs C lying on the floor of the
emergency department at Casey Hospital. Their
experience of that particular incident was that Mrs C
was taken ill and went to the Casey Superclinic at
around 7.00 a.m. on 3 July, apparently feeling very
sick. With six patients ahead of her and only one doctor
on duty, she waited for an inordinately long period of
time. There did not appear to be appropriate triaging.
Mrs C had to lie on the floor of the waiting room
because there was nowhere else to do that. Eventually
when she saw the doctor they did not even have the
painkiller to get her severe migraine under control. She
then had to be taken to Casey Hospital’s emergency
department, which had only one triage nurse on duty, to
receive an appropriate treatment. Obviously, given the
growth, that was considered to be fairly poor.
The question that Mr and Mrs C also want answered is:
given the growth, what action is the government
taking? I know that there are very long and overdue
plans to expand Casey Hospital, to which there was a
commitment made before the last state election, but are
there plans to expand the Casey Hospital’s emergency
section with extra beds, obviously to meet that growth?
On their experience, I think Mr C uses one word, and
that was ‘woeful’, on many fronts, not only in terms of
the staffing but also in terms of the facilities. I would
have thought that, given the age of the hospital and the
growth of the hospital, it would have been better
serviced. So I ask the minister to investigate whether in
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actual fact the additional works that are being done are
actually going to make it possible for the hospital to
meet the growth needs of that area.

RTR-Planeta
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:25) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing. It is of
great interest, though, I think, to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, too. It concerns Russian
television, which is put into —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No. Via arrangements by the state
government, it is put in through a free TV channel to
Russian-speaking Victorians in public housing. This is
called RTR-Planeta — planet — and via cable or
satellite, it is put into a number of locations, including
at 25 King Street, Prahran, and 1 Surrey Road, South
Yarra, both public housing blocks. A number of people
in that area have spoken to my office about the issues
that they have with the transmission coming into their
home. This is a matter of concern for older
Russian-speaking constituents who have had a
longstanding arrangement where they have had this
television channel. Recently this has not been reliable
and they have had trouble getting suitable reception.
Mr Dalidakis — Do you want them to have Foxtel?
Mr DAVIS — You may laugh, Mr Dalidakis. These
are legitimate residents in your electorate and mine
whose access to this longstanding service of Russian
television into their house is now under threat, and I am
legitimately seeking that the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, perhaps with the support of the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, act to repair what is a
problem in the transmission into those units of flats at
25 King Street, Prahran, and 1 Surrey Road, South
Yarra. In that block at Surrey Road, there are five
people with similar problems getting access to the free
TV channel for Russian-speaking Victorians. In the one
at 25 King Street, Prahran, there are eight people with
the problem in getting the free TV channel for
Russian-speaking Victorians. I say that this is a
legitimate issue. We are a multicultural society. Older
people from that particular Russian background I think
have a legitimate expectation that the service will
continue. I do not think flippant comments from
ministers who ought to know better and ought to be
respectful of those multicultural groups help.
My request of the minister is that he intervene — as I
said, perhaps with the support of the Minister for
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Multicultural Affairs — to ensure that those services
are provided seamlessly to those locations and others. I
think those multicultural communities do have a right
to the continuation of that service. I for one would not
want to be part of closing that service off, as seems to
be the intention of the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing now.

Jumps racing
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(15:27) — My adjournment matter this evening is for
the Minister for Racing. On Wednesday by way of a
members statement I raised the issue of the terrible
events that witnesses at the Mosstrooper steeplechase
race day in Bendigo on Sunday had to see. In a program
of six events, as I said, seven horses fell, five of those in
the very first two events. Twelve horses did not make it
to the end of their races, three of which were
3.2 kilometres long and three of which were
3.6 kilometres long, including jumping hurdles and
steeples. Something to Share did not make it out alive.
The stewards report of race 6, as I said, stated that the
gelding made a ‘faulty’ jump at the 12th obstacle and
suffered a catastrophic injury and then of course was
euthanised on the track behind the green screen, a
spectacle that is often seen at jumps racing events. The
stewards report that also in that same race King
Kamada was brought down — or ‘bought down’, as
they said — by the stricken horse that later died. A vet
examination revealed that that gelding had blood in
both nostrils that was attributed to that trauma.
All in all, 14 horses were injured, five were described
as lame, two had blood in the nostrils, one had a
pulmonary haemorrhage and others had a range of
injuries. All were referred to the vets for clearance. I
wonder, though, how many of those will never be seen
again, including horses that were declared as lame.
Seventeen horses were referred to the jumps review
panel including Something to Share, who was killed on
the track.
This debacle also prompted claims from trainers and
others that Racing Victoria had put the health and
safety of horses at risk because of the hard track
conditions. Racing Victoria had been warned two
weeks before that the track was too firm. I agree that it
has put profits before animal welfare. It ignored the
advice and it did not, after the first two events where
five horses fell and were injured, cancel the following
four events, which saw more horses injured and one
horse, Something to Share, killed.

3471

Now, I wondered whether the Minister for Racing had
said anything about it, so I checked his media releases.
The most recent one was on 19 July, in which he talked
about the Andrews Labor government investing in
country racing to improve safety for jockeys and
horses, but there was no mention of what happened in
Bendigo. So the action I seek from the minister is to
conduct an investigation into what happened in
Bendigo last Sunday. Of course the Greens always call
for an end to jumps racing, but I would like to see an
investigation by the minister into those events.

Illegal tobacco
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (15:31) —
My adjournment matter this afternoon is for the
Minister for Police, and the action that I am seeking is
for the state government to legislate to take over the
enforcement of illegal tobacco undertakings in this
state. The federal government’s Black Economy
Taskforce final report states that ‘We consider that state
governments could do more to tackle illicit tobacco’
and that illegal tobacco is ‘dominated by organised
criminals’.
Mr Melhem — On a point of order, President, the
action Mr O’Sullivan is seeking is to legislate. It is not
part of standing orders to actually ask for legislation to
be enacted.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Melhem is exactly right.
You cannot use the adjournment debate to call for
legislation. Mr O’Sullivan, you might consider a
different action.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Thank you, President; my
apologies for that. I tried four different words in my
notes and I had ‘legislation’. I should have gone with
one of the earlier ones. That the minister take over
responsibility for enforcement activities of illegal
tobacco in Victoria is perhaps where I should have
gone. My apologies.
The Tobacco Act 1987 delegates tobacco enforcement
to local council health officers, and yet the federal
government’s Black Economy Taskforce states that:
These officers are unlikely to be trained or have the resources
to tackle entrenched criminal enterprises —

that are involved in the illicit tobacco trade.
That is a reasonable prospect, because clearly councils
do not have the resources to take on significant criminal
gangs that can be involved in these activities, in
particular in a lot of regional council areas illegal
tobacco is grown, chopped up and perhaps reduced into
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cigarettes. It is undertaken in the country, and councils
there would not have the resources in terms of
manpower to undertake these sorts of activities. So I
think it would be appropriate for the state government
to work closely with local government to ensure we
have a much better enforcement regime in terms of
tackling illicit tobacco in this state.
Crime syndicates are heavily involved, as the federal
government’s task force report has found, and we need
to do a lot more to get rid of this scourge from our
communities. There is a lot of lost revenue for
government in terms of excise which could go into
much more appropriate things in health, education,
roads and many other things. It is also a substantial cash
flow for these criminal organisations which may or may
not be used for illicit or illegal activities, as well as
some of their probably legal activities. I think we need
to have parallel offences along with the federal
government to ensure that when people are caught for
their involvement in illegal tobacco activities they are
not only up for federal crimes and offences but for a
whole range of local crimes and offences in the state of
Victoria as well. So I ask the Minister for Police to
undertake that action, please.

Waurn Ponds train stabling depot
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (15:34) — My
adjournment matter is to the Minister for Public
Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan. The matter I
want to raise with the minister — and I will come to the
action shortly — is with respect to the Larcombe family
in Waurn Ponds. I have visited Stan Larcombe over a
number of years with respect to a proposal by the
Department of Transport, Planning and Local
Infrastructure to acquire some of his land to allow the
Andrews government to fulfil its commitment to
relocating the North Geelong stabling yards to Waurn
Ponds.
This is a project with a $115 million commitment that
was announced three years ago. The ongoing
discussion with the Larcombe family was that the
government would need to acquire some of their land,
most likely dividing the property between where
5000 sheep graze on the south side to where all the
buildings are on the north side. This will actually have a
significant impact on his ability to be able to continue
his farming operation, particularly when you have got
the infrastructure on one side, most likely stabling yards
in the middle of the property and then you have got the
better pastures where the sheep graze.
Now, the poor old Larcombe family have been in
discussions with the government for over 1000 days
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now, with still no resolution as to what might happen
with the property. You can only imagine some of the
grief that that family is going through at the moment
not knowing whether they are going to have a property
at all if in fact the government decides to compulsorily
acquire certain parts of it, given the current proposal to
divide that land and separate the infrastructure and
assets from the productive grazing land.
I do appreciate that this issue has been raised in the
Geelong Advertiser today. I and the member for South
Barwon, Andrew Katos, have met the Larcombe family
on many occasions, and I have in fact raised it in the
Parliament with the minister on many occasions but
unfortunately to no end result.
Again, the action I seek is that the minister fast-track
resolution of whatever statutory impediments are in the
way of resolving this matter so the Larcombe family
can get on with the business of farming in the belief that
they do have a long-term capacity to do that, or in fact
make the decision about whether land will have to be
compulsorily acquired to provide for the relocation of
the train stabling yards committed to.

Gippsland Centre Against Sexual Assault
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (15:37) — My
adjournment matter this afternoon is for the Honourable
Natalie Hutchins, the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. The action I seek from the minister is
for the continuation of funding for the family support
practitioner program that is run out of the Gippsland
Centre Against Sexual Assault, the Gippsland CASA
unit. It is part of their therapeutic treatment program
that supports children and also families against those
behaviours where there has been abusive sexual
behaviour with the child that has been, unfortunately,
stimulated from the family unit. In speaking with the
CEO today, she identified that this is a three-year
program that has been a wonderful program. They saw
a gap in the market, as it were, a need for this type of
program. It is a holistic program where their aim is to
really break the cycle, but not just with the child, not
just with that young adolescent, but also with the family
unit.
On average there is one practitioner doing this program
and they see 10 families on a weekly basis, and that
program then lasts with those families for a six-month
period. That has a really good longitudinal effect, really
getting into the nitty-gritty of what the problem is and,
as I said, it is supporting them and stabilising that
family unit in a very positive way. They work with the
child, they work with the school, they also will work
with the child protection agency and they will work

ADJOURNMENT
Friday, 27 July 2018

COUNCIL

with the family in whatever form that it exists. So it is a
really multilevel approach, and they have had some
great support. It has been running for three years and
they have assessed it and they would really like it to
continue.
The other thing that the program does is also look at
creating educational aspirations in the family unit. So
not only with a child to keep them at school and inspire
them to stay there and get their head in the right place,
but also with the family unit, whatever that looks
like — the mother or the father or both — to give them
some confidence and gain some life skills so that they
do not have to work in an abusive or violent situation
but can actually empower themselves to go back to
school or go and seek a job. They upskill them in that
space.
I think it sounds like an incredibly worthwhile program.
I congratulate the Gippsland CASA for doing this and I
congratulate Fiona Boyle for working on this. I really
ask the minister if she could support them and continue
the funding, and if possible look at growing that
practitioner program.

Hawkstowe railway station
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(15:40) — My matter on the adjournment today is for
the Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns the
Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) works at
Hawkstowe estate in South Morang in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region. Yesterday at 1.15 p.m.,
due to the LXRA works, Panton Gap Drive in
Hawkstowe was completely blocked. You could not get
in from Hawkstowe Parade and you could not get in
from The Parkway. If you cannot get in from those two
intersections, you simply cannot get into Panton Gap
Drive. There was no resident access, there was no
access for the elderly and there was no access for
emergency services vehicles.
There were distressed residents, many of whom have
contacted my office. There is no other way into that
estate when this area is blocked. You cannot get in and
you cannot get out. People were unable to make doctors
appointments, people were unable to do a pick-up from
school where a child was in the sick bay and people
were unable to leave for work for their afternoon shift.
As a result, one particular resident could not go to work
at all that day. The same thing happened last Saturday
afternoon at 4 o’clock, when those two entrances were
blocked and the people living in that estate could not
get in or out — and I remind you that neither could
emergency services vehicles get in or out. It is
unacceptable.
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The action I seek from the Minister for Public
Transport is to visit the Hawkstowe estate residents and
listen to their issues, and then work out a way to
provide access for them to get in and out of their
homes, as well as for emergency services vehicles, and
to advise me of the outcome.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (15:42) — We have had adjournments this
afternoon from Ms Lovell to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing asking for funding towards the
redevelopment of ConnectGV; from Ms Patten to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation in relation to reducing bets and machines;
from Mr Finn to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety in relation to Hopkins Road in Truganina; from
Ms Dunn to the Minister for Planning in relation to
Merri Creek; from Mrs Peulich to the Minister for
Health in relation to Casey Hospital; from Mr Davis to
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing asking
for new cable channels to be provided; from
Ms Pennicuik to the Minister for Racing to investigate a
recent horse death in Bendigo; from Mr O’Sullivan to
the Minister for Police asking for the police minister to
have police take over enforcement of tobacco from
local government; from Mr Ramsay to the Minister for
Public Transport in relation to land planning for
residents of Waurn Ponds; from Ms Bath to the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
regarding continued funding for the Gippsland centre
dealing with sexual abuse; and from Mr Ondarchie to
the Minister for Public Transport in relation to the
South Morang level crossing works.
I also have written responses to adjournment debate
matters raised by Mr Finn on 20 February 2018.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned until 7 August.
House adjourned 3.43 p.m. until Tuesday, 7 August.
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25 June to 27 July 2018
Recycling industry
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Truong
Special Minister of State
21 June 2018

RESPONSE:
The Minster for Energy, Environment and Climate Change released the Recycling Industry Strategic Plan on 3 July
2018. This plan sets out the Andrews Labor Government’s vision for a safe, resilient and efficient recycling system
in Victoria.
The strategic plan responds to recent disruptions to international recycling markets and maps out a set of
complementary actions for consumers, industry and each level of government to make Victoria’s recycling sector
stronger and more stable.
The strategic plan can be found online at:
https://www.environment.vic.gov.au/sustainability/victorians-urged-to-keep-recycling
The Andrews Labor Government has provided $37 million from the Sustainability Fund to deliver the strategic
plan, bringing our total investment in waste and resource recovery initiatives to more than $100 million over the
last four years. This is the largest ever investment by a Victorian Government in the waste and resource recovery
sector.
This funding includes $13 million to help councils and industry to continue kerbside collections and fast track
infrastructure upgrades. Seventy-eight out of seventy-nine Victorian councils signed funding agreements to obtain
this financial assistance, based on a fixed rate per tonne.
Support has also been provided to industry to transition to new operating requirements. The Recycling Industry
Transition Support (RITS) grants offered $1 million dollars to encourage Victoria’s resource recovery sector to
improve its capability and capacity to recover and reprocess plastics, paper and cardboard waste to a commercial
grade, to increase supply to local and international markets. Round 1 of the RITS grants received a high level of
interest from industry, an announcement of successful recipients for Round 1 will be made shortly.
Funding to councils and private enterprise, including recycling industry, includes the $15.84 million for the
Resource Recovery Infrastructure Fund. The Fund began in 2017 and two funding rounds have awarded 27
infrastructure projects in metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria with over $9 million to date. In mid-2017
14 projects in metropolitan Melbourne received $5.1 million between them for new and improved waste and
resource recovery infrastructure for the collection, sorting and processing of materials. On 18 June 2018
$4.2 million in funding for the 13 Round 2 recipients in regional Victoria was announced and Round 3 opened for
applications closing 31 July 2018. A further $8.3 million boost to RRIF to improve the quality of recycled materials
has been allocated from the Recycling Industry Strategic Plan.
The strategic plan was developed through targeted engagement with the recycling industry, manufacturers, local
government, environment groups and research organisations. It was also informed by the views of the community
and stakeholders who have taken part in ongoing engagement on waste and recycling matters.

WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3476

COUNCIL

25 June to 27 July 2018

Victoria Police rural resources
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
22 June 2018

RESPONSE:
RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As the member will be aware, the deployment of police resources is appropriately 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.
Many Victorian communities can look forward to seeing an increased police presence in their area with the roll out
of additional police across the state. 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.
A significant number of these new police officers will be allocated to regional and rural communities. This
additional capacity will see more police in regional police stations working to prevent livestock theft and keep rural
communities safe.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I reiterate my earlier statement that the deployment of police resources is appropriately a matter for the Chief
Commissioner of Police.
Victoria Police works closely with farmers throughout the state to encourage the reporting of livestock and
farm-related thefts. It has invested in both specialist resources and general police resources to tackle this type of
crime.
As the member may be aware, the Livestock and Farm Crime Specialists Group, comprising Agricultural Liaison
Officers (AGLOs), was established following a 2011 review of farm crime by Victoria Police’s Crime Command.
The AGLOs operate under the Crime Command Specialist Community of Practice framework enabling a localised
response in contrast to a centralised taskforce model.
The AGLOs investigate all farm offences and have other policing duties, however they have been trained in and
maintain their professional experience through ongoing education and conferences on thefts and trends in the
livestock industry. Where there has been a theft of livestock or specific rural crime in their area, the AGLOs
manage, are consulted on, or oversee, the investigation. They also offer a range of proactive crime prevention
strategies.
As at 25 June 2018, there were 80 AGLOs stationed in the four police regions across Victoria.
Victoria Police is currently undertaking a review into the role of AGLOs. The findings, conclusions and
recommendations of the review will be provided to the Specialist Community of Practice within Crime Command
for consideration and appropriate action.
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Native forest timber exports
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Agriculture
22 June 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
VicForests advises that for 2017/18 exports will be between 15 000-20 000 m3 and only mixed species. These
exports are of lower quality log, provided on short term contracts after having first been offered to the domestic
market. This export material is a by-product of harvesting operations for higher quality sawlog production that is
required for local mills.

Pill testing
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Families and Children
22 June 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
The Andrews Labor Government has no current plans to trial pill testing at public events.
The government provides almost $20 million each year to support a number of evidence-based harm reduction
activities, which are designed to reduce the harm to people who currently use alcohol and other drugs. This
includes Harm Reduction Victoria’s Dancewize program and a range of overdose prevention initiatives.
We will continue working to reduce the harm drugs cause in communities across Victoria. We will also carefully
monitor developments in other Australian jurisdictions and overseas.

Corrections Victoria
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
22 June 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
To move staff from four standalone buildings and co-locate them at 50 Franklin Street is expected to cost
approximately $45 000.

Latrobe Valley Authority
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Special Minister of State
22 June 2018

RESPONSE:
As the member would be aware, the 2016 announcement by French energy company, Engie, to close the
Hazelwood power plant and mine was gut wrenching news for Hazelwood workers, their families and the wider
Latrobe Valley community.
The Victorian Labor Government took decisive action to stand with these workers and their families. The Andrews
Labor Government committed $20 million to fund the establishment of a dedicated Latrobe Valley
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Authority (LVA) to lead the Government’s response and manage the transition and the future economic
development of the Latrobe Valley.
In 2017, the LVA’s purview was expanded to support the workers of Carter Holt Harvey’s Morwell Mill. The
LVA acts as a one stop shop for workers to access support services.
At July 6, the LVA there were 30 full-time equivalent LVA staff based in Morwell working to support Latrobe
Valley businesses, affected workers and community members. In addition, the Morwell office hosts staff from a
number of complementary programs such as the Industry Capability Network.
The LVA is an administrative office of the Department of Premier and Cabinet. Its Morwell-based staff are
supported by a small team of DPC-based staff in Melbourne who help to coordinate and work with partners to
benefit the Latrobe Valley community.
The role recently advertised arose due to an existing Melbourne-based position being vacated. The LVA is
committed to supporting local people and employment as well as attracting the best possible talent to achieve
outcomes for the community.
Our Labor Government said we’d support the Latrobe Valley and that’s exactly what we’re doing — by creating
jobs, assisting local businesses and driving economic growth.

Caretaker government conventions
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
22 June 2018

RESPONSE:
The requirements for the handling of Cabinet documents during the caretaker period remain stringent. Slight
amendments have been made to the guidance issued for the previous election which have the effect of permitting
agencies to retain hard copy Cabinet documents during the caretaker period, subject to them being securely stored
in accordance with advice from the Department of Premier and Cabinet. The previous position was that all Cabinet
documents were required to be physically returned to the custody of the Cabinet Secretariat for storage until the
result of the election was known.
The Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet remains the custodian of all Cabinet documents during the
caretaker period, and will make arrangements for Cabinet documents to be transferred directly to the Public Record
Office Victoria in the event of a change of government.
The changes were made to:
– align Victoria with the practice of other jurisdictions, including the Commonwealth, Queensland and South
Australia;
– acknowledge the appropriate handling practices required where Cabinet records are increasingly digital; and
– reduce double handling, improve security and save costs by eliminating physical transport of documents.

Prisoner release
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
One.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Information about offenders is shared between Corrections Victoria and the Adult Parole Board. Information
regarding an offender’s offences is entered by Corrections Victoria staff and is updated if required throughout a
prisoner’s sentence.
If there is uncertainty regarding the categorisation of appropriate offences, referrals can be made to Corrections
Victoria who provide a central support and clarification role where required, including whether the offences
constitute categorisation as a serious violent offender. Since 2015, changes have been made to Corrections Victoria
information systems to reduce reliance on manual processes for flagging serious violent offenders.
These were changes that the former Coalition failed to implement. As a result the parole system was broken and the
community was put at risk.
Under Labor, Victoria’s parole system is working effectively and efficiently with community safety as its primary
focus.
Since we came to office, there has been a 92% reduction in the number of parolees convicted of committing serious
offences.
In 2013/14, 60 persons were convicted on serious offences committed while on parole.
In 2016/17, that number has dropped to five.

Prisoner release
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Prison lockdowns occur for a variety of reasons including to facilitate responses to incidents, staff training,
whole-of-prison staff briefings and severe weather conditions. Prisons record all lockdowns that occur during their
approved operating hours (or ‘out-of-cell hours’), but it is not clear what is meant by ‘extended lockdowns’.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Under the Corrections Act, Emergency Management Days may be granted where prisoners suffer disruption or
deprivation during an emergency, industrial dispute or in other unforeseen circumstances, rather than on account of
lockdowns of any particular length.

Prisoner release
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Emergency management days (EMDs) may be granted to a prisoner(s) by the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation or his delegate in accordance with Section 58E of the Corrections Act 1986 and Corrections
Regulations 2009.
The number of EMDs which can be applied will vary depending on the circumstances and extent of the disruption
or deprivation experienced by prisoners, but cannot exceed four days per day or part-day on which the industrial
dispute or emergency exists.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
On 19 December 2017, four prisoners were unlawfully released as a result of an administrative error in the
processing of EMD approvals, where more EMDs were applied than had been approved.
The error was identified on the same day and acted on immediately with notification to Victoria Police to arrange
the re-arrest of the prisoners.

Prisoner release
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The unlawful release of the prisoner earlier this year was referred to the Justice Assurance and Review Office to
consider whether any additional actions were required. The Justice Assurance and Review Office found that the
various remedial actions underway by Corrections Victoria to address the risks and issues identified by this and
previous unlawful releases were satisfactory, and as a result made no further recommendations.

Prisoner transport
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Prisoner Transport Order System (PTOS) implementation was completed on 14 November 2017 across
Corrections, Police, Youth Justice and transport contractor (G4S).
The reporting component, PTOS-BI (Business Intelligence), is outstanding; however, this has no impact on
prisoner transport itself
The initial amount set aside under the former government was inadequate, and failed to take into account the
complexity of the system requirements needed for the growing system. The increase in cost was not related to the
reporting function.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Once again the former Minister is incorrect. The Knowledge Information & Technology Services is internal to the
Department of Justice and Regulation.

VicRoads tender process
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Agriculture
24 July 2018

RESPONSE:
The works referred to, are part of the Towards Zero 2016-2020 Road Safety Strategy which is the most ambitious
action plan in Victoria’s road safety history. This bold plan maps out how Victorian road safety partners will work
towards a 20% reduction in deaths and 15% reduction in serious injuries in five years.
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The tendering provisions for ‘public construction’ do not apply where VicRoads opts to deliver work itself through
an internal business unit such as Sprayline Road Services (which is not a separate legal entity from VicRoads)
rather than tender that work to the market.
A Service Level Agreement (SLA) was used to internally engage VicRoads Sprayline Road Services. This was due
to the safety benefits being realised for country Victorians by early commencement of works and to ensure quality
assurance and safety requirements were met.
From a value for money perspective for the state, in this case, highly capable internal resources had the capacity to
provide high quality outcomes at a competitive price.
VicRoads met with and is in regular contact, regarding these matters, with the Roadmarking Industry Association
of Australia.

Child abuse national redress scheme
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Corrections
24 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Relevant prior payments are payments made by or on behalf of a responsible institution in recognition of the harm
caused by abuse for which the institution is responsible, or in recognition of such abuse itself. In accordance with
recommendations made by the Royal Commission, the Scheme will be deducting relevant prior payments made by
or on behalf of responsible institutions from those institutions’ liability under the Scheme. This is to reflect the fact
that some institutions have already paid some monetary redress to survivors.
The Scheme will not deduct payments provided to support access to counselling and psychological services, or
routine payments of treatment, or other expenses like medical or dental bills.
The Government will allocate $600 million over the next ten years towards redress, ensuring that thousands of
survivors of institutional child sexual abuse in government institutions can access financial payments, as well as
counselling and a direct response from the organisation responsible for their abuse.
This represents an important step forward for Victorian survivors of institutional child sexual abuse who have been
waiting a long time for a national response to redress.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
In accordance with the recommendations of the Royal Commission, relevant prior payments will be adjusted for
inflation to account for changes in the value of money over time. The Scheme will calculate how much the amount
of a prior payment would be worth in today’s dollars if it was paid today, not how much the payment would be
worth if it was put in a bank account from when it was paid until today. The Scheme will be using a flat inflation
rate of 1.9 per cent per annum when adjusting prior payments for inflation. This represents the average rate of
inflation over the lifetime of the Royal Commission. The alternative approach of adjusting relevant payments by
CPI would generally have resulted in a higher indexation. rate in most cases, resulting in even lower payments
available to survivors.
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Brauer College
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Purcell
Minister for Training and Skills
25 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Andrews Government is committed to growing educational opportunities for all Victorians. We have invested
more than $3.8 billion to improve classrooms, upgrade facilities and build new schools across the State. This school
building boom has delivered more than 1300 school upgrades and 70 new school projects across the State.
This involves addressing surplus buildings at schools allowing schools to mitigate health and safety risks posed by
over entitled facilities that are in poor condition and in some cases, obsolete. All school facilities used for
curriculum purposes receive some maintenance funding, and reductions in over entitled facilities enables schools
such as Brauer College to direct more funding towards entitled facilities.
The Andrews Labor Government has provided $4.6 million to upgrade school infrastructure across Brauer
Secondary College. This is in contrast to the previous Liberal Government, which did not invest a single dollar
towards capital funding at the college.
Furthermore, the Andrews Government has invested $48 million in the South West Coast electorate compared to
just $7 million under the Liberal Government, and in the Warrnambool LGA, $33.6 million has been invested
under Labor compared to a measly $1 million under the Liberals.
I am advised that the upgrade is being designed to enrolments of 850 students and that this allows for some growth
into the future compared to their current enrolments of 726 in the current 2018 school year.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The proposed capital works program at Brauer College originally included the demolition of five buildings. These
buildings have been assessed to be in very poor condition, including the current Block E (classrooms), Tech
Building, Wellbeing Centre Building, VCE Common Room Building and a Games Room Building.
However, further discussions with the school have occurred. The school has asked that the Table Tennis Room and
the VCE Common Room be retained and the Victorian School Building Authority is working with the school and
the relevant design team with the aim of retaining these two buildings. The Doctors in Secondary Schools Program
has its own purpose-built relocatable building and will not be affected by the removal of those buildings identified
for demolition.

Asylum seeker support
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Special Minister of State
25 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Andrews Labor Government has a proven track record of stepping up and supporting asylum seekers when the
Commonwealth abdicates its responsibility to protect vulnerable people. The government is concerned about
continued service restrictions for community-based asylum seekers, including recent changes to Status Resolution
Support Services (SRSS) eligibility. We are also concerned about the lack of Commonwealth support for asylum
seekers who are not found to be owed protection but remain in the community — especially since they are
principally responsible for policy in relation to asylum seekers.
The Commonwealth has not provided State-level data through the Department of Home Affairs. The
Commonwealth is currently re-assessing the eligibility of existing SRSS clients to determine if they meet the
vulnerability criteria to remain on SRSS.
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Where possible the Andrews Labor Government provides supports for asylum seekers through state-funded
initiatives and support services.
In the Victorian Budget 2016/17, the Andrews Labor Government allocated an additional $38.3 million over five
years to specifically benefit refugees and asylum seekers across the multicultural affairs, health and education
portfolios, to:
– support a coordinated, integrated and early intervention approach to the settlement of refugees and asylum
seekers across Victoria;
– meet the priority health and welfare needs of new arrivals; and
– improve educational outcomes of refugees, asylum seeker and migrant young people.
In addition, in September 2017, the Andrews Labor Government announced a $600 000 package to assist around
100 asylum seekers that the Commonwealth Liberal Government suddenly ceased supporting. The funding
package was developed in response to the Commonwealth’s proposed withdrawal of income and housing support
for asylum seekers transferred to Victoria from offshore detention centres for medical treatment. This funding met
some of the critical needs of this group of asylum seekers, including accommodation, food, clothes, Myki cards,
medicines and other direct service needs.

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

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
25 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Similar to the then Minister’s response provided on 4 August 2015, crime statistics data on the different types of
shotguns used in crime is not kept. However, I am able to advise that from April 2013 to March 2018 there were
545 recorded crimes against the person where shotguns were recorded by police.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Victoria Police advises for the purposes of recording a crime against the person in its Law Enforcement Assistance
Program (LEAP), police record the type of force and how it was used. For firearms, the current options in LEAP
are:
– Handgun;
– Imitation firearm;
– Machine gun;
– Rifle;
– Sawn off rifle;
– Shotgun; and
– Other firearm.
I am further advised that these options reflect the broad categories that may be important for operational reasons or
intelligence trends. Victoria Police advises that, if required, further information may be reported in its case
management and intelligence management system, Interpose, or LEAP narrative. However, those narratives are not
examined for the purposes of crime statistics reporting.
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Youth justice system
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
25 July 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
I absolutely reject the premise of your question and there are a number of assertions you make that are incorrect.
The rooms at the Grevillea Unit contained standard temperature and amenities, including power, water, hygiene
facilities and lighting. Further amenities were provided where appropriate, such as additional blankets where young
people identified they were cold.
There were no punishment rooms at Grevillea and there are no punishment rooms within any Youth Justice Centres
in Victoria. The Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 provides clear direction that isolation must not be used as a
punishment. It prohibits the use of restrictive practices, including isolation, unless there is an immediate risk that a
young person will harm themselves or others, cause damage to property, or it is in the interest of the security of the
centre.
All staff receive training on their responsibilities under this legislation. Isolation must be used only as a last resort,
not as a punishment, and the processes for recording and observation of young people in isolation, particularly
Aboriginal children and young people, must be strictly observed.
As part of the Government’s commitment to transparency, the youth justice system is held accountable through a
range of oversight and monitoring processes, including regular visits to the precincts by the Victorian Ombudsman
and the Office of the Commissioner for Children and Young People (CCYP).
Following over Government’s legislative reforms the department must report on the use of isolation and provides
quarterly reports of the number of individual episodes of isolation experienced by young people, as well as all
Category 1 incidents to the CCYP. This is in stark contrast to the previous Minister, Ms Wooldridge, who changed
the reporting system and reduced public visibility of critical incidents and created a culture of underreporting within
the youth justice system.
The use of Grevillea Unit as a youth justice centre was a temporary measure due unprecedented circumstances. In
November 2016, a series of incidents occurred at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct resulting in extensive damage to
units and the loss of secure accommodation. Four accommodation units with a total of 60 beds plus programs
facilities were rendered unusable. This significantly reduced capacity to accommodate young people at Parkville.
The Government repaired and strengthened the Parkville site as a priority so that the young people could be safely
and securely returned the Parkville facility as soon as possible.
The Government recognised the critical need to provide young people in youth justice with health and mental
health services, including for young people accommodated at Grevillea. Young people had access to a Registered
Psychiatric Nurse (RPN) at all times. A Registered Nurse was available three days a week, medical officers were
available two days a week, psychiatric services were available on demand by referral, and in the event that urgent
medical care was required, young people were reviewed by the on-site health staff, with an ambulance called if
required.
As well, educational services were introduced following the development of a memorandum of understanding
between the Department of Health and Human Services, and the Department of Education and Training. Classes
were subsequently provided on the unit, with Parkville College providing 25 hours of education per week.
The Victorian Government took decisive action to set up the Grevillea Youth Justice Centre as temporary youth
justice facility to urgently accommodate the young people in the system for their own safety, and that of staff and
the community. I make no apology for what the Government did in establishing the Grevillea Unit.
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Minister for Small Business
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business
25 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I stand by the answer I gave in response to the question raised in the House yesterday.
FURTHER RESPONSE:
I still stand by the answer I gave in response to the question raised in the House yesterday.

Youth justice system
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
26 July 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
The safety and security of Victoria’s Youth Justice system is of the utmost importance to the Andrews Labor
Government. To ensure the safety of staff, young people and the broader community it is essential that confidential
information relating to security arrangements in Youth Justice is strictly controlled. Accordingly, I cannot provide
you with detailed information on the processes and considerations for the placement of young people within youth
justice centres.
What I can say is that the use of a double room to room share two young people has been a long standing
accommodation option available in Youth Justice custodial centres under successive governments, including the
previous Liberal government. Room sharing forms a small proportion of the available accommodation options
within Youth Justice, but an important one.
Room sharing may assist young people to adjust to custody and/or improve their welfare and behaviour, and reduce
risks of self-harm. For Aboriginal young people, the Aboriginal Deaths in Custody report found that room sharing
can positively contribute to an Aboriginal young person’s safety in custody and where appropriate should be
encouraged as a positive cultural support mechanism.
As the member would be well aware, references I have made to “double bunking” in the past were in the context of
the Government’s response to a series of unprecedented incidents at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct in November
2016, which resulted in four accommodation units with a total of 60 beds plus programs facilities rendered
unusable. This significantly reduced capacity to accommodate young people at Parkville.
The Victorian Government took decisive action to set up the Grevillea Youth Justice Centre as temporary Youth
Justice facility to urgently accommodate the young people in the system for their own safety, and that of staff and
the community. Based on your line of questioning on this matter, I can only assume that you support the Human
Rights Law Centre’s position and would have adopted mass double bunking of young people across the Youth
Justice system.
We are constantly reviewing our systems and processes and acting on expert advice to ensure they respond to the
changing demands and complexity within the system and provide appropriate levels of safety and security. This
contrasts with the previous Minister, Ms Wooldridge, who ignored the Ombudsman’s 2010 recommendation on the
suitability of Parkville Youth Justice Precinct and shelved a masterplan.
As part of the Government’s initial investment of $50 million in response to the landmark Armytage and Ogloff
Youth Justice Review, a new Custodial Classification and Placement service has been implemented in early 2018,
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which oversees decisions about the placement of young people across the system and complements existing room
sharing suitability processes.
To further support the effective management of young people, a new custodial operating model is currently being
developed.
The Government has also invested in an improved intelligence gathering function across both Youth Justice
precincts to allow for greater information collection, which will assist to prevent incidents in custody.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
26 July 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Corrections Victoria has advised that it is not aware of any instances of prisoners being released back into the
community as asserted. Corrections Victoria is working closely with Victoria Police to manage the numbers to
ensure that capacity is available.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Funding has been provided to commission 473 additional male prisoner beds within current facilities, which will be
opened progressively over the coming weeks and months to manage growth in Victoria’s prison population.
This includes 71 beds that are due to be opened next week and further beds over the coming months.
An additional 24 beds have already been introduced across the women’s prison system, with further beds scheduled
to come online at the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre in coming weeks.

Minister for Small Business
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
26 July 2018

RESPONSE:
Ministers are subject to the Ministerial Code, which seeks to avoid an actual or perceived conflict of interest. The
key principle to be protected is that Ministers should not engage in fundraising activities where the soliciting of
funds may be perceived to be for the purposes of influencing a decision of a Minister.
Within this context I also note the comments of the President yesterday, where he acknowledged that all MPs
engage in fundraising activities and it is not the intent of the Ministerial Code to prevent this where the funds are to
support their party or candidates.
In this case it is recognised that the use of EFTPOS was an innovative way to allow cost effective and transparent
transfer of donations rather than the instrument of requesting (and therefore soliciting) of funds. It has been the
novelty of this payment method which has drawn attention to itself.
An examination of this matter does not reach a threshold of further action being pursued under the Ministerial
Code, however I am assured that this sort of fundraising will not be undertaken personally by Ministers into the
future.
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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.

25 June to 27 July 2018
Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Health
6 September 2017

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government values the role of community health services in providing essential services to
their local communities.
In June 2016 Bellarine Community Health informed the Department of Health and Human Services that it had
identified fraudulent activity involving misappropriation of monies from their dental clinic.
The department commissioned a forensic audit to examine this matter in detail.
The Secretary of the department imposed eight conditions of registration on Bellarine Community Health to
address the findings of the forensic audit.
The department is assessing Bellarine Community Health’s compliance with the conditions of registration, and
working closely with the organisation to ensure it has robust financial and management systems in place.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
30 November 2017

ANSWER:
My department is currently undertaking an analysis of the best options for providing radiotherapy to Shepparton
residents as close to home as possible and all options are being considered.

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

Ms Symes
Minister for Health
7 February 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to reducing the burden of skin cancer, and is delivering $15 million
for skin cancer prevention initiatives and programs.
The Community Shade Grants Program, providing grants for shade development in public spaces, saw tremendous
interest in the third and final application round with 873 submissions received, demonstrating the strong need for
shade in our community.
I am delighted to advise that the Heathcote Children’s Services Association have been successful in their
application for a community shade grant and the children will be able to benefit from the additional protection
before the heat of summer.
Organisations, including the Heathcote Children’s Services Association will already be aware of the outcome of
their application.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Education
1 May 2018

ANSWER:
The safety of students and school communities is of paramount concern for the Andrews Labor Government. I am
proud that the Labor Government funded flashing 40km/hr speed signs for Kallista Primary School in the recent
budget, responding to local community wishes and ahead of belated Liberal Party comments on these matters. As
the member for Monbulk I will, as always, continue to advocate for the needs of constituents.
Please note that the allocation of flashing 40km/hr speed signs is within the remit of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, not the education portfolio. Given the lack of interest in investing in education or road safety under
the previous Liberal Government, such confusion and unfamiliarity from yourself and the Member for Kew is
unsurprising.
Nevertheless, on behalf of the school and school community I have already personally raised the road safety issues
in respect to Sassafras Primary School and Kallista Primary School with the respondent Minister. Furthermore, as
parking beyond school boundaries and traffic management are local government responsibilities I will raise these
matters with council in my capacity as Member for Monbulk.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Public Transport
1 May 2018

ANSWER:
The upgrade of the Mills Street tram stop will improve safety for passengers who use the stop, in particular school
students.
I am advised that a community information session was recently held with Public Transport Victoria, the local
council and local residents to provide details of the tram stop upgrade to discuss the design of the tram stop and
answer questions from residents regarding car parking and flooding.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
1 May 2018

ANSWER:
The recently announced upgrade of Sunbury Road is part of the Andrews Labor Government’s Suburban Roads
Upgrade package. The northern component of this package includes:
– Widening Sunbury Road in Sunbury from two lanes to four between Powlett Street and Bulla-Diggers Rest
Road;
– Duplicating Craigieburn Road in Craigieburn from two to four lanes between Mickleham Road and the Hume
Highway;
– Duplicating Bridge Inn Road in Doreen from two lanes to four between Plenty Road and Yan Yean Road;
– Duplicating Yan Yean Road in Yarrambat from two to four lanes between Kurrak Road and Bridge Inn Road;
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– Duplicating Epping Road in Epping from two to four lanes between Craigieburn Road East and Memorial
Avenue;
– Upgrading three intersections at Main Road, Porter Street and Foote Street on Fitzsimons Lane in Templestowe,
as well as installing traffic lights at Leane Drive in Eltham; and
– Duplicating Childs Road in Mill Park from two to four lanes between Beaumont Crescent and Prince of Wales
Avenue, with a new bridge over Darebin Creek.
The Sunbury Road widening project will also include an upgrade of the intersection of Lancefield Road and
Francis Boulevard and the installation of new safety barriers and a shared cycling and pedestrian path.
Investigations to finalise the land corridor needed for a new future major road link to bypass the Bulla township are
continuing.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 May 2018

ANSWER:
Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road between Lara and Maddingley has seen 13 serious crashes in a five-year period
ending December 2016. Tragically, six people have lost their lives and a further 32 have sustained serious injuries
as a result of these crashes. More notably, five of the six fatalities occurred when a vehicle crossed the road
centreline. The main crash types on the road are head-on and run-off road crashes.
As a result, this rural road segment has been identified as one of 20 high-risk roads in the Towards Zero 2016-2020
Victoria’s Road Safety Strategy and Action Plan.
The Towards Zero Top 20 Program targets the reduction in head-on and run-off road deaths and serious injuries by
improving safety on Victoria’s 20 highest risk roads through the implementation of centreline flexible safety
barrier, wide centre line treatment (painted median), left hand side flexible safety barrier and other supporting
treatments.
In your question, you refer to the centre barriers installed on Geelong Bacchus Marsh Road. There are plans to
implement centreline barriers along this road and works are due to commence later this year, so I am unsure of
where the Member is referring.
Barriers have been installed in other roads across the region, including sections of the Midland Highway between
Bannockburn and Meredith, and the Princes Freeway between Geelong and Melbourne.
In regards to your concern of there being inadequate pavement width to accommodate traffic, pavement and
shoulder widening will be completed along stretches of roadway where the centreline barriers are to be installed on
Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road. Pavement and shoulder widening will occur either side of the proposed centre
barrier to comprise of a 3.5-metre traffic lane, three-metre shoulder with roadside barriers being offset four metres
from the traffic lane.
Wire rope safety barriers, also known as flexible safety barriers, are road barriers made up of four tensioned wire
ropes supported by steel posts. They are described as flexible because they stretch and absorb the force of the crash.
The barriers use a dual-mechanism to slow down and divert excessive force away from the people inside the
vehicles. The ropes deflect and absorb the energy and the posts collapse, slowing down and redirecting the vehicle
away from the hazard, with little rebound. Research has proven that wire rope safety barriers are the most forgiving
system, with people more likely to survive than other available road barriers. In regards to safety barriers being
implemented along the centre of the road, this is done to greatly reduce the chance of a head-on collision from
occurring, which is shown to be the most prominent fatal crash type along this section of roadway.
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In regards to the possible duplication of Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Road, traffic volumes along this section do not
warrant a duplication of the roadway. However, as a part of the program, VicRoads is installing several overtaking
lanes to account for the increase in traffic along this route.
Towards Zero is a permanent safety measure, with centre line barrier proven to reduce death and serious injuries by
85 percent.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
8 May 2018

ANSWER:
The double standards of the Honourable Member and her political party on this matter is remarkable. They have
sought to frustrate the Public Housing Renewal Program and its aim of renewing outdated, poor quality housing,
committed to throw rough sleepers on the path to recovery out of their supportive housing and sell the public land
their homes sit on, whilst failing to account for the $330 million cuts the former Liberal Government inflicted onto
the social housing sector.
The Member was a part of the Legislative Council Inquiry into the Public Housing Renewal Program — which in
its recommendations only found some minor criticism around process and consultation. That report outlines the
minimum number of new public homes to be built and how new stock will be better aligned to meet demand from
the waiting list, over 80% of which is for one and two bedroom units.
I therefore refer the Member to the report she authored on this matter.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
9 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government recently announced funding for Rosanna Road under the 2018-19 Victorian State
Budget to reduce congestion and improve safety.
Once built, North East Link will also take 9000 vehicles off Rosanna Road and result in a 75 per cent reduction in
truck volumes based on extensive traffic modelling by the North East Link Authority.
VicRoads advises me that Rosanna Road has always been designated as an Over-Dimensional (OD) route.
In the 2016 review of OD routes, Rosanna Road was reaffirmed as an OD route based on a number of key
considerations such as;
– height clearance and weight capacity of this route;
– its ability to provide a direct arterial road connection to minimise overall impact to the community; and
avoidance of steep grades for safety and efficiency.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
9 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to give Victoria Police the resources, powers and technology that
they need to keep Victorians safe.
We are delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the funding,
recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
New police officers are being deployed to areas of greatest need, using the Staffing Allocation Model (SAM). The
SAM has been developed by Victoria Police, in consultation with the Police Association of Victoria, and endorsed
by the Victorian Government. The SAM ensures deployment of police resources is determined by evidence and
policing experts. It also safeguards the operational independence of Victoria Police.
Many Victorian communities, including Ballarat, can look forward to seeing an increased police presence in their
area with the roll out of additional police across the State.
Commencing in May, Victoria Police began to deploy a total of 825 additional police officers during 2018-19. As
part of this deployment, an additional 14 police have commenced deployment across the Ballarat Division,
including 10 family violence specialist officers.
This is on top of the additional 24 Police Custody Officers deployed to Ballarat who have been fundamental in
releasing more police officers for high visibility police patrols and community engagement.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down
crime by 9.5 per cent across the state as documented by the independent Crime Statistics Agency (CSA).
I am pleased to advise that, as indicated in the most recent CSA release, there has been a 5.7 percent reduction in
the rate of offences within the Ballarat LGA. This is testament to the relentless efforts of local police to keep the
community of Ballarat safe.

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

Dr Ratnam
Minister for Planning
9 May 2018

ANSWER:
On 16 April 2018, I approved Melbourne Planning Scheme Amendment C281, which amends planning controls
for the former Commonwealth Games Village at Parkville. Stages 9, 10 and 11 are increasing in height, with
stage 11 reaching the new maximum allowable height of 17 residential stories. The original masterplan always
envisaged tall built form in an apartment precinct along the freeway edge. The amendment went through a public
exhibition process, including notification to over 1200 properties, and key agencies. The panel formed the view that
the proposed increased maximum height of 19 storeys was acceptable.
I reduced the maximum height allowable to 17 storeys to ensure the development better responds to its wider site
context and the concerns of the local community. The revised development will also facilitate an estimated 23
additional social housing units. When complete, 20 per cent of the overall 1600 dwellings will be dedicated to
social housing. The revised scheme also reduced overall overshadowing of the wetlands. Before any further
consents are granted for the land, a revised Master Plan will need to be submitted to me for approval.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Public Transport
9 May 2018

ANSWER:
The 2018–19 State Budget provides $16.3 million to commence the development of the next generation of trams
for Melbourne’s tram network. This will include investigating improved ways to provide access at tram stops.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Emergency Services
10 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of our firefighters, who contribute to the wellbeing and safety
of the Victorian community.
The Victorian Government is committed to providing presumptive rights for firefighters. Taken in totality, the
Victorian Government’s proposed scheme would be the most accessible in the country.
I encourage your constituent to work with WorkSafe Victoria to identify what compensation schemes may be
available and best suited to him. Further information on these compensation schemes are available at
www.worksafe.vic.gov.au.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Police
10 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to give Victoria Police the resources, powers and technology that
they need to keep Victorians safe.
We are delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the funding,
recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
New police officers are being deployed to areas of greatest need, using the Staffing Allocation Model (SAM). The
SAM has been developed by Victoria Police, in consultation with the Police Association of Victoria, and endorsed
by the Victorian Government. The SAM ensures deployment of police resources is determined by evidence and
policing experts. It also safeguards the operational independence of Victoria Police.
Victoria Police are active in the Pakenham area, with various localised operations focusing on public safety. There
are uniformed police patrols and planned community engagement events in community areas locations of interest,
including shopping precincts and railways stations.
Local uniformed police, the Criminal Investigations Unit, Transit police members and members from the
Operations Response Unit are all working collaboratively to ensure there is a strong visible police presence in
public areas within Cardinia and surrounding areas. This is not only to act as a deterrent to offending and anti-social
behaviour but to ensure offending behaviour is quickly detected and prosecuted.
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Victoria Police have been consistent in their view that the presence and visibility of police out in the community is
the best deterrent of crime and offers the greatest community reassurance. This high visibility policing model has
been reaffirmed in the recently released Community Safety Statement.
Communities in the Cardinia LGA can look forward to seeing an increased police presence in their area with the
roll out of an additional 46 police, including 14 family violence specialist officers across the Division
encompassing Cardinia in 2018-19.
The additional resources being deployed to the Police Division responsible for Pakenham will further assist local
police to operate high visibility patrols and community engagement.
In addition, the recently established Cardinia Community Safety Network is actively exploring other innovative
ways that police and community members can work together to prevent and deter crime.
Furthermore, the independent Crime Statistics Agency data for the year ending 31 March 2018 shows a reduction
in the crime rate of 20.6 per cent in the Cardinia Shire LGA. The offence rate for 2017 for Cardinia was the lowest
since 2011 and is testament to the relentless efforts of local police.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
10 May 2018

ANSWER:
Unlike the former Coalition Government, the Andrews Labor Government has funded key road upgrades across
the northern suburbs to reduce congestion and travel times, improve safety and connect communities.
The 2018-19 State Budget included more than $1 billion to widen and improve safety on roads throughout
Melbourne’s north, including:
– duplicating Craigieburn Road, between Mickleham Road and the Hume Highway;
– widening Sunbury Road from two lanes to four between Powlett Street and Bulla-Diggers Rest Road in
Sunbury;
– Duplicating Childs Road in Mill Park from Beaumont Crescent to Prince of Wales Avenue; and
– Duplicating Epping Road from two to four lanes between Craigieburn Road East and Memorial Avenue.
This is in addition to roads project currently under construction, which will provide safer journeys and less traffic
congestion across Melbourne’s northern suburbs. These include:
– $139.4 million upgrade to Plenty Road, between McKimmies Road and Bush Boulevard;
– $131.2 million duplication of Yan Yean Road (Stage 1) between Diamond Creek Road and Kurrak Road; and
– $82.2 million upgrade to O’Herns Road, which includes duplication of the road between Epping Road and the
Hume Freeway and a new freeway interchange, jointly funded by the Federal Government.
VicRoads is continuing to investigate further improvements on Melbourne’s northern road network and is working
closely with key stakeholders, including the Hume City Council, on various transport priorities. Any additional
works will be considered for funding in a future program.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Planning
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Greater Shepparton Solar Farms Planning Panel considered the four applications at a public hearing between
14 and 28 May 2018. As part of the hearing, the Panel heard from expert witness on the effect of the proposals,
including any effects on adjoining land in terms of changes to ambient temperatures.
The Panel will examine all land use planning issues associated with these proposals, including the impact to
adjoining land uses. The Panel will submit its report to me in late July 2018, after which I will decide the
applications.
A strategic approach to the development of the solar industry is important, which is why I will also use the Panel’s
findings to inform the development of guidelines to help councils assess planning permit applications for future
solar farms. I have asked the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to seek input from key
stakeholders including the Municipal Association of Victoria, Victorian Farmers Federation and the energy sector.
Draft guidelines will be available for public comment in the last quarter of 2018. The government’s wind farm
policy and planning guidelines, which are used to inform wind farm planning decisions, are a good example of a
similar guide.
Agricultural enterprises in the Goulburn Valley make an important contribution to Victoria’s economy and the
concerns raised by the communities at Tatura, Lemnos, Congupna and Tallygaroopna are being taken seriously.
These proposals are not the first to present challenges in an agricultural setting. There are currently five solar farms
in Victoria that have been approved, including the already operational 60 megawatt (MW) Gannawarra Solar Farm
west of Kerang, the 110 MW Bannerton Solar Farm near Robinvale and three other solar farms in northern Victoria
at Swan Hill, Karadoc and Yatpool. In addition to the five solar farms operating or under construction, another 19
have approved planning permits (as of May 2018) and at least 25 projects are at various stages of consideration or
pre-application discussions with planning authorities.
In light of this, I will not delay making a decision on the four solar farm applications at Lemnos, Tatura East,
Congupna and Tallygaroopna.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
I thank the member for his question in relation to this very important matter of community safety.
In relation to the specific case you have mentioned, I am advised by Victoria Police that initial enquiries have
indicated the majority of such offences are being committed by the same group of youths. Charges being
considered range from serious assault charges through to affray.
Recently two fifteen year old offenders have been charged with offences including affray and assaults and strict
bail conditions have been imposed pending their appearance at a Children’s Court.
Police have also attended a local Primary School and spoken with staff and children who may have been affected
by incidents to provide reassurance around the policing response.
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The Ballarat Safer Communities Tasking Unit has combined the two current investigations of a similar nature into
one investigation along with trying to track down further victims. All available CCTV footage along with footage
provided via social media is currently being reviewed to identify both victims and offenders. Further media releases
may be required to encourage victims to come forward.
More broadly, the Ballarat Safer Communities Tasking Unit have been tasked specifically with providing a high
visibility police presence in and around the Ballarat CBD with a particular focus on The Bridge Mall, Little Bridge
Street Bus Interchange and the Coles / Woolworths Shopping Complex.
The Police Local Command will also continue to work with the partner agencies including the Ballarat City
Council to develop safety strategies for the Little Bridge Street Bus Interchange and surrounds.
Community safety remains a key priority for the Andrews Labor Government and Victoria Police, with Victoria
Police currently deploy an additional 825 additional police across the state. This boost in resources is funded as part
of the Government’s $2 billion investment in police under the Community Safety Statement.
As part of this deployment an additional 14 police will be allocated to the Ballarat Division. This 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, driving down
crime by 9.5 per cent as reported by the independent Crime Statistics Agency (CSA).
In the most recent release from the CSA, there has been a recorded reduction in overall crime within Ballarat Local
Government Area (LGA) of 5.7 per cent. Notably, Assault and related Offences have decreased by 2.9 per cent
within the Ballarat LGA.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Local Government
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan Region, Mr Ondarchie for his question regarding
infrastructure improvements at All Nations Park in Northcote.
All Nations Park is a wonderful community asset, and I know that it is valued by the local community and visitors
alike.
I understand that a section of All Nations Park is designated as a dog off-leash area. Darebin City Council’s
Domestic Animal Management Plan 2017-2021 acknowledges the challenges around supporting dog off-leash
areas including the effective control of dogs in these areas and considerations around additional fencing.
Darebin City Council is responsible for the management of All Nations Park, including the funding of its
infrastructure. I am advised that council has received a number of submissions recently regarding All Nations Park
as part of the council’s consultation on its 2018-19 budget.
Council will be considering all budget submissions as part of its budget process and encourage any members of the
community who have an interest in this area to make their views known to their local councillors.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
The recently announced upgrade of Sunbury Road is part of the Andrews Labor Government’s Suburban Roads
Upgrade package. The northern component of this package includes:
– Widening Sunbury Road in Sunbury from two lanes to four between Powlett Street and Bulla-Diggers Rest
Road;
– Duplicating Craigieburn Road in Craigieburn from two to four lanes between Mickleham Road and the Hume
Highway;
– Duplicating Bridge Inn Road in Doreen from two lanes to four between Plenty Road and Yan Yean Road;
– Duplicating Yan Yean Road in Yarrambat from two to four lanes between Kurrak Road and Bridge Inn Road;
– Duplicating Epping Road in Epping from two to four lanes between Craigieburn Road East and Memorial
Avenue;
– Upgrading three intersections at Main Road, Porter Street and Foote Street on Fitzsimons Lane in Templestowe,
as well as installing traffic lights at Leane Drive in Eltham; and
– Duplicating Childs. Road in Mill Park from two to four lanes between Beaumont Crescent and Prince of Wales
Avenue, with a new bridge over Darebin Creek.
The Sunbury Road widening project will also include an upgrade of the intersection of Lancefield Road and
Francis Boulevard, the installation of new safety barriers and a shared cycling and pedestrian path.
Investigations to finalise the land corridor needed for a new future major road link to bypass the Bulla township are
continuing.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Police
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
I thank the member for his question. As I have advised your colleague in the other place, I have recently written
directly to the Korumburra Business Association in relation to these concerns.
Victoria Police has had an alternative rostering model in practice for smaller police stations such as those in South
Gippsland for a significant amount of time now. The model has provided an overall increase in service delivery
with a number of benefits being highlighted in a recent review. Notably, the review highlighted an increased
on-duty patrol time, a more timely response time to police calls, improvements in service delivery to the
community, and an increased visible police presence as directly resulting from this alternative rostering model.
Victoria Police has in place a system of services for persons wishing to report a crime at an unmanned police
station. In the instance of Korumburra Police Station, any emergency ‘000’ call will be automatically connected to
Wonthaggi Police Station where police will triage the call, and if urgent contact a vehicle to attend.
Alternatively, if the matter is not urgent police will complete a crime report and advise Korumburra Police Station
to investigate the matter as soon as possible. Any messages for a particular police member are emailed to them
directly so they can contact the caller on their next rostered shift. This system ensures that all reports made to
Korumburra Police Station are responded to, with those reports that are urgent receiving an immediate police
response.
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Furthermore, the Government is investing $210 million in the creation of a Police Assistance Line and online
reporting portal. The Police Assistance Line and online reporting portal will further enhance the ability of Victoria
Police to appropriately respond to community safety and public order issues. Importantly these services will
provide greater convenience to the community as they can be utilised anywhere with a phone or internet
connection.
I am also pleased to advise that an additional 12 police officer resources have been allocated to the Morwell
Division, which services Korumburra. This is the second wave of resources to hit the beat since the Government’s
record $2 billion investment in police resources as part of the 2017–18 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. As documented by the independent Crime
Statistics Agency in their recent release of crime statistics for the year ending 31 March 2018, there has been a
7.4 percent reduction in crime in the La Trobe Local Government Area (LGA). In addition, the surrounding LGAs
of Bass Coast and Baw Baw have also seen a reduction in crime of 9.7 percent and 3.8 percent respectively.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
22 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is spending around $15 billion on projects that will improve services on the
Cranbourne and Pakenham lines. These projects include the Metro Tunnel, the removal of 14 level crossings, the
construction of five new train stations, building 65 new high capacity trains and a massive power and signalling
upgrade along the entire corridor. The Government has also started the planning work to duplicate and extend the
Cranbourne line. All of these projects will provide for more trains running more often along the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines. They will provide for a 42 per cent increase in the number of peak hour passengers on these lines.
While these projects cause disruption, the Government’s elevated solution for the removal of level crossings
minimised the train line closures required. A trench based solution was not only unfeasible it would have closed the
Cranbourne and Pakenham train lines for nine months.
The former Liberal Government signed up to a plan that kept 10 of these 14 level crossings in place, including five
between Caulfield and Dandenong which are among the most congested and dangerous in Victoria. Under the
Andrews Labor Government, 10 of the 14 are already gone.
I acknowledge that the Member for Southern Metropolitan has written to the contractors for the Metro Tunnel
project explaining that the Liberal Party intends to renegotiate the contract. This will delay improvements to the
Cranbourne and Pakenham line by at least two years.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
23 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is in ongoing discussions with Knox City Council to
formalise the occupation of the site for Knox Community Gardens Society Incorporated. The formal licence
agreement will be finalised following a master plan being prepared for the site.
The community garden has been on the site for over 10 years, and provides an opportunity for members of the
community to grow their own fresh produce. I am advised that there is no proposal to remove this group from the site.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
23 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is listening to locals in the inner west and has made strong commitments to
reduce impacts to Millers Road as a result of the West Gate Tunnel Project. This includes measures identified
through the Environment Effects Statement (EES) process.
To limit the increase in truck volumes on Millers Road, the Government has changed the truck toll points on the
West Gate Freeway. This will make a real difference, reducing the predicted increase in trucks by 3000 per day in
2031.
The Government has also committed to working with Millers Road residents on noise reduction measures to make
their homes quieter. The updates could include options like double glazing, insulation, fencing and air conditioning,
and would be done in consultation with owners of properties that front Millers Road between the West Gate
Freeway and Geelong Road.
Air quality monitoring will be carried out at Millers Road in order to measure any changes once the West Gate
Tunnel Project opens. An air quality mitigation strategy will be developed if there is a significant deterioration in
air quality as a result of the project.
Recognising that Millers Road will continue to be one of Melbourne’s major north-south arterial roads, community
groups will also get a say as part of a Corridor Study Group that will look at changes to Millers Road and
Williamstown Road, as recommended by the Minister for Planning.
The Terms of Reference for the Corridor Study Group were announced on 29 May 2018 and I am looking forward
to hearing their ideas on further improving the movement of people and freight in this area.
Residents of Millers Road and surrounding streets will also benefit from the massive community packages being
delivered through the West Gate Tunnel Project, including over 14 kilometres of new and upgraded cycling and
walking paths, completing the missing link in the Federation Trail, over 9 kilometres of new and higher standard
noise walls along the West Gate Freeway and almost 9 hectares of new open space, as well as landscaping and
upgrades to existing parks and open space.

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

Dr Ratnam
Minister for Public Transport
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
I can confirm that Yarra Trams will upgrade tram stop 19 on route 19 to an accessible tram stop. The works will
commence after the last tram on Friday 19 July and finish before the first tram service early on Tuesday 24 July.
Additionally, a new accessible tram platform stop will be built on the corner of Grattan Street and Royal Parade as
part of the Metro Tunnel Project.
Remaining tram stops are being progressively upgraded across the network to improve tram accessibility and to
comply with Disability Standards for Accessible Public Transport (DSAPT) legislation.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Mental Health
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government remains committed to addressing the impacts of alcohol and other drugs across the state.
As has been previously announced, more than half of the residential rehab beds announced by this Government will
be in regional Victoria, and, the selected Hume site is in the Rural City of Wangaratta.
The site will be announced following the exchange of contracts.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Member’s question is riddled with inaccuracies to the point of being nonsensical.
Unlike the Liberals who promise to sell off housing for those in need, the Andrews Labor Government is funding
more and better social housing.
I stand by my government’s proud commitment to fund a significant upgrade to the Little Grey St rooming house,
bringing the housing up to 21st century standards, relocating all of the residents and bringing greater levels of
safety and security to the surrounding community.
This commitment at Little Grey St is not a commitment the Liberal Party would ever make, yet takes credit for. We
know from the Liberals’ commitments in Brighton, their only policy in social housing is to turf out the homeless
and flog it off to the highest bidder.
I encourage the Liberal Party to reconsider its appalling campaign to denigrate and abuse the poor and vulnerable
for political gain while selling off their homes to their mates.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
The importance of the Barwon Heads Football and Netball Club in providing social and economic benefit to the
local Barwon Heads community is well recognised. The Barwon Coast Committee of Management has invested
significant funding and other resources to upgrade the oval playing surface, the netball courts and surrounding
administrative buildings in recent years. The committee will continue to maintain the facilities, including the
clubrooms and playing surface, outside of the football/netball season, and open amenity blocks in the caravan park
for the use of patrons during game days.
Barwon Coast Committee of Management maintains its financial viability annually by balancing the complexities
of coastal management in this region. All funds generated from their caravan parks at Barwon Heads and Ocean
Grove are re-invested into the reserves and coastline and there is a limited amount of funding. The Barwon Coast
Committee of Management already maintains the Howard Hamer reserve outside of the football/netball season.
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The Football and Netball club is encouraged to continue discussions with the City of Greater Geelong about access
to funding through the Sport and Recreation Facilities grants program and to assist with its maintenance needs for
the reserve. They can also work with the Committee on a ‘Pick My Project’ Victorian community grants
application for any projects or ideas that they may have for the reserve.

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

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
The VicRoads Traffic Noise Reduction Policy is still under review and is expected to be completed later this year.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Police
24 May 2018

ANSWER:
As the Member will be aware, 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.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for June 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 2,
which covers the Wyndham area, has 492.16 FTE positions. This is an increase of 68.13 FTE positions, since
November 2014. Of the total allocation, 128.29 FTE positions are allocated to general duties in the Wyndham
Police Service Area. This is an increase of 40.26 FTE positions, since November 2014.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
As a result of this investment, the North West Metro Division 2 has already received an additional 41 general duties
police officers, with an additional 42 police resources, include 9 family violence specialist officers, rolling out from
May 2018.
I also recently opened the Wyndham Multi-Disciplinary Centre (MDC) which brings together police and a range of
legal and counselling services to give victims of family violence, sexual assault and child abuse one point for the
critical support they need — under one roof. This Centre was made possible by a $10 million investment from the
Andrews Labor Government.
We also built Wyndham North Police Station, we’re building a new Wyndham Police Station and acquiring land
for a future Point Cook Police Station.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down
crime by 10.3 per cent in the Wyndham Local Government Area, in the year to 31 March 2018, as reported by the
independent Crime Statistics Agency.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Police
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
All Victorians have a right to be safe and to feel safe. That’s why we’re continuing to work with Victoria Police to
give them the funding, resources and support they need to keep the Victorian community, safe and well.
Since the Andrews Labor Government came to office there has been an 11 per cent increase of Full Time
Equivalent police in the North West Metro region Division 5, which services residents of Eltham. The total FTE
police positions for 2014 was 638.34 and compares to 709.71 as at June 2018.
The Government is delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the
funding, recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
Communities across the North West Metro region Division 5 can look forward to seeing an ongoing increased
police presence in their area with the roll out of an additional 61 police, including 12 family violence specialist
officers from May 2018.
This is the second wave of police resources to hit the beat since the deployment of an additional 45 police to the
Division during 2017-18.
Furthermore, the deployment of Police Custody Officers (PCOs) is freeing up police to return to frontline duties. A
total of 37.60 FTE PCOs have been deployed to the North West Metro region Division 5, delivering thousands of
additional shifts to frontline policing.
With these additional resources Police continue to engage in a range of initiatives to keep the community safe. This
includes, but is not limited to, the following:
– engagement with high risk youth and providing crime prevention advice to victims of crime. This includes
liaising with DHHS partners and facilities in the Eltham area to ensure appropriate monitoring of suspects or
active youth offenders;
– high visibility policing by conducting foot patrols around populated pedestrian areas and major shopping
centres;
– regular targeted operations, including regular traffic operations and operations focussed on Theft From Motor
Vehicle, Theft Of Motor Vehicle & residential burglary offences, targeting offenders & cross PSA offending;
– the establishment of the Nillumbik Eye Watch page, which ensures constant engagement, including presence at
community events such as the local Blue Light Disco program, Eltham Jazz Festival and Eltham Food & Wine
Festival; and
– liaison with emergency management partners including the Council and Plenty Gorge Management Committee
regarding high risk bushfire areas.
These initiatives, along with the Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real
difference, driving down crime by 9.5 per cent as documented by the independent Crime Statistics Agency (CSA).
As recorded in the latest CSA statistics for the year ending 31 March 2018, the offence rate in Nillumbik and
Banyule decreased by 21.6% and 2.7% respectively. Notably, the rate of Burglary and Break and Enter offences
decreased by 11.4% in Nillumbik and 12% in Banyule.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Sport
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
This funding will support the State Sport Centres Trust operations and asset renewal program for the 2018-19
financial year. Operational funding will allow the State Sport Centres Trust to continue to support State sporting
associations, peak sporting bodies and other non-for-profit organisations with subsidised rent and facility hire. The
operational funding will also support and provide subsidy assistance to schools, events and local sporting
organisations that access Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre, State Netball and Hockey Centre and Lakeside
Stadium.
These subsidised rates will enable these sporting associations to invest in their respective sports that will drive
participation and improve community engagement. The local community will also continue to receive subsidised
rates to access these premier sporting facilities.
Included in the capital funding support is the provision for disability access upgrades, female friendly change
rooms, and additional access for women in sport. Given the ageing infrastructure of these facilities, many assets
have reached the end of their life-cycle and need to be replaced. These asset renewal works will ensure the
longevity of these assets for years to come.
It is anticipated that these funds will be expended in the 2018-19 financial year.

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

Ms Truong
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is making every effort to ensure community members are informed and have a
say on the West Gate Tunnel Project, including through Community Liaison Groups dedicated to the project’s
planning and construction phases as well as multiple other channels.
The previous Community Liaison Group was formed specifically for the project’s planning phase. It met on 20
occasions from April 2016 to February 2018. Members provided valuable feedback and input on the project
throughout its design phases, including the West Gate Freeway’s noise objectives, open space upgrades and raising
other localised matters.
The project’s comprehensive community engagement during the planning phase also included over 90 information
sessions and pop-up events, over 1600 doorknocks, and over 9000 conversations with community members that
occurred face-to-face, on the phone and via email. These activities will continue during the construction phase.
On 8 February 2018, the planning phase group held a concluding meeting and members were asked to provide
feedback for the construction phase. In response to this feedback, the project team will create two new Community
Liaison Groups for the construction phase. By having dedicated groups representing the western and northern
sections of the project area, the new Community Liaison Groups enable members to discuss construction activities
specific to those areas.
In early 2018, early construction activities began and the project team held community events across the inner west
so that any member of the community could speak directly to the project’s builder. Locations included Yarraville,
Spotswood, Brooklyn and Altona North.
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In March 2018, before major works commenced, community members were invited to apply for the two new
Community Liaison Groups. The first meeting was held on 12 June 2018.
The project team are available to speak to the community 24/7 by phone on 1800 105 105. Community members
can also reach out to the project team by email, through the project’s website and on social media.
I am grateful for the valuable local knowledge and input the previous Community Liaison Group’s members
provided throughout the planning process, and I am looking forward to hearing the feedback and ideas put forward
by the new groups’ members.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
In contrast to the former Coalition Government, who snubbed the northern suburbs for the duration of their term,
the Andrews Labor Government has invested in key road upgrades in the northern suburbs, including the Plenty
Road upgrade.
The 2018-19 Victorian Budget delivered the Northern Roads Upgrade, investing over $1 billion into upgrades
including Bridge Inn Road duplication, Sunbury Road and Craigieburn Road. This builds on existing investments
into upgrades including Yan Yean Road, O’Herns Road and Plenty Road.
Works on the $139.4 million Plenty Road Upgrade have been fast-tracked, with major construction works starting
in March earlier this year. This important upgrade will help ease congestion during the morning and afternoon peak
periods, and improve access to local jobs, schools, shops and parklands.
The first stage of the upgrade between McKimmies Road and Bush Boulevard will see an extra lane added in each
direction to improve journeys, as well as on road cycling lanes to improve bicycle connections. We’ll also be
improving the safety of the road by installing new safety barriers. We’re upgrading six major intersections as part
of the first stage of the upgrade, this includes McKimmies Road, Childs Road, Centenary Drive and Bush
Boulevard. New traffic lights will be installed at Mayfield Drive and Rivergum Drive to reduce delays and improve
access for local residents.
Work on the first stage of the upgrade is expected to be completed by early 2019. Pre-construction activities are
underway on the second stage of the upgrade between Bush Boulevard and Bridge Inn Road and this section is
expected to be completed by mid-2020.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Local Government
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
Local councils are democratically elected bodies who are tasked with providing leadership for the good governance
of their municipal districts.
Decisions in respect to council’s gender equity policies are a matter for each council to determine in the best
interest of their community and of course, taking into account community expectations.
Ultimately these are matters for council and accountability is to the communities they serve. It is also important for
councils to ensure their decisions are transparent and clear to their local communities.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Minister for Families and Children
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
There are numerous reviews undertaken by the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) including
reviews under section 169 and section 331 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, reviews of Freedom of
Information requests and complaints. Each has its own legal and policy processes, and all decisions are considered
in the context of the child’s best interests. Generally all the documents are provided to internal review officers.
Without knowing the identity of the child and the details of the case it is not possible to answer why particular
documents in a particular matter have been withheld.
It is very disappointing that despite me inviting the member on previous occasions to provide me with actual details
of specific cases by way of correspondence, she continually fails to do so.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 May 2018

ANSWER:
I am advised by VicRoads that it is aware of the community’s concerns regarding this intersection and is in the
process of commencing community. VicRoads will continue to investigate possible upgrade options at this
location, including traffic signals.
VicRoads receives many requests each year for the installation of traffic signals throughout Victoria. I am advised
that all requests are prioritised based on the extent to which such a treatment would improve safety and/or
congestion at the intersection. VicRoads considers a range of factors such as the need to cater for pedestrians, the
historical safety record of the site, the impact that treating the intersection would have on the performance of the
surrounding road network, and the implementation costs.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Education
5 June 2018

ANSWER:
Schools are able to purchase and use online tools and apps to meet their individual needs. Fundraising is an
extra-curricular activity that some schools choose to undertake, rather than one of the primary functions of a school.
In fundraising apps, it is typical for information about each child to be publicly displayed so that family and friends
can identify and donate money to the correct student profile. It is generally possible for families to decide what
personal or identifying information to include in each profile, such as a partial or full name, or a photograph of the
child, or alternatively no photo or a non-identifying avatar.
Any school using a fundraising app should ensure that families are informed of and understand options so that they
can make an informed choice about what information they make available, if they wish to participate. Schools
should also offer other fundraising options for those parents or families who do not wish to use an app.
The Department of Education and Training is not aware of any school mandating the use of a fundraising app.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Melhem
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
5 June 2018

ANSWER:
Works on the EJ Whitten Bridge and its vicinity are progressing ahead of schedule and expected to be completed
well before the end of 2018, the project’s public commitment. Widening and strengthening of the EJ Whitten
Bridge allows for the construction of two additional lanes in each direction, to a total of five though lanes in each
direction and auxiliary lanes between interchanges to ease congestion at the notoriously congested Sunshine
Avenue/McIntyre Road bottleneck. Once the Upgrade is complete, all current lane restrictions leading to Sunshine
Avenue will be removed to link to the already upgraded section.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
5 June 2018

ANSWER:
There have been no cuts to police in Ballarat. There are more police across the Ballarat division now than there
were in November 2014. As the member is aware, Victoria Police allocates resources at a divisional level to
provide greater flexibility and ensure resources can be utilised within the division where they are needed the most.
Changes to the allocation to resources across the divisions have been as a result of Victoria Police assigning extra
resources to the family violence unit to meet this serious challenge for the region. Family violence has increased by
18.8 per cent — and police resources have been allocated to tackle the scourge and harm that this serious crime
causes in the community.
The division will however also receive an additional 14 police and family violence specialists over the next
12 months, under the Government’s commitment to recruit and deploy 3135 new police. This compares to the
previous government which did not fund one extra police officer across Victoria.
We have also deployed 24 new police custody officers to the Ballarat division who have so far delivered over 5000
shifts which enable general duties police to be out in the community.
Ballarat will also be home to a new Victoria Police forensic hub as part of the Labor Government’s commitment to
tackle the scourge of ice and other illicit drugs, as well as the new $210 million Police Assistance Line and Online
Reporting Portal, which will create around 250 new jobs in Ballarat.
In relation to the rate of drug offences in schools, I query the source of your assertion that Ballarat has the highest
number of drug offences occurring in schools anywhere in Victoria. I note that data from the independent Crime
Statistics Agency indicates that overall drug offences have in fact decreased by 9 per cent in the year to 31 March
2018. Police advise that less than one per cent of drug offences across the state are occurring on school grounds.
In relation to the Police in Schools Program, we have police in schools across Victoria every day, as well as
working with young people who are disengaged from school.
In fact, we have 98 Youth Resource Officers and Proactive Policing Operatives attending schools proactively to
engage with and provide information to students and staff on topics including cyber safety, personal safety, graffiti
and drug and alcohol.
As part of our record investment, Victoria Police is also deploying 42 new Youth Specialist Officers across
Victoria, including in Ballarat, who will work with the most serious young offenders to prevent them from falling
into a life of crime.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
5 June 2018

ANSWER:
Works are progressing on the Andrews Labor Government’s Drysdale Bypass Project. An early work agreement
has been signed which paves the way for construction works to begin in September 2018.
Between now and September 2018, detailed archaeological salvage works will be undertaken and VicRoads will
work with the Traditional Owners to manage any discoveries found during this works.
Extensive community consultation was undertaken in 2017, including an independent planning panel who heard
from the community and experts on a range of matters, including the intersection treatments proposed by
VicRoads. In line with the Independent Panel recommendations, the Planning Scheme Amendment was approved
by the Minister for Planning in December 2017.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
The West Gate Tunnel Project and associated 24/7 truck bans will remove over 9000 trucks from residential streets
in the inner west.
To build the tunnel, land underground has recently been acquired by the Victorian Government under the Major
Transport Projects Facilitation Act 2009. In most instances the land is deeper than 15 metres underground, so
residential property owners will continue to be able to use their land as they do now, and it will not stop them from
building a pool, cellar or basement.
Any property owner who believes they have been financially impacted by the underground land acquisition has
two years to submit a compensation claim under the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986.
In addition, home owners can be assured that in the unlikely event that there is damage during tunnel boring, it will
be fixed by the contractor. Studies done for the Environment Effects Statement showed that ground movement and
damage to properties is unlikely due to the range of protection measures put in place during tunnelling.
Properties close to major works will be inspected before and after construction. Any damage resulting from the
project must be fixed or compensation provided by the contractor.
The project team has spoken to home owners in the area directly above the tunnel and I encourage any of them with
further questions to call the 24/7 contact line on 1800 105 105.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Health
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
The new carpark development will assist in reducing the parking pressure across the Maroondah Hospital precinct.
The construction tender has closed with responses currently being evaluated. Subject to tender selection process
and ensuing permits, the commencement of construction activities is expected by October 2018.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
The North East Link business case tackles the missing link in Victoria’s road network. As part of the work done so
far by the Authority more than a dozen options were considered; many were new ideas and some had been
considered over the decades since this road was first talked about. What we know is that this project is needed to
ease the congestion this part of Melbourne suffers with every day.
The entire transport network is considered when tackling a project as big and important as this one. Options such as
a rail line and other transport improvements were considered. While Transport for Victoria seeks to encourage
more freight movements by rail, trucks and light commercial vehicles will continue to be a more efficient option for
the bulk of urban freight movements as they are better suited to shorter trips and door-to-door deliveries. It is
unlikely that the proposed Port Rail Shuttle Network would attract many freight movements away from the North
East Link, because the projects serve different freight movement patterns. The Port Rail Shuttle is focused on
moving containers, by rail, between the Port of Melbourne and outer suburban terminals (in this case, Dandenong).
The North East Link is focused on moving freight from the south east of Melbourne to the north and beyond (and
vice versa).
The best option for the people of the north east and the people of Melbourne is a reliable road link with
improvements to one of our busiest busways, including a modernisation of the existing Eastern Freeway.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region, Ms Peulich, for her question regarding plans for the
development of Indian cultural precincts. The Victorian Government is committed to supporting Victoria’s vibrant
and growing Indian and South Asian communities to preserve and share their culture and traditions.
The community consultation process for the proposed precincts has been key in ensuring that a range of
stakeholders across the regions have had the opportunity to contribute to discussions around the development of the
precincts. The consultation process has involved many stakeholders and ensured that voices across the various
regions have been heard.
The City of Greater Dandenong has made significant progress in planning and delivering an Indian Cultural
Precinct that builds on the existing “Little India” precinct in Lonsdale St. A $0.5 million Funding Agreement has
been executed with the City of Greater Dandenong to enable the commencement of works \ for the precinct.
I hope to provide further updates around the Indian precincts and community centres or spaces for other regions in
due course.
The Victorian Government remains committed to supporting culturally diverse communities to feel safe, accepted
and have spaces that they can make their own. As part of the 2018–19 Victorian Budget this government
announced a $17.1 million injection of funds for multicultural infrastructure. A cornerstone initiative of this
funding is the recently announced $9.5 million Multicultural Community Infrastructure Fund (MCIF) offering
grants to culturally diverse communities across Victoria to support the building, upgrading and fitout of community
infrastructure.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
3508

COUNCIL

25 June to 27 July 2018

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

Mr Purcell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
I have written to the Federal Member for Wannon, the Hon Dan Tehan MP, responding to his letter of April this
year regarding the inclusion of the Princes Highway West on the Commonwealth Government’s National Land
Transport Network.
In my response to Mr Tehan, I reaffirmed the Victorian Government’s position that it will advocate for the Princes
Highway West to be included on the National Land Transport Network as part of the 2018 review of the network.
To date, Victoria has agreed to the terms of reference for the 2018 network review and is now awaiting the
Commonwealth to formally commence the review process.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Police
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
Victoria Police have confirmed that on 14 May 2018 they received a complaint from a member of the community
regarding suspected illegal activity connected to the payphone at 3 Dalgety Street, St Kilda.
Despite Victoria Police contacting Telstra requesting consideration of removal of the payphone, I understand that
Telstra have indicated that the payphone will not be removed as it complies with their siting guidelines. Victoria
Police have confirmed that the placement of stickers within the payphone, indicating the payphone is under
surveillance, will be used as an interim measure whilst further discussion takes place between Telstra and Victoria
Police.
I am assured by the Office of the Chief Commissioner that Victoria Police have committed resources to focus on
drug activity in the St Kilda Hill precinct. This includes patrols conducted by the Mounted Branch and Transit
Police. The Victoria Police Transit Patrol has also been engaged and working in the transport hubs of St Kilda,
including the light rail and transport hubs of Fitzroy Street and Acland Street.
Victoria Police has engaged with the Port Phillip Housing Association and St Kilda Housing Association to
enhance safety at social housing venues within close proximity to the precinct.
Salvation Army and Sacred Heart Mission have been contacted with regards to homelessness and drug issues in the
precinct.
Victoria Police has also engaged the Friends of St Kilda Hill and City of Port Phillip Council to further develop
way to improve the safety of the area. Actions by the Council, Victoria Police and several agencies are being
communicated back to community, via Friends of St Kilda Hill, on a fortnightly basis.
I can assure you that the Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that police have sufficient resources
and tools to tackle such crime in St Kilda.
The Government recognises the need for CCTV in St Kilda, and has provided $246 250 funding through the Public
Safety Infrastructure Fund to the City of Port Phillip for seven CCTV cameras in Fitzroy Street, between the Upper
Esplanade and Grey Street St Kilda. A schedule for works have begun.
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The Victorian Government has also invested a range of other crime prevention and safety programs to help prevent
crime, improve safety and encourage communities to enjoy our public spaces in St Kilda. This includes around
$500 000 in CCTV and other measures on Little Grey Street and the St Kilda foreshore.
Furthermore, an additional 25 police are being deployed across the Prahran Division, which services St Kilda,
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.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down
crime by 8.6 per cent across the Port Phillip Local Government Area, as documented by independent Crime
Statistics Agency data for the year ending 31 March 2018.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
On 30, 31 May and 1 June 2018, a road safety education campaign demonstrating a common crash scenario on a
high-seed rural road was filmed under controlled conditions in Tatura.
The campaign was filmed and produced by production company, Revolver. Revolver has offices in both Victoria
and New South Wales.
90% of the production crew employed for this shoot were from Victoria. Filming a car crash is quite complex and
particular skills were required for this shoot.
The production crew stayed in the Shepparton area and used businesses in the local area during the filming period.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Sport
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question matter regarding funding for the Reid Oval Redevelopment project.
Providing high quality sport and recreation infrastructure is a key aim of the government, and is integral to the
health and well-being of all Victorians. In April I announced a government commitment of $241 million for
community sport, including $60 million for the continuation of the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund and
another $15 million for the Female Friendly Facilities Fund. Through the 2017-18 Victorian State Budget I was
pleased to provide $100 000 towards the business case and project development of stages 2–4 of the Reid Oval
development. I understand the business case is progressing and will be finalised shortly.
I encourage Warrnambool City Council to continue to liaise with my department on any funding opportunities
available to make this project a reality.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Gepp
Minister for Sport
6 June 2018

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question matter regarding an application for Central Park Recreation Reserve netball
court redevelopment in Shepparton to the Country Football and Netball Program. Firstly, I’d like to commend you
on your commitment to advocating the importance of sport and recreation in your electorate.
Providing high quality sport and recreation infrastructure is a key aim of the government, and is integral to the
health and well-being of all Victorians. In April I announced a government commitment of $241 million for
community sport, including $60 million for the continuation of the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund and
another $15 million for the Female Friendly Facilities Fund.
I can confirm than an application for Central Park Recreation Reserve netball court redevelopment in Shepparton
has been submitted to the 2018 round of the Country Football and Netball Program. Applications are currently
under assessment and I anticipate making an announcement regarding the outcome in the coming weeks.

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

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Tourism and Major Events
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
Victoria’s major events calendar is one of the most prestigious and successful major events calendars in the world.
Major events generate economic benefits of around $1.8 billion.
Collectively, major events work together over the course of a year to provide not only economic benefits but also
constant positioning and profile for Victoria nationally and internationally. They drive tourism, employment
growth, industry development, business linkages, investment decisions and community outcomes for the benefit of
the state.
The Melbourne Esports Open is set to become Australia’s biggest celebration of esports, with 10 000 people tipped
to attend each day on top of a suite of top professional teams in action.
The Open will see a packed weekend schedule of top-level professional esports competition in arenas complete
with giant video screens, full concert lighting and concert-level audio production.
The precinct will feature interactive gamer experiences and a huge showcase of the latest esports technology —
great news for the 560 000 esports fanatics across Victoria. The Open will strengthen Victoria’s credentials in the
digital games industry and tap into one of the world’s fastest growing and lucrative markets, with an audience of
over 385 million people.
This year’s event will be staged at Melbourne and Olympic Park, filling the likes of Rod Laver Arena, Margaret
Court Arena and the Melbourne Park Function Centre. It’s expected to generate up to $25 million for the Victorian
economy over five years, supporting jobs and boosting local businesses.
Event tourism visitors represent 20.6 per cent of all international overnight visitors to Victoria. In the year ending
December 2017 (latest data available), the number of international event visitors travelling to Australia totalled
1.4 million and of this number, 43.9 per cent (or 596 000) visited Victoria.
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Tourism is Victoria’s second largest services export, exceeded only by education. It generates around 214 500 jobs
and delivered $24.8 billion to the economy in Gross State Product in 2016-17. The broader events industry
provides around 4700 full time equivalent jobs.

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

Ms Bath
Premier
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
As the member would be aware, the 2016 announcement by French energy company, Engie, to close the
Hazelwood power plant and mine was gut wrenching news for Hazelwood workers, their families and Latrobe
Valley communities.
The Victorian Labor Government took decisive action to stand with these workers and their families. The Labor
Government established the Latrobe Valley Authority (LVA) and the Worker Transition Service (WTS) to support
workers, businesses and the Latrobe Valley Community through transition. The WTS formed part of the Labor
Government’s $266 million package for the Latrobe Valley, which included the establishment of the LVA and the
$50 million Economic Growth Zone to support business growth.
More than 1300 clients have registered with the WTS since it began operations in November 2016. Workers and
their families have been supported to engage in training and prepare for work opportunities across a range of
industries, particularly identified growth industries. The health and community services sector is identified as a
significant growth industry in Gippsland and non-emergency patient transport is just one of the many job
opportunities available to Latrobe Valley residents and WTS clients.
The LVA facilitated Federation Training to locally offer a Certificate III in Non-Emergency Patient Transport
enabling local people to undertake training and take advantage of job opportunities now and into the future. The
first cohort of graduates from the course comprised 14 people, with six of the 14 graduates being WTS clients. To
date, the Royal Flying Doctor Service (RFDS) has employed four of the recent graduates, three of whom were
WTS clients.
Prior to this tranche of employment, the LVA had assisted three WTS clients to gain employment with the RFDS,
bringing the total number of WTS clients finding work with RFDS to six. Further employment opportunities in the
health and community services industry is anticipated, with strong growth in the health sector requiring workers
with a range of skills and experiences. Patient transport services will continue to provide opportunities for
employment in the future, as the provision of new contracts for patient transport services by Ambulance Victoria
occurs later this year.
Despite all this, you and your colleagues continue to create further uncertainty around the workers’ futures. No one
will ever forget that when the people in the valley needed you most you abandoned them.
The former Liberal Minister for Mental Health & Community Services was more interested in her preselection
battle in Kew, as it took a month for her to bother visiting the Valley when it was on fire.
Unlike the Victorian Coalition, the Labor Government said we’d deliver for the Latrobe Valley and that’s what
we’re doing — by creating jobs, supporting local businesses and driving economic growth.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Minister for Education
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Head Start initiative will commence in 2019 and involve 100 government schools across Victoria delivering an
additional 1700 apprenticeships and traineeships over the next four years. Three sites, Geelong, Ballarat and
Bendigo involving 28 schools have already been announced.
Site selection is taking into account a number of factors including identifying where there are existing vocational
education cluster arrangements and whether schools in the area had strong vocational programs. Other criteria
include assessment of local industry demand for school based apprentices and trainees as well as the availability of
high quality training providers.
Assessment of additional sites and schools to participate in the roll out of the Head Start initiative is currently being
finalised, with all final sites and schools to be announced in the coming weeks.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Sport
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding funding for the Birregurra Recreation Reserve.
Providing high quality sport and recreation infrastructure is a key aim of the government, and is integral to the
health and well-being of all Victorians. In April I announced a government commitment of $241 million for
community sport, including $60 million for the continuation of the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund and
another $15 million for the Female Friendly Facilities Fund.
Through the 2016-17 Community Sport Infrastructure Fund I was pleased to provide $100 000 towards the upgrade
of the tennis and netball, courts at Birregurra Recreation Reserve.
I am advised that there is no current application for funding for the Birregurra Recreation Reserve.
As funding through the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund is provided through local governments, I encourage
the Birregurra Recreation Reserve committee to continue to work with Colac Otway Shire Council on any project
ideas.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
Parking issues elsewhere within Sunbury is primarily a matter for the local council and questions should be directed
to the City of Hume.
Under Minister Allan’s portfolio responsibility, the Government is advancing plans to provide more car parking for
commuters using Sunbury Station. The planning work will be complete by mid-2018, and will allow for the final
design and development of a new car park to provide more than 300 new car parking spaces for commuters.
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There are competing demands on the parking spaces near the busy station between commuters, shoppers and shop
tenants. By providing extra car parking at Sunbury Station, there will be less pressure on parking in the area.
This follows the $60 million 2018-19 Victorian State Budget allocation already announced, which will deliver over
2000 new car parks at busy metropolitan stations including Belgrave, Sandown Park, Craigieburn and Epping.
This 2018-19 State Budget investment builds on previous budgets and have resulted in more than 3000 new and
upgraded car parks being delivered across metropolitan and regional stations over the past three years.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Police
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
As I noted in my response to the member’s adjournment debate of 28 March 2018; Victoria Police has been
consistent in their view that the presence and visibility of police out in the community is the best deterrent of crime
and offers the greatest community reassurance.
In accordance with this policing model, Victoria Police does not see the support provided by Shepparton Police
Station to other units as ‘taking away’ from front line policing, but rather improving the support provided to victims
of family violence, contributing to targeted activities to reduce high volume crime and enforcing road rules
throughout the Division.
Furthermore, the deployment of Police Custody Officers (PCOs) is freeing up police to return to frontline duties. A
total of 17 PCOs have been deployed to the Shepparton Police Service Area, restoring fourteen shifts per week to
frontline policing in Shepparton.
As part of the deployment of 825 additional resources across the state during 2018-19, I note that an additional 15
police have been allocated to the Goulburn Valley Division which services the Shepparton Police Service Area
(PSA). This includes 2 Parental Leave Backfill positions allocated specifically to the Shepparton PSA, with the first
member to be deployed within the coming weeks.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
7 June 2018

ANSWER:
I have approved plans for works within Woorayl Street Reserve in accordance with Amendment GC37 to facilitate
the Caulfield Dandenong Rail Upgrade Project, including indicative landscaping surrounding the station. The
approved final design retains Woorayl Street Reserve as public open space, by incorporating a series of small
plazas, some existing vegetation and introduces new vegetation.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Emergency Services
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of the Eltham Country Fire Authority (CFA) Brigade, and its
selfless contributions to the safety and wellbeing of the community.
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CFA has advised that the necessary repairs to the retaining wall at the rear of the station are underway and are
scheduled to be completed in August 2018. These works are being paid for by the builder, at no cost to CFA or the
Victorian Government.
CFA has assured me that these issues have not affected the fire station building and that the Eltham CFA has
remained fully operational and able to meet the service delivery requirements of Eltham and surrounding
communities.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
In 2009, VicRoads completed a strategic study of the Maroondah Corridor, the study concluded that VicRoads
should no longer protect the Healesville Freeway Reserve between Springvale Road, Forest Hill and Boronia Road,
Vermont (Reserve) for future service delivery requirements.
Under the previous Government there were proposals to sell off this important community open space. The
previous Government reversed their decision to sell off the entire Reserve after strong community backlash,
however, still intended to sell off approximately 20 hectares.
Under this Government, all open space within the Reserve will be protected as Crown Land for the enjoyment of
future generations.
To deliver this, VicRoads has been working closely with Department of Environment Land Water and Planning,
Parks Victoria, Whitehorse City Council, the Reserve Project Reference Group and community group Friends of
Healesville Freeway Reserve to preserve all of the open space in the Reserve.
VicRoads has made considerable progress to date, including the surrender or 21.7ha of land to the Crown.
VicRoads is working towards surrendering a further 13 ha this calendar year.
Four residential homes adjacent to the freeway reserve at Morack Rd and Moore Rd proposed for sale are not part
of the open space within the Reserve. These properties are currently or were previously leased in the private
market. The revenue from these sales will direct fund the surrender the Reserve to the Crown and implementation
of the Establishment Plan.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Police
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
Neither Narre Warren Police Station nor Endeavour Hills Police Station have reduced their operating hours.
Both Narre Warren and Endeavour Hills continue to receive a 24-hour divisional van response, with counter
service hours as follows:
– Narre Warren — 24 hour counter service
– Endeavour Hills — 16 hour counter service (7am to 11pm).
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the important role that small-scale solar energy systems installed by
households and businesses play in addressing electricity prices as well as climate change. The government is also
committed to making the energy system fairer for Victorians. The government encourages customers considering
small-scale renewable energy systems to investigate their energy profile and product options to ensure they get the
most out of their system.
The National Electricity Rules state that if requested by a connection applicant, the Distribution Network Service
Provider (in this instance, Powercor) must negotiate in good faith with the applicant to reach an agreement in
respect of the access arrangements that they seek. The Australian Energy Market Commission (AEMC) makes and
amends the National Electricity Rules.
As such, Powercor is best placed to discuss alternative options available. I recommend that your constituent
continue to negotiate this situation with Powercor. I also recommend that your constituent work closely with their
preferred solar installer to discuss their options to obtain the maximum benefit from their installation, whilst
ensuring that they comply with network capability limits in their area.
Electricity distribution companies must assess all applications on a case by case basis. Generally, their application
information provides notes on concentrations of solar photovoltaic (PV) systems connected to a low voltage
network.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has taken into account community feedback every step of the way with the West
Gate Tunnel Project, with massive wins for safety, air quality and noise in the inner west.
The project has been shaped by communities, councils and industry over the two year planning period. It will stop
over 9000 trucks doing rat runs in the inner west for good.
In direct response to community feedback, 24/7 truck bans will be enshrined in law, including on Francis Street,
Somerville Road, Buckley Street, Moore Street, Blackshaws Road and Hudsons Road.
Other major changes have included moving the westbound tunnel exit and ventilation structure further away from
houses. The height of the Wurundjeri Way extension has also been lowered, creating opportunities for future
cycling and walking links to North Melbourne and Docklands.
Closed off industrial land will be transformed into spaces for communities to enjoy. Almost 9 hectares of new
public open space and wetlands will be created, equivalent to nearly 4 MCGs.
In direct response to community requests and to address unique noise issues along the existing West Gate Freeway,
the vast majority of homes and public open spaces along the freeway will experience a reduction in current levels
of traffic noise. This is due to a better noise standard of 63 decibels that has been developed and more noise walls,
including at parks and sports grounds where there is no current noise protection.
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Over 14 kilometres of new and upgraded walking and cycling paths will be delivered, answering local calls to
complete the missing links in the Federation and Kororoit Creek trails. For the first time, cyclists and pedestrians
will be separate from cars and trucks for the entire journey from Werribee to the CBD.
The project’s comprehensive community engagement during over two years of planning included a Community
Liaison Group that met 20 times, over 90 information sessions and pop-up events, over 1600 doorknocks, and over
9000 conversations with community members that occurred face-to-face, on the phone and via email.
Community members and other parties made 504 submissions on the Environment Effects Statement, draft
Planning Scheme Amendment and Works Approval application, and had the opportunity to be heard by a planning
panel.
I am looking forward to an ongoing and open conversation with the community as the project is built. The
community will continue to be involved, including through two new Community Liaison Groups and holding
community events so that any member of the community can speak to the project’s builder.
The project team are available to speak to the community 24/7 by phone on 1800 105 105, and can also be reached
by email, through the project website and on social media.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Planning
8 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Moolap Coastal Strategic Framework Plan is currently being prepared and is expected to be approved and
released shortly.
Consultation on the draft plan raised a number of issues that required further consideration. This. included the
separation distances (buffers) between existing heavy industry and proposed residential land use in the east of the
study area.
The final plan will establish the long-term vision for the area, and provide land use direction and implementation
actions to benefit the Geelong economy, environment and community.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $356 million to upgrade the Shepparton line, the biggest upgrade to
the Shepparton line in a generation, and it’s being delivered by a Labor Government.
This investment includes new stabling, signalling and track upgrades, level crossing upgrades and platform
extensions at Shepparton, Mooropna, Murchison East and Nagambie stations. It will deliver VLocity trains to
Shepparton and pave the way for nine return passenger services a day.
While this work is underway, 29 extra weekly coaches between Shepparton and Seymour have been introduced to
give passengers greater travel choice. In addition, the Andrews Labor Government added nine services between
Melbourne and Shepparton in 2017, with more to come next year.
Contrast this with the announcement of only $77 million for the Shepparton line by the Liberal/National
Opposition, which won’t deliver the public transport improvements the Shepparton community is calling for.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Darebin City Council manages Gilbert Road and Regent Street. The council implemented
50km/h speed limits on Gilbert Road and Regent Street after an investigation of the effect these changes may have
on the operation of Spring Street.
The council introduced these changes in consultation with VicRoads, Victoria Police and Yarra Trams to improve
the safety of vulnerable road users such as pedestrians and cyclists.
Spring Street in Reservoir is an arterial road managed by VicRoads. VicRoads has compared recent traffic volumes
on Spring Street with data collected one year ago, prior to the speed limit change on Gilbert Road and Regent
Street. The traffic volumes along Spring Street before and after the speed limit changes were determined to be
similar (about 24 000 vehicles per day) and do not reflect a shift of traffic from Gilbert Road or Regent Street onto
Spring Street.
The current speed limit of 60km/h on Spring Street is also considered appropriate.
The issue of unsafe behaviour including speeding along Spring Street and nearby residential streets is an
enforcement matter for Victoria Police. Accordingly, VicRoads has forwarded your concerns to Victoria Police
requesting it to provide appropriate enforcement at this location.
The City of Darebin has also been advised of concerns with driver behaviour on local roads abutting Spring Street.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Finance
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
I have received correspondence from Mr Merrett on a number of occasions, and have responded on his matter
through your office on 31 Jan 2018 and 20 June 2018.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
In March 2017 the Andrews Labor Government cleaned up the residential zones, locking in clearer, mandatory
height controls and creating new protections for suburban backyards, which will end the days of fence-to-fence
development.
This is contrast to the residential zones rolled out by my predecessor, which were, in the words of an independent
planning panel: “unfair...driven by politics” causing “widespread angst and confusion”.
The member’s question refers to zoning changes made in May 2017. I am not aware of the changes he refers to in
May 2017, perhaps he can clarify his question.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
3518

COUNCIL

25 June to 27 July 2018

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Police
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
To bolster the police response across the state the Andrews Labor Government is funding an additional 3135
frontline police over the next five years, on top of attrition. This is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s
history and is crucial to dealing with the growing demand on police services.
The first of these additional resources were deployed to Melbourne’s growth corridors during 2017–2018, utilising
the Staff Allocation Model (SAM). The SAM takes the politics out of the distribution of police resources, with
Victoria Police identifying the areas that have the greatest need.
It ends the historic ‘boom and bust’ cycle of investment in police resources that has seen police numbers decided by
political priorities, rather than what is required to keep the community safe.
Victoria Police has commenced the second wave of deployment of additional resources across the state. As part of
this deployment, from May 2018 to April 2019, an additional 25 police will be deployed to the Prahran Division
which services the Port Phillip Police Service Area (PSA). This includes 6 police specifically allocated to Port
Phillip PSA, as well as 13 specialist resources which will be shared across the division.
As a result of the Government’s record investment, the Police Academy is now running at full capacity to prepare
new recruits for deployment across the state, both in the immediate future as well as the longer term.
While there is still work to do, the independent Crime Statistics Agency data for the year ending 31 March 2018
indicates that the Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference,
driving down crime by 8.6 per cent across Port Phillip.

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

Ms Shing
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
19 June 2018

ANSWER:
In 2017-18, the Government has invested over $6.5 million in increasing the capacity of the specialist family
violence sector in Gippsland. This funding supports victim survivors to escape and recover from family violence
and provide timely and aims to reduce violence by providing appropriate responses to perpetrators attempting to
address their violence behaviour. This includes:
– Over $1.4 million in flexible support packages to provide tailored responses to victim survivors escaping and/or
recovering from family violence;
– over $2 million per annum across nine agencies in ongoing funding for case management services for victim
survivors of family violence;
– approximately $200 000 to ensure that victim survivors experiencing a family violence crisis have access to a
face-to-face response after hours;
– over $350 000 for therapeutic counselling responses for women and children recovering from family violence;
– over $400 000 to increase the capacity of child protection and mental health and alcohol and other drug
practitioners to identify and respond to family violence;
– over $300 000 culturally appropriate family violence services for Aboriginal communities;
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– over $950 000 for a range of men’s family violence services, including men’s behaviour change programs and
perpetrator case management.
In addition, in 2018 the Government is establishing the first five Support and Safety Hubs — including a Hub in
the Inner Gippsland Area.
Of the $1.9 billion allocated in the 2017-18 Budget to end family violence, $448 million ($381.7 million output,
$66.3 million asset) over four years was allocated to establishing and operating the Hubs, to ensure the Hubs can
support victims of family violence in the medium and long term.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Public Transport
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has completed the Hurstbridge Rail Line Stage 1 project with the removal of two
dangerous and congested level crossings and the duplication of the track through Heidelberg. The Government has
also been progressing with the investigation and planning into the Hurstbridge Rail Line Upgrade Stage 2, for
future duplication of the rail line beyond Greensborough. While well progressed, the outcomes of this work are not
yet concluded. As part of this process the Government is considering the potential for an upgrade at Greensborough
station. We have already announced that there will be no net loss of car parking at Greensborough train station.
Labor is also delivering approximately 250 new or upgraded car parks along the Hurstbridge line. Watsonia Station
has already received 101 spaces and Hurstbridge and Montmorency Stations will receive new or upgraded car
parks in the near future.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
Major road builder Downer has successfully trialled an asphalt mix containing recycled plastic bags, printer
cartridges and glass in road surfacing in Craigieburn. Downer estimates that up to 15 per cent of asphalt could
contain soft plastics and that up to 10 million tonnes of recyclable waste could be diverted from landfill every year
using their new approach.
The project is supported by the Andrews Labor Government’s Resource Recovery Market Development Program,
which was recently boosted to $4.5 million under the Recycling Industry Strategic Plan and associated funding.
Downer received $67 000 from the fund, which is managed by Sustainability Victoria and supports researchers and
industry in finding new ways to use recovered resources. Sustainability Victoria also provided Close the Loop with
$40 000 from the Resource Recovery Infrastructure Fund, for equipment to develop the plastic additive used in the
asphalt mix.
The Andrews Labor Government’s total investment in waste and resource recovery initiatives is now more than
$100 million over four years. 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.
Staff at Sustainability Victoria are happy to provide more information about the Resource Recovery Market
Development Program and the road surface project to interested councils. They can be contacted through their
website at www.sustainability.vic.gov.au or on 1300 363 744.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government, through Consumer Affairs Victoria, funds the state-wide Financial Counselling
Program, providing critical support to vulnerable and disadvantaged Victorians, including those affected by family
violence. In total, the Financial Counselling Program will receive more than $10 million in funding in 2018-19.
This is in addition to the Victorian Government’s ongoing financial commitment to specialist gambling financial
counsellors and rural financial counsellors. In the first three quarters of 2017-18, the Financial Counselling
Program has supported more than 25 000 Victorians, including almost 2000 victims of family violence.
The Financial Counselling Program provides local access to services, through 75 full time equivalent financial
counselling positions in place-based community agencies across the state. Further to this, Consumer Affairs
Victoria also funds the Victorian component of the National Debt Helpline to provide support to clients over the
phone, as well as specialist advice to the place-based financial counsellors.
In the Southern Melbourne area, financial counselling services are available from:
– Good Shepherd Australia New Zealand at Level 1, 11 Chesterville Road, Cheltenham on Thursdays and
Fridays;
– South East Community Links at 5 Osborne Ave, Springvale from Monday to Friday;
– South East Community Links at 186 Foster St Each, Dandenong from Monday to Thursday.
In February 2018, Consumer Affairs Victoria commenced a data collection exercise with the financial counselling
agencies focused on understanding demand pressures on services. This data will be used to inform future planning
of the Financial Counselling Program.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Police
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
In relation to the specified incident, I am advised that Victoria Police were notified of a person with a sword
walking up and down the last carriage of a city bound train approaching Moorabbin Station. The train stopped at
the Patterson Railway Station and the person left the train holding the sword.
Police members spoke with this person who complied with instructions, placed the sword on the ground and was
arrested.
In relation to the crime rate in Bentleigh, data from the independent Crime Statistics Agency for the year ending
31 March 2018 indicates that the offence rate in the Glen Eira Local Government Area has in fact decreased by
12.5 percent.
In relation to police resources, I note that an additional 29 police are currently being deployed across the
Moorabbin Division, which services Bentleigh. These additional resources include 4 police specifically allocated to
Glen Eira Police Service Area, as well as 17 specialist divisional resources.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Community Liaison Groups have been formed to act as a direct talking point between the North East Link
Authority and the local communities. There are two independently chaired groups, one for the Northern section of
the project area and one for the Southern/Eastern Freeway section.
Members were appointed through a formal application process by the North East Link Authority and include
members from environmental and community groups as well as local businesses.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
There have been no cuts to police in Ballarat. There are more police across the Ballarat division now than there
were in November 2014. As the member is aware, Victoria Police allocates resources at a divisional level to
provide greater flexibility and ensure resources can be utilised within the division where they are needed the most.
Changes to the allocation to resources across the divisions have been as a result of Victoria Police assigning extra
resources to the family violence unit to meet this serious challenge for the region. Family violence has increased by
18.8 per cent — and police resources have been allocated to tackle the scourge and harm that this serious crime
causes in the community.
The division will however also receive an additional 14 police and family violence specialists over the next
12 months, under the Government’s commitment to recruit and deploy 3135 new police. This compares to the
previous government which did not fund one extra police officer across Victoria.
We have also deployed 24 new police custody officers to the Ballarat division who have so far delivered over 5000
shifts which enable general duties police to be out in the community.
Ballarat will also be home to a new Victoria Police forensic hub as part of the Labor Government’s commitment to
tackle the scourge of ice and other illicit drugs, as well as the new $210 million Police Assistance Line and Online
Reporting Portal, which will create around 250 new jobs in Ballarat.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down
crime by 5.7 per cent in Ballarat for the year ending 31 March 2018, as documented by the independent Crime
Statistics Agency. The rate of motor vehicle thefts is also down 2.7 per cent, residential aggravated burglary is
down 21.5 per cent and justice procedure offences is down 10.6 per cent.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
V/Line has commenced an external clean and polish program, to improve the appearance of the classic fleet.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $850 million in new regional rolling stock, providing 87 new
VLocity carriages and associated infrastructure for the regional rail network. The Labor Government has funded
new carriages from our very first budget, including the trains that the former Liberal National Government failed to
order for two years, delaying the opening of the Regional Rail Link. The 2017–18 State Budget also provided
$12.5 million to ensure all older vehicles in V/Line’s fleet are fit to provide safe, reliable and comfortable services
while the new trains are in production and planning for the next generation of regional rolling stock continues.
We are delivering more services than ever before on the network and last year, an extra 28 train weekly services
were added to the Bendigo line to give passengers more choice on when they want to travel.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government wants local businesses to be involved in the West Gate Tunnel Project and the project
team has been proactively engaging businesses in the west for over two years. There are multiple channels for
businesses to find out information, provide goods and services to the project team and have their questions
answered.
The project is being managed by the Western Distributor Authority on behalf of the Victorian Government, and the
authority is headed by Peter Sammut, Chief Executive Officer.
Construction is a massive job and some disruptions are unavoidable. The project team is working with affected
businesses to notify them of planned disruptions and to provide solutions or alternative arrangements. In response
to business and community feedback about planned activities, the project’s builder has been reviewing and
changing its construction methodologies in some areas.
The project team has also been holding information sessions for local businesses to help them benefit from the
project’s strong local purchasing commitments, with 89 per cent of goods and services purchased from local
businesses.
With construction underway, the project’s workforce is being encouraged to shop locally and a trader directory is
being put together.
We are building the project now because we know what will happen to businesses in the west if the West Gate
Tunnel Project is not built — it will take longer to travel between the west and the city, reducing economic
opportunities, making it harder for workers to commute and increasing the cost of moving goods.
Businesses can find out detailed information on the project website, receive email or social media updates, or reach
out to the project team on the 24-hour contact line at 1800 105 105.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Public Transport
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is spending $15 billion on projects to improve services on the Cranbourne line
that will increase service capacity by 42 per cent and slash travel times by up to 50 minutes a day.
These projects include:
– the Metro Tunnel project
– the removal of 11 level crossings, with 10 already gone
– a massive power and signalling upgrade along the entire Cranbourne line
– 65 new high capacity trains
– starting the duplication of the Cranbourne line.
I acknowledge that the Member for South-Eastern and the Liberal Opposition have strongly opposed these projects.
The member has voted in the Parliament to block the removal of level crossings and the Liberal Party even
supported Supreme Court action seeking to stop the level crossing removals project on the Cranbourne/Pakenham
line.
The greatest threat to improvements on the Cranbourne line is the commitment the Liberal Party has made to
renegotiate the Metro Tunnel contract that will delay, by at least two years, the extra services and faster journey
times the Metro Tunnel will provide for Cranbourne passengers.
The Member for South-Eastern and the Liberal Party have failed in their attempts to block improvements on the
Cranbourne line and the Government will continue to deliver the projects that are essential to improve services for
Cranbourne.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
As photo identification requires a stringent proof of identity validation process, the Seniors Card is not suitable for
that purpose.
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation issues the Victorian Proof of Age Card, which is
primarily to provide evidence that you are over the age of 18 to enter licensed premises, but may be accepted for
other purposes. The card is recognised throughout Australia.
A Proof of Age Card application form can be mailed to your constituent by calling the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation on 1300 182 457 or through the website at www.vcglr.vic.gov.au. Forms are also
available at any VicRoads-appointed photo point agency including participating Australia Post offices, participating
VicRoads offices and selected pharmacies or chemists.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Minister for Public Transport
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for his continued advocacy for better public transport services on
behalf of his community.
It is very exciting to see the Andrews Labor Government’s investment in public transport in Melbourne’s northeast.
Passengers on the Hurstbridge line will get up to 50 extra services per week when the new metropolitan train
timetable starts on Sunday 26 August 2018, thanks to the $395 million Hurstbridge Line upgrade which will
include new and extended services for Eltham, Macleod, Greensborough and Hurstbridge passengers to boost
capacity and give more travel options.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) is responsible for operating the NEM and maintaining its overall
supply-demand balance. AEMO has powers through the Reliability & Emergency Reserve Trader (RERT)
arrangement to contract reserve capacity.
The average of the total cost per household can be found in AEMO’s Summer 2017–18 Operations Review.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
Following a meeting with the Strathmerton community and the Moira Shire Council on 31 May 2018, VicRoads
commenced a speed review for the Murray Valley Highway. To ensure the Strathmerton community’s views are
further incorporated into the review, VicRoads will host a road safety community information session in late July.
Along with community feedback, the speed review process will also consider road engineering, traffic volumes and
pedestrian movements.
VicRoads will consider all the evidence in collaboration with Victoria Police and the Moira Shire Council, and an
informed decision will be made on the safest speed for the Murray Valley Highway through Strathmerton.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
21 June 2018

ANSWER:
Valuable feedback on options has been received from stakeholders, businesses and the community. I am advised
that Major Roads Project Authority (MRPA) is incorporating this feedback, with further analysis of the Armstrong
Creek Precinct Structure Plans, to refine planning for this project.
The work MRPA is now undertaking will continue to see the next round of designs available to share with the local
community and key stakeholders later this year.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Education
22 June 2018

ANSWER:
Thank you for your continued advocacy on behalf of the people of Eastern Metropolitan Region, especially on
matters relating to education.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to making Victoria the Education State, which includes growing
educational opportunities for all Victorians. We have invested more than $3.8 billion to improve classrooms,
upgrade facilities and build new schools across the state. This school building boom has delivered more than 1300
school upgrades and 70 new school projects across Victoria.
Unlike the former Liberal Government, which allocated nothing to Mullum Primary School, the Andrews Labor
Government invested $937 000 to Mullum Primary School for the upgrade and modernisation of its infrastructure,
including the creation of a new performing arts centre and an undercover sports court.
I understand that the arts centre has experienced some drainage issues. So, I am delighted to confirm that an
additional $150 000 in funding has been allocated to address these issues. The Victorian School Building Authority
will ensure the best outcome for Mullum Primary School is achieved through this funding.

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

Mr Purcell
Minister for Agriculture
22 June 2018

ANSWER:
On 1 May 2018, Saputo Dairy Australia completed the purchase of all the operating assets and liabilities of Murray
Goulburn Cooperative. Saputo subsequently began the process to sell the Koroit processing plant. The ACCC has
advised my department that it is not disclosing information on the sale due to the sensitivities of the nature of the
divesture undertaking and its ramifications. My department will continue to monitor the situation.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2018

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $356 million to upgrade the Shepparton line, the biggest upgrade to
the Shepparton line in a generation, and it’s being delivered by a Labor Government.
This investment includes new stabling, signalling and track upgrades, level crossing upgrades and platform
extensions at Shepparton, Mooropna, Murchison East and Nagambie stations. It will deliver VLocity trains to
Shepparton and pave the way for nine return passenger services a day.
While this work is underway, 29 extra weekly coaches between Shepparton and Seymour have been introduced to
give passengers greater travel choice. In addition, the Andrews Labor Government added nine services between
Melbourne and Shepparton in 2017, with more to come next year.
Contrast this with the announcement of only $77 million for the Shepparton line by the Liberal/National
Opposition, which won’t deliver the public transport improvements the Shepparton community is calling for.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
22 June 2018

ANSWER:
V/Line recently experienced a higher-than-usual number of staff unwell during June, which unfortunately led to
service changes and a number of cancellations across the network.
There are more than 70 drivers currently in training, which will provide greater flexibility and will also enable
V/Line to help meet the ongoing growing demand for services.
New drivers will continue to be deployed on to the network this year and into 2019.
Since 2015, the Andrews Labor Government has added nearly 600 new regional services across the network,
including on the Ballarat Line. The Ballarat Line Upgrade is also part of the $1.75 billion Regional Rail Revival
package, a program that will upgrade every regional passenger line in Victoria. This includes the Ballarat Line
Upgrade already underway, which will deliver much needed extra services in the peak and trains every 40 minutes
in the off-peak, as well as paving the way for better services for Ararat.
This investment is in stark contrast to the former Liberal National Government, which cut V/Line funds and failed
to order a single regional carriage in two years.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 24 July 2018
South Gippsland Hospital
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Bath
18 October 2017

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise the Member that South Gippsland Hospital has been allocated $1 650 000 in Round 2 of the
Regional Health Infrastructure Fund to reconfigure their operating and maternity suites. In addition to this work, the
allocation includes an additional teleconference facility and call bell stem to sup ort safety, compliance and
efficiency standards at the hospital.

Consumer scams
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Ramsay
14 December 2017

REPLY:
The Woolworths gift card text message referred to by Mr Ramsay is typical of a lottery scam. A lottery scam is a
common type of scam where the name of a legitimate organisation is used to send a genuine looking letter, email,
text message or social media post claiming that a recipient has won a prize. To claim this ‘prize’, a person is often
required to provide personal details or first pay a ‘tax’ or other fee. I note that Woolworths’ own website features
information about a number of these types of scams involving fraudulent claims about their gift cards.
The government remains committed to addressing the growing problem of scams, particularly through education
and advice to the Victorian community.
Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) is the lead agency providing education, information and advice on scams to
Victorians, and is part of the Australasian Consumer Fraud Taskforce (ACFT). This taskforce is made up of
government regulatory agencies and departments in Australia and New Zealand that work alongside private sector
groups, including banks, telecommunications companies, community groups and non-government partners. All of
these agencies and partners work together to help prevent the public from being caught out by scams or fraudulent
activity.
Each year a number of scam education campaigns are held, targeting those most at risk. On Valentine’s Day CAV
issued an alert to increase awareness of dating and romance scams to help prevent scammers causing financial and
emotional detriment. In May I launched a new campaign to arm Victorians with tips and advice to avoid becoming
a scam victim. This new campaign from CAV, in partnership with Crime Stoppers Victoria, will deliver education
sessions at libraries across the state, focussing on helping older Victorians become more scam savvy.
CAV warns Victorians about new and emerging scams through the innovative use of various mechanisms,
including social media, community groups, radio, and an online quiz covering common scams.
Scams have many variations and continue to become more sophisticated, which often makes them difficult to
identify. Encouraging the community to provide information to agencies about scams is often the best defence
against them, as this information can be used to help others recognise and avoid scams.
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Sunbury car parking
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Finn
6 February 2018

REPLY:
Parliament has conferred on councils’ responsibility for various matters, including the power to fix and enforce
parking restrictions in public areas.
The Local Government Act 1989 enables councils to plan and implement parking restrictions. More specifically the
Act allows councils to “fix, rescind or vary the days, hours, and periods of time for which, and the conditions on
which, vehicles may stand in a parking area in any highway or other parking area”.
I encourage the Member for Wester Metropolitan Region to discuss any concerns he may have on this matter with
Hume City Council.

Carer support
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Crozier
7 March 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Carer Strategy is being developed based on an extensive consultation with carers, peak organisations
and service providers. The Andrews Labor Government will be releasing the Strategy in mid 2018.
The Victorian Carer Strategy will include a focus on a broad range of carers, including young carers.
The government values and recognises carers and the Victorian Carer Strategy will provide the support and
recognition carers deserve.
The government continues to fund support services for carers. This includes supporting young carers. The
government recently provided $15 000 to Little Dreamers, a young carers support organisation to hold events
during National Carers Week.

Nagambie tourism
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events
Ms Symes
7 March 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the importance of supporting and growing regional tourism. In July
2016, I released the Victorian Visitor Economy Strategy, which identifies nine priorities to grow visitor spend to
$36.5 billion by 2025, including building on the potential of regional and rural tourism.
I note that investment in new and unique tourism experiences is a key way to draw visitors to the regions, as is the
staging of regional events. That is why the Andrews Labor Government has been investing in tourism in regional
Victoria, through a range of commitments such as $103 million Regional Tourism Infrastructure Fund, the
$20 million Regional Events Fund and through campaigns such as Visit Victoria’s Wander Victoria.
I recognise that Nagambie has many great experiences to offer visitors to our State, including food and wine,
history and nature-based experiences, and I am particularly pleased to hear about the many exciting events being
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held in your region such the Australian Skydiving Championships 2018 and the Australian Masters Rowing
Championships 2017.
I was delighted to visit Nagambie on 11 April this year to announce the two year Go Fish Regional Event and visit
the new Mitchelton Winery and launch the Growing the Goulburn River Visitor Economy Plan.
For the year ending December 2017, the total tourism expenditure in the Murray region was $1.3 billion,
representing a 3.5 per cent increase since 2014. The region also attracted approximately 5.6 million visitors,
representing an increase of 14.3 per cent since 2014.

Shepparton police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Lovell
28 March 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to give Victoria Police the resources, powers and technology that
they need to keep Victorians safe.
We are delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the funding,
recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
New police officers are being deployed to areas of greatest need, using the Staffing Allocation Model (SAM). The
SAM has been developed by Victoria Police, in consultation with the Police Association of Victoria, and endorsed
by the Victorian Government. The SAM ensures deployment of police resources is determined by evidence and
policing experts. It also safeguards the operational independence of Victoria Police.
Many Victorian communities, including the Shepparton community, can look forward to seeing an increased police
presence in their area with the roll out of additional police across the State.
Commencing in May, Victoria Police began to deploy a total of 825 additional police officers during 2018-19. As
part of this deployment, an additional 15 police have commenced deployment across the Goulbourn Valley
Division, including 13 family violence specialist officers.
Victoria Police have been consistent in their view that the presence and visibility of police out in the community is
the best deterrent of crime and offers the greatest community. reassurance. This high visibility policing model has
been reaffirmed in the recently released Community Safety Statement. The additional resources being deployed to
the Goulburn Valley Police Division will further assist local police to operate high visibility patrols and community
engagement in Shepparton.
The Government’s $2 billion 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.
As documented by the independent Crime Statistics Agency in their recent release of Crime statistics for the year
ending 31 March 2018, there has been a 4.4 per cent reduction in crime in the Greater Shepparton Local
Government Area. This is testament to the relentless work of local police across the community.
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Murray Valley Highway, Strathmerton
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
1 May 2018

REPLY:
I am advised by VicRoads that the Moira Shire Council will soon complete the construction of a pedestrian refuge
at Strathmerton, across the Murray Valley Highway.
VicRoads conducted data collection to record traffic volumes and speeds prior to the installation of the refuge and
will collect the information again after the installation. Comparison of before and after data will determine the
impact of the refuge on road user behaviour.
A meeting was held with VicRoads, Moira Shire Council and members of the Strathmerton Community Planning
Group on 31 May 2018. VicRoads and the council listened to the community’s safety concerns in relation to
crossing the Murray Valley Highway at Strathmerton. The council presented its pedestrian refuge designs and
attendees visited the proposed, refuge site to better understand the traffic movements at the location.
VicRoads will commence a speed review process that will be completed by the end of 2018. VicRoads will
consider the results of the traffic data collection, and liaise with stakeholders regarding the speed review. The
review process will involve opportunities for the broader Strathmerton community to share their views and
VicRoads will advise the community of the proposed consultation process over the coming months.

Knoxfield dam
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Ms Dunn
1 May 2018

REPLY:
The land at 609 — 621 Burwood Highway, Knoxfield has been declared surplus to current and future government
operational requirements. I referred the proposed planning scheme changes for the site to the independent
Government Land Standing Advisory Committee for consideration and to provide recommendations on the
suitability of these changes. The advisory committee is tasked with providing a consultative, transparent and timely
process for the consideration of changes to planning scheme provisions of government land.
As part of this transparent and consultative process, the proposal was exhibited for a six-week period beginning
15 January 2018. Notice of the proposal was given to surrounding owners and occupiers within a notification
boundary agreed to in consultation with Knox City Council. Supporting documentation was exhibited at locations
specified by Council and online. The advisory committee hosted a public information session on 6 February 2018
to provide the public with further detail regarding the proposal and an opportunity to ask questions about the
process and timing of the proposal. Community members were invited to make submissions outlining their views
on the proposal to the advisory committee. One hundred and fifty-four submissions were received and a number of
these related to open space, conservation values and the role of the existing dam on the site. A public hearing was
held on 8 and 9 March 2018.
The advisory committee will consider the proposal and the submissions received in providing its report and
recommendations to me. I will then assess the report and submissions received, including the environmental
significance of the site, in making my decision on the appropriate planning controls for the site.
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Lemnos solar plant
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr O’Sullivan
1 May 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government supports the economic development of the Goulburn Valley and the important role of
agriculture in supporting local communities, employment and food production. In Victoria’s Regional Statement
(2015), the Andrews Labor Government recognised that the food and fibre sector underpins the Goulburn region’s
economy and the Goulburn Murray Water Connections project. The regional statement also notes that ‘prime
agricultural land’ is a priority for the area.
For this reason, I agreed to the request from the Greater Shepparton City Council to decide on four applications for
solar farm proposals mentioned by the Member for Northern Victoria. I established a Planning Panel to carefully
examine these proposals. Public hearings commenced on 14 May 2018 and concluded on 28 May 2018. The Public
Hearings have been open to all members of the local community to have a say on these proposals. Submissions
about the role of the Shepparton area for high value fruit and dairy production have been presented. Expert advice
has also been presented about heat island issues. The Panel will consider all these matters and submit its report to
me mid-year, which will help to inform my decisions on the applications.
The Planning Panel will also advise me on how to assess future proposals for solar farms in Victoria. I will work
with my colleagues in the energy, agriculture and water portfolios to develop clear guidance to support future
development of the solar industry that strikes a sensible balance between agriculture and renewable energy
generation. Key stakeholders, such as the energy sector, the Municipal Association of Victoria and the Victorian
Farmers Federation will be consulted in preparation of draft guidelines for solar farms. The draft guidelines will be
available for public comment in the last quarter of 2018.

Fire services property levy
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Ramsay
1 May 2018

REPLY:
As part of the Fire Services Reforms, the government froze the Fire Services Property Levy for two years, so that
the amount collected in 2017/2018 and 2018/2019 would not exceed the level collected in 2016/2017. This has
been delivered.
For further information on the Fire Services Property Levy, I refer the Member to Table 4.2 on page 142 of the
2018/19 Budget Paper No 5 Statement of Finances.

Arthurs Seat Eagle
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Pennicuik
9 May 2018

REPLY:
The Hon Richard Wynne MP, Minister for Planning, is responsible for approving matters specifically required by
the planning scheme or a planning permit, that must be endorsed, approved or done to the satisfaction of the
responsible authority for the Arthurs Seat Eagle development. The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council is
responsible for enforcing the planning scheme, including any work& carried out under the scheme or the planning
permit for the Arthurs Seat Eagle development.
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Parks Victoria is continuing to deliver the landscape master plan outcome for areas of Arthurs Seat State Park
surrounding the Arthurs Seat Eagle development. It has completed over $3 million capital works within the park,
enhancing visitor experiences in the precinct.

Mill Park police station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr Ondarchie
10 May 2018

REPLY:
As I have previously advised the member, the Andrews Labor Government is firmly committed to ensuring that
Victoria Police has adequate resources and infrastructure to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians
safe.
The Government is well aware of the community safety challenges that growing suburbs such as South Morang
face, which is why we invested $15 million in the construction of the new Police Station at Mernda. The opening of
the Mernda station also serves to benefit surrounding communities such as South Morang and Mill Park by
reducing their response zone and enabling them to focus more on incidents in their immediate surrounds.
Victoria Police advised that there is not currently a need for refurbishment of the Mill Park Police Station. In fact,
the station has recently received refurbishments to accommodate the needs of the new Police Custody Officers.
We are delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the funding,
recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
Commencing in May, Victoria Police began to deploy a total of 825 additional police officers during 2018-19. As
part of this deployment, an additional 61 police, including 12 family violence specialist officers, are being allocated
across the Diamond Creek Division, which services Mill Park and South Morang.
This is the second wave of police resources to hit the beat since the first deployment of additional frontline police
funded under the 2016-17 State Budget which saw Diamond Creek division receive an additional 45 frontline
police.
In relation to the crime rate in Mill Park and South Morgan, the recent independent Crime Statistics Agency release
for the year ending 31 March 2018 indicates a 9.3 per cent reduction in crime in the Whittlesea Local Government
Area (LGA).
I can also confirm that police investigators within each region have been allocated additional resources with the aim
of preventing, deterring and investigating aggravated burglaries and carjackings. Patrols are being conducted, both
day and night at high risk locations to prevent offences taking place. Many of the offenders are on remand and
facing serious charges.
The Government’s Community Crime Prevention program has also funded nine projects in the Whittlesea LGA.
These grants have supported security improvements at community facilities and clubs, education and training
programs, public art for graffiti hotspots, a graffiti removal projects, and amenity and infrastructure improvements
projects to make public places safer.
We are listening to Victoria Police and the community about what they need, and we will continue to respond
through our record investment.
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All Nations Park
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Ms Patten
22 May 2018

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Northern Victoria, Ms Fiona Patten for her question regarding infrastructure
improvements at All Nations Park in Northcote.
All Nations Park is a wonderful community asset, and I know that it is valued by the local community and visitors
a like.
I understand that a section of All Nations Park is designated as a dog off-leash area. Darebin City Council’s
Domestic Animal Management Plan 2017-2021 acknowledges the challenges around supporting dog off-leash
areas including the effective control of dogs in these areas and considerations around additional fencing.
Darebin City Council is responsible for the management of All Nations Park, including the funding of its
infrastructure. I am advised that council has received a number of submissions recently regarding All Nations Park
as part of the council’s consultation on its 2018-19 budget.
Council will be considering all budget submissions as part of its budget process and I would encourage any
members of the community who have an interest in this area to make their views known to their local councillors.

Severe combined immunodeficiency
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Springle
22 May 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government acknowledges the importance of the newborn bloodspot screening program
which identifies babies at risk of having rare, but serious medical conditions that can affect normal development.
Screening and subsequent treatment mitigate adverse effects of these conditions in newborns, including preventing
neonatal death. The Department of Health and Human Services provides funding to Victorian Clinical Genetics
Services Limited to assess the newborn bloodspot samples.
In May 2018, Victoria, together with the other states and territories in Australia, adopted a new process for adding
new conditions in the newborn bloodspot screening programs. Anyone in Australia, including clinicians,
researchers and patient advocacy groups, can nominate a condition for inclusion in the newborn bloodspot
screening programs. This transparent and evidence-based process will ensure the ongoing success of the newborn
bloodspot screening in Victoria.
Healthier Lives, stronger economy: Victoria’s Health and Medical Research Strategy 2016-2020 reflects the
Victorian Government’s commitment to actively supporting new and evolving fields of world class medical
research and the rapid translation of proven medical advances into practice.
Victoria is also acclaimed as a world leader in health and medical discovery and translation research. This state
consistently attracts around 40 per cent of funding through the Australian Government’s National Health and
Medical Research Council (NHMRC). In 2017, Victoria received a total of $355 614 204 through the NHMRC’s
competitive grants. The Victorian Government’s $34 million in annual support to independent medical research
institutes is an important enabler of this success.
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Greater Geelong City Council
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Ramsay
22 May 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Western Victoria for his question and for the opportunity to draw attention to the progress
of the Greater Geelong City Council to address the dysfunction of the past with the assistance of the monitors.
In line with standard practice, the monitors appointed at the council continue to provide regular updates to me as
the Minister for Local Government on the performance of the council.
The monitors also provide regular updates to the council in partnership with the council administration on its
Transformation Program established by the panel of administrators. These updates include the status of key
governance reform initiatives which the council continues to make good progress towards implementing.
The monitors continue to assist and advise the council in relation to governance matters. Most recently, the
monitors supported the process to recruit the council’s new Chief Executive Officer which was a major decision
made by the council.
The council is first and foremost accountable to its community. The written updates prepared by the council and the
monitors detailing the council’s progress to implement the Transformation Program and to ensure the highest
standards of governance at the council are available on the Local Government Victoria website.
The council is making good progress to address the issues identified by the Commission of Inquiry and to embed
good governance across the organisation with the expert advice of the monitors.
I am confident the council will continue to work with the monitors to ensure it meets the standards of governance
expected by the Greater Geelong community.

Nixon Street–Goulburn Valley Highway, Shepparton
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
23 May 2018

REPLY:
I am advised by VicRoads that the traffic signals at the intersection of the Goulburn Valley Highway and Nixon
Street were designed and built in 1989 and were built according the conditions and sightlines of the time. The
westbound traffic approaching the intersection on Nixon Street is a single lane approach, with no apparent sightline
issue and, in this situation, I am advised it does not typically require a mastarm.
While I understand there is no recorded crash history at this intersection, VicRoads will conduct a road safety audit
on this intersection to investigate the number of lanterns, their position and the impact that the street trees have on
sightlines at this location.
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Mordialloc police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
23 May 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to give Victoria Police the resources, powers and technology that
they need to keep Victorians safe.
We are delivering the biggest ever investment in law and order in our state’s history, including the funding,
recruiting and deploying of an extra 3135 new police.
Commencing in May, Victoria Police began to deploy a total of 825 additional police officers during 2018-19. As
part of this deployment, an additional 29 resources, including 7 family violence specialist officers have been
allocated to the Moorabbin Division, which services Mordialloc.
The Government’s $2 billion 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. As documented by the independent Crime
Statistics Agency in their recent release of Crime statistics for the year ending 31 March 2018, there has been a
12.3 per cent reduction in crime in the Kingston Local Government Area.
In response to crime in and around Epsom Estate specifically, Victoria Police have reinforced the police presence,
regularly conducting proactive patrols across the estate and surrounding areas.

East Shepparton Bowls Club
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Ms Lovell
24 May 2018

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. That is
why the government has committed $180 million into the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund to facilitate the
upgrade and development of community sports facilities during this term of government.
To be considered for support from the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund, I would encourage a representative
of East Shepparton Bowls Club to liaise with Greater Shepparton City Council, as local government authorities are
instrumental in developing and supporting projects for consideration from the fund. I recommend East Shepparton
Bowls Club liaise directly with the Manager of Sport and Recreation, Greater Shepparton City Council, on
telephone (03) 5832 9700.

Livestock theft
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr O’Sullivan
24 May 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government takes matters of livestock theft and/or fraud very seriously.
Incidents of alleged livestock theft and farm crime are addressed under criminal laws administered and enforced by
Victoria Police.
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In Victoria, these crimes are reported to the Victoria Police ‘Farm Crime and Livestock Theft Group’, which
investigates livestock theft and other farm related crime. The group includes approximately 50 Agricultural Liaison
Officers located across Victoria, who are specially trained to deal with farm-related crime.
In March 2018, members of the Victorian ‘Farm Crime and Livestock Theft Group’ met with Agriculture Victoria
and livestock industry representatives to discuss ways in which the Victorian government and industry can work
more effectively to reduce farm crime.
Victoria has a well-established traceability system for livestock and robust systems for identifying, testing and
trading of wool. These systems can assist police in investigations and enquiries.

Shepparton Mechanics Institute
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Ms Lovell
25 May 2018

REPLY:
Key facilities for community organisations play a crucial role in supporting the wellbeing and liveability of
residents in towns and regional centres across Victoria.
In the Goulburn Valley, Shepparton Access and other organisations play an important role in supporting those in
the community with a disability, and I support the provision of government assistance to these organisations as
appropriate.
In 2010, $200 000 was provided to the trustees of the Mechanics’ Institute to undertake the initial redevelopment of
the Mechanics’ Institute building to support the work of Shepparton Access. This funding was provided through a
Victorian Community Support, Building Community Infrastructure grant.
In November 2017, Regional Development Victoria held discussions with the trustees of the Mechanics’ Institute
in relation to its plans for the final stages of the building’s redevelopment.
In February 2018, a range of possible state, federal and philanthropic funding options were provided to the trustees,
through Shepparton Access, for its consideration.
Regional Development Victoria has been asked to make contact with the Trustees of the Mechanics Institute to
provide further support and assistance in trying to identify suitable funding options for their project.

Timber industry
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr O’Donohue
25 May 2018

REPLY:
I am aware of concerns expressed by Victorian native hardwood sawmills regarding timber supply and the
Government’s purchase of the ASH Heyfield mill. I recognise the importance of maintaining open dialogue and
ongoing engagement with stakeholders around these issues. I, along with other ministers, have met and
corresponded with members of these sawmills, and understand the importance of forestry to Victorian
communities.
The Victorian Government also recognises the importance of actively ensuring strong and appropriate separation in
the Government’s environmental, industry and policy settings. I am confident that the Government has the settings
in place to ensure that there is proper governance of ASH and separation between ASH Holdings and VicForests.
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VicForests was mindful of its obligations under existing contracts with other customers when negotiating the terms
of its agreement with ASH, and the terms offered to ASH were consistent with VicForests’ legal obligation to
manage Victoria’s forests sustainably in the long-term interests of Victoria’s forest industries.
VicForests’ 2017 Resource Outlook details a reduction in high quality ash timber supply. VicForests decided not to
proceed with non-binding extension clauses within Timber Sales Agreements for Central Highlands sawmills.
However, VicForests has advised that any ash timber surplus to VicForests’ existing contractual obligations will be
offered to the market through an open and competitive future allocation process. I understand that VicForests has
begun formal consultation with its customers on potential options for forward timber allocation and the timing of
any potential process.

Monash City Council code of conduct
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mrs Peulich
25 May 2018

REPLY:
I am pleased for the opportunity to discuss the councillor conduct framework under the current Local Government
Act 1989 and the Local Government Bill 2018.
The councillor conduct framework allows councillor behaviour to be addressed by the most appropriate body. In
the first instance, councils are empowered to address councillor conduct through the development and enforcement
of their councillor codes of conduct.
Among other things, the codes must set out the processes to resolve disputes between councillors and must include
an internal resolution procedure. Enforcing these processes is a matter for the relevant council. Failure of a
councillor to comply with the internal resolution procedure or to comply with a written direction from the council
for a contravention of the code could result in a finding of misconduct by a Councillor Conduct Panel.
It is a matter for Monash City Council to enforce its councillor code of conduct, including any processes that have
been adopted as part of its code and any outcomes as the result of enforcing its code.
The Local Government Bill 2018 strengthens the conduct framework by ensuring councillor conduct principles are
included in all councillor codes of conduct and includes specific reference to sexual harassment by councillors. All
councillors will be required to make a declaration to abide by their code of conduct, including future amendments
made to the code during their term.
Councils are accountable first and foremost to the communities they are elected to represent. As such, they are
responsible for articulating the standards of councillor conduct expected by their community, the processes they
will use to ensure these standards are upheld and for enforcing their codes.

Blue-green algae
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Water
Ms Dunn
5 June 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her question on the management of Blue-green algae in Victoria,
and for her ongoing attention to the management of Victoria’s natural values.
Victoria is a world leader in water management, which we have achieved through constant vigilance and
improvement. The Victorian Government is committed to the ongoing improvement of the health of Victoria’s
catchments, waterways and water quality in response to emerging science, changing community expectations and
changes in our climate. There is no room for complacency.
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The Victorian Government has allocated a record $222 million in funding to improve the health of our waterways
and catchments.
Blue-green algae are naturally occurring and widespread in terrestrial and aquatic environments. Given the right
environmental conditions, blue green algae populations can increase rapidly, resulting in algal blooms.
Blue-green algae only become a problem to human health when concentrations reach defined trigger levels. These
trigger levels are set by the National Health Medical and Research Council. When trigger levels are reached, a
process is activated to protect human health.
Our water corporations have well established procedures to regularly test water bodies where blue-green algae
occurs.
In regard to recreational uses, Victoria’s emergency management systems are activated when outbreaks occur,
which includes issuing a range of public notifications. Ongoing testing of water and public notifications continue
until levels are safe.
In regard to drinking water, actions include isolation of affected waterways or additional treatment to ensure water
is safe to drink and compliant with the Australian Drinking Water Guidelines.
In the interests of good governance, the regulation of Victoria’s drinking water quality and public health is
undertaken by the Department of Health and Human Services, which is separate from my portfolio responsibilities.
The Department of Health and Human Services advises that there is no consistent evidence that exposure to
harmful algae causes motor neurone disease in humans. Likewise, there is no evidence that people living in the
vicinity of algae-affected water are at increased risk of developing the disease.
The Victorian Government will continue to monitor the research and science in relation to water quality to ensure
the safety of all Victorians, which is a priority for this government.

Buckley Street, Essendon, level crossing
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Truong
5 June 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan and her interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s ambitious
public transport infrastructure program, and congratulate her for asking her first public transport-related
constituency question after three months in Parliament.
It is unfortunate that the new Greens political party Member for Western Metropolitan is joining the Liberals to
stand in opposition to the removal of the dangerous and congested level crossing at Buckley Street, Essendon.
We all know the majority of locals in Melbourne’s north west support this project. The Andrews Labor
Government promised to remove the dangerous and congested Buckley Street level crossing, work began last
December, and the boom gates are expected to go by the end of 2018.
The Andrews Labor Government’s plan to safely separate Buckley Street and the network’s second busiest train
line will return 78 minutes of traffic flow during peak travel times to road users, improve reliability for rail users,
and make it safer for pedestrians and cyclists in the area.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) has been regularly consulting with the community, traders,
schools, Moonee Valley City Council, local Members of Parliament — including those in the Greens political
party — and many transport and construction experts since October 2016 about the Buckley Street level crossing
removal project.
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As part of the extensive and well publicised consultation on the Buckley Street level crossing project, local schools
including Lowther Hall and. St Columba’s, have been intricately involved providing feedback on how their
communities will benefit from the project. In fact, St Columba’s even hosted LXRA public information sessions
open to the entire Essendon community.
Improving safety is paramount to LXRA. All designs for level crossing removals follow strict regulations to ensure
the safety of the community. These safety reviews have included the safety of cyclists and the cycling infrastructure
that is included as part of the Buckley Street level crossing removal project.
LXRA is installing cycling sharrows and cycling priority boxes; calming traffic on Rose Street; implementing
40km/h speed limits on the service roads along Buckley Street; modifying the northern underpass for cyclists; and
signalising the intersection at Shamrock Street and Mt Alexander Road.
LXRA’s advice to Government is that the recommended road underpass design is the best solution for the removal
of the Buckley Street crossing. It puts safety first, involves no property acquisition, maintains current connections,
significantly improves traffic flow along Buckley Street and is designed to allow for future improvements in the
wider area.
We are getting on with the job to remove the dangerous and congested Buckley Street level crossing. The team at
LXRA will continue to work with key stakeholders and the community to ensure the safest outcome for everyone.

Ballarat West waste-to-energy facility
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer (responded to by Minister for Finance)
Mr Morris
5 June 2018

REPLY:
The Treasurer has referred this Adjournment Matter to myself to respond.
The 2014-15 State Budget provided funding of $30.2 million to deliver Stage 1 of the BWEZ project. The project
involves the development of land by the Victorian Government and the City of Ballarat to support industry and
employment in the Ballarat region. The specific purpose of the use, of the land is managed by Development
Victoria.

Container deposit scheme
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Springle
5 June 2018

REPLY:
Victoria’s litter levels have fallen every year for the past seven years. But we are always looking for ways we can
do more.
We need to make sure that any new scheme is a good fit for Victoria and that its benefits outweigh the costs.
We are watching with interest what happens in New South Wales and other jurisdictions as they introduce
container deposit schemes, and considering the implications for Victoria.
The New South Wales scheme, introduced late last year, has experienced rollout delays, unforeseen
implementation costs, and concerns around access to collection facilities.
South Australia and New South Wales have container deposit schemes, and both are experiencing impacts from
China’s trade measures.
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In the meantime, we are working with local government and industry to respond to the global market changes
flowing from China’s new trade measures.
On 3 July 2018 I released the Recycling Industry Strategic Plan, which sets out our vision for the recycling sector,
and maps out a clear set of complementary actions for transition to a more sustainable, resilient model.
The Andrews Labor Government has provided $37 million from the Sustainability Fund to deliver the Strategic
Plan. This brings our total investment in waste and resource recovery initiatives to more than $100 million over
four years — the largest allocation ever by a Victorian Government.
This investment is supporting 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.
Recently, we announced the details of our plastic bag ban, which will help reduce plastic litter and protect our
waterways and oceans. This is a significant first step to reducing plastic pollution in Victoria. Our next step is to
develop a plastic pollution plan to prioritise the most effective actions to reduce other types of plastic pollution in
Victoria.

Snug.com
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Davis
5 June 2018

REPLY:
I am aware of the company Snug Technologies Pty Ltd and its product BondCover.
BondCover is a type of guarantee intended to replace the cash bond normally paid by a tenant under a residential
tenancy agreement as security against damage to their landlord’s rental property.
As to this product’s legality, I am advised by Consumer Affairs Victoria that BondCover cannot currently be
legally offered in Victoria, or any other Australian jurisdiction.
The Victorian Government recognises the potential community benefits of new models of innovation and
disruptive technologies.
However, before it can be determined whether or not it is desirable to amend our residential tenancies laws to
enable products such as BondCover to be offered in Victoria, significant policy work is required.
I have asked Consumer Affairs Victoria to commence this work, with particular attention to be paid to confirming
whether any problems exist in the current bonds market, and identifying the costs and benefits of bond replacement
products.

St Albans Leisure Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Mr Finn
5 June 2018

REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding funding for the St Albans Leisure Centre.
Providing high quality sport and recreation infrastructure is a key aim of the government, and is integral to the
health and well-being of all Victorians. In April I announced a government commitment of $241 million for
community sport, including $60 million for the continuation of the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund and
another $15 million for the Female Friendly Facilities Fund.
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I am informed that my department is working with Brimbank City Council to maximise broader health benefits for
the community. They are working together to identify the next steps required for progressing an application for the
St Albans Leisure Centre to the Community Sports Infrastructure Fund — Better Pools category.

Farm safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr Ramsay
6 June 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to actively supporting the health and safety of Victorian farmers and their
families. Our support includes $4 million in the 2015-16 Budget to ensure the National Centre for Farmer Health
(NCFH) at Hamilton continues to deliver its award-winning programs and services.
Agriculture Victoria is currently investigating options to build a stronger culture of safety on farms, including
initiatives that complement existing government and industry support, such as the NCFH’s AgriSafe clinics and
Dairy Australia’s Farm Safety Starter Kit.
Agriculture Victoria will engage with industry and community stakeholders, including the VFF and the Victorian
Agricultural Advisory Committee, to ensure that any new Victorian Government initiatives are appropriate and
effective.

Hume Freeway–McKoy Street, West Wodonga
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
6 June 2018

REPLY:
The works at the intersection of the Hume Freeway and McKoy Street are being undertaken as part of a private
development.
As you have stated, VicRoads objected to the petrol station being built on McKoy Street. The Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal hearing resulted in the planning permit being upheld and conditions placed on the
developer to upgrade the intersection.
VicRoads undertook a road safety audit of the new intersection design. The audit considered and made
recommendations to address safety concerns and the developer has addressed all required items in the design.
VicRoads will inspect the intersection before it is returned to operation to assess the function and safety of the
intersection in its built form.
As a result of community feedback regarding the intersection upgrade works, I asked VicRoads to meet with local
business on McKoy Street in Wodonga. These one-on-one meetings were undertaken on 7 and 15 June 2018 and
provided an opportunity for local businesses to have their concerns heard and to learn more about the safety
improvements at the intersection. Further consultation regarding the intersection upgrade will be undertaken with
local landholders and the broader community.
In the meantime, VicRoads is progressing a planning study into improving access along the Hume Freeway at
Wodonga, which will determine the ultimate solution for this intersection. Community consultation will continue
as part of the planning study, with concept designs for the ultimate intersection treatment at McKoy Street to go on
public exhibition in the coming months.
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Circular economy research
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industry and Employment
Ms Springle
6 June 2018

REPLY:
Thank you for bringing to our attention Lifecycles’ recent research on the circular economy and the potential
impacts on the labour market in South Australia.
The government will contact Lifecycles to better understand their services and how they might support the
Victorian Government’s objectives.

Duranta Drive, Gowanbrae
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Finn
6 June 2018

REPLY:
I thank Mr Finn for his question and concern about landowners in Duranta Drive, Gowanbrae.
This is a local planning matter. I note that Moreland City Council is responsible for the enforcement of planning
permits and local car parking regulations. I encourage Mr Finn’s constituents to work with the council and the
developer to resolve their issues. I do not consider that an inquiry into the matter is required.
Mr Finn’s constituents may wish to seek advice from the Local Government Inspectorate or the Victorian
Ombudsman if they consider that the decisions, actions or conduct of the council require investigation.

Sydney Road, Brunswick, tram track works
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Ondarchie
6 June 2018

REPLY:
The tram track works on Sydney Road were necessary to improve reliability and safety on the tram network for the
thousands of people who use these tram services every day. Every effort is made by Public Transport Victoria
(PTV) and Yarra Trams to schedule infrastructure upgrade works at times to minimise disruption to residents and
traders.
I am advised that during the Sydney Road tram track works, road access was maintained in the work zone and
pedestrian access was maintained at all times.
PTV and Yarra Trams advised local stakeholders that shops would remain open to pedestrians during these renewal
works. In addition, Yarra Trams’ community engagement team met with the local trader association, including
individual traders along Sydney Road, to seek feedback on what could be done to support them through the
construction period.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3543

Dandenong Creek
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Leane
6 June 2018

REPLY:
Since November 2017, the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria has been investigating ongoing
pollution reports about Dandenong Creek, most relating to foamy water in and around the creek. EPA has
conducted 42 inspections in Bayswater, Ferntree Gully and the surrounding area where drainage leads from these
sites to Dandenong Creek. From these inspections, EPA has issued remedial notices to three premises that required
the installation of controls to prevent contamination of stormwater.
EPA continues to actively engage with First Friends of Dandenong Creek to share information and address
pollution concerns. Most recently, this has involved EPA working directly with First Friends of Dandenong Creek
to investigate a pollution event that occurred on 19 May 2018.
EPA and First Friends of Dandenong Creek are also exploring options for First Friends of Dandenong Creek to
participate in EPA’s citizen science program. The citizen science program provides an opportunity for volunteers to
be involved in scientific projects in their local community and aims to create a two-way working relationship
between EPA and groups such as First Friend of Dandenong Creek to better understand the cause and source of
pollution in their local area.
EPA continues to work collaboratively with Melbourne Water, South East Water and Knox City Council to address
ongoing pollution concerns at Dandenong Creek and the wider catchment. Most recently, this included conducting
joint operations and inspecting sites in response to a pollution event on 19 May 2018 to identify and address
possible sources of pollution.
On 7 June 2018, EPA met with Melbourne Water and the Centre for Aquatic Pollution Identification and
Management (CAPIM), a research organisation funded by University of Melbourne, to discuss pollution at
Dandenong Creek and to explore options to collaborate on action to address pollution at the creek. A representative
of First Friends of Dandenong Creek also attended this meeting.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested over $180 million to reform EPA to protect the environment and
human health from waste and pollution. This represents the government’s commitment to a once-in-a-generation
transformation of the EPA to equip it for the future. The government has also introduced legislative changes to
modernise EPA’s governance and overhaul the Environment Protection Act 1970. The first Bill was passed by
Parliament and received Royal Assent on 24 October 2017. The second Bill will complete the reform of the
Environment Protection Act 1970. These changes will strengthen EPA’s independence and scientific expertise, and
deliver certainty, and consistent and efficient regulation for industry. There will be a landmark shift of approach to
preventing harm to the health of Victorians and our environment.

Hallam creek
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mrs Peulich
6 June 2018

REPLY:
Improving the health and amenity of Victorian waterways is a priority for the Victorian Government.
Direction 6.3 of Melbourne’s metropolitan planning strategy, Plan Melbourne 2017-2050, is to integrate urban
development and water cycle management to support a resilient and liveable city. It is policy under this direction to
protect and enhance the health of urban waterways and to improve alignment between urban water management
and planning by adopting an integrated water management approach.
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Landmark legislation passed through the Victorian Parliament in 2017 to protect the Yarra River for future
generations positions Victoria is a leader in water management. The Yarra River Protection (Wilip-gin Birrarung
murron) Act 2017 recognises the Yarra River as one living, integrated natural entity for protection and
improvement. The new legislation has led to the implementation of stronger planning controls and the current
development of a strategic plan for the river corridor by Melbourne Water. The Plan Melbourne Implementation
Action Plan includes a commitment to scope further opportunities to introduce new planning provisions for other
river corridors.
Targets for improving both biodiversity and community values for rivers, wetlands and estuaries in the Dandenong
catchment (including Hallam creek) are a key component of Melbourne Water’s forthcoming Healthy Waterways
Strategy 2018-2028. This strategy, prepared under the Water Act 1989, is designed to guide investment and
programs by Melbourne Water, councils and other government and community organisations over the next
10 years. The draft strategy contains performance objectives for addressing pollution and litter as well as improving
the community’s access to waterways for recreational enjoyment and level of environmental stewardship. The draft
strategy will shortly be released for public consultation and all sectors of the community are encouraged to provide
feedback.
These actions demonstrate. the Victorian Government’s commitment toward ensuring continual improvement and
implementation of legislation, planning and policy to protect Victoria’s waterways.
Ensuring that individual properties are well maintained is the responsibility of the local council. Casey Community
Local Law 2018 prevents land from being kept in a manner considered to be unsightly or detrimental to the general
neighbourhood amenity. Council’s Integrated Water Management plan also delivers outcomes for water quality,
waterway health and liveability.

Hazelwood Pondage
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Resources
Ms Bath
6 June 2018

REPLY:
ENGIE commissioned GHD to prepare a Technical Report in relation to the Hazelwood Pondage, particularly the
integrity of the dam walls. ENGIE has advised that an executive summary of this report is currently under
preparation and will be made available to key stakeholders including government representatives.
ENGIE has advised that it will continue to engage with stakeholders on the matter including the Victorian
Government, Latrobe City Council, key user groups and the community.
In addition, ENGIE has advised that a third-party peer review of the GHD Preliminary Technical Report will be
undertaken over the next three months. It is anticipated that further information regarding the integrity of the dam
walls and remedial works will become clearer at that time. That information will then allow for further discussion
and consultation with key stakeholders.

Murray-Darling Basin plan
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Water
Mr O’Sullivan
7 June 2018

REPLY:
I would expect that the South Australian government takes the Weekly Times report on unauthorised taking of
water by South Australian irrigators seriously, and put measures in place to minimise it and to act when it is
detected.
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The practice of overuse was not addressed in the Murray-Darling Basin Compliance Review published in
November 2017, and we have no indication as to the scale of the practice of overuse in South Australia, or in
Queensland and New South Wales.
I note that South Australia, as quoted in the Weekly Times, did not propose any new actions to deal with this issue.
South Australia’s capacity to manage overuse effectively may be limited by their practice of requiring water users
to self-report their water use to the South Australian Department of Environment and Water, typically on a
quarterly basis.
I can confirm that in Victoria water corporations identify instances of overuse as compliance breaches and warning
notices are issued. In Victoria we are confident that our extensive metering and measurement systems are targeted
to areas where water use is highest, and provide the information needed to understand and manage the risks of
overuse.
The Andrews Labor Government has a strong record of standing up for Victorian farmers and irrigators. At the
Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council meeting on 8 June 2018 I secured assurances from the Commonwealth
that no on-farm expressions of interest will be carried out in Victoria.
I have also strongly advocated for the Basin Compliance Compact, which was approved at the Ministerial Council
meeting and will now be provided to the Council of Australian Governments for endorsement at its next meeting.
The Basin Compliance Compact represents a significant milestone in securing a consistent and transparent
approach to improving compliance with all Commonwealth and state laws applicable to water use in the Basin.

V/Line services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
7 June 2018

REPLY:
On 6 June 2018, V/Line experienced a higher-than-usual number of staff unwell, which unfortunately led to service
changes and a number of cancellations across the network.
V/Line do have standby drivers rostered; however, on occasions a service may need to be cancelled, altered or
replaced with coaches should a replacement train driver not be readily available.
There are more than 70 drivers currently in training, which will provide greater flexibility and will also enable
V/Line to help meet the ongoing growing demand for services. New drivers will continue to be deployed on to the
network this year and into 2019.

Calder Highway, Ravenswood
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
8 June 2018

REPLY:
I have been advised by VicRoads that acoustic fences have been offered to impacted property owners to reduce
noise. This offer is for property owners with changed access conditions adjacent to the Jock Comini Rest Area
entrance. VicRoads will continue to work with the property owners to finalise access arrangements.
I am advised that the project will help make sure residents don’t have to slow down on the freeway to enter their
property or merge with fast-moving traffic when they exit their property.
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Gippsland public transport
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Bath
8 June 2018

REPLY:
I regret to hear of the passengers who were inconvenienced by this incident. I investigated this issue as a matter of
urgency, and subsequently reminded V/Line of their necessity to provide reliable rail replacement coach services
with adequate seating.
In addition, I also reminded V/Line of their obligations to ensure that any unplanned disruptions or services
changes are communicated to passengers in a timely and accurate manner.
As you are aware, the Andrews Labor Government is investing more than ever before in the Gippsland line with
upgrades to power and signalling to improve reliability on the Cranbourne Pakenham corridor, and the
$530 million Gippsland Line Upgrade which will enable much needed extra services on the Gippsland line.

Gowanbrae municipality
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Finn
8 June 2018

REPLY:
Changes to a council’s external boundaries would only be considered in exceptional circumstances where
overwhelming evidence demonstrates current boundaries directly impair the council’s ability to provide good
government to an area.
In this context, the government has no plans to alter Moreland City Council’s existing municipal boundaries.
I encourage residents to take up issues of concern about council services directly with their local council. I also
expect each council to seriously consider those concerns so they can be appropriately addressed.

Ballarat railway station car parking
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Mr Morris
8 June 2018

REPLY:
Thank you for your keen interest in the Ballarat Station Precinct where the Government is redeveloping this
underutilised precinct that will include the construction of a 405-space commuter carpark equipped with modern
facilities such as lighting and CCTV. Eight of these spaces have been designated as Disability Discrimination Act
compliant spaces and all floors of this carpark are accessible via wheelchair friendly ramps. This marks a
significant increase of accessible parking spaces that more than doubles the current amount within the precinct.
Upon further investigation of the south side of the precinct, there are four Disability Discrimination Act compliant
spaces which will remain unaffected by the redevelopment. However, the existing two Disability Discrimination
Act spaces to the north of the station are within the footprint of Stage Two of the precinct redevelopment. This
phase is currently undergoing detailed design in consultation with relevant transport agencies on accessible
passenger requirements in that area of the precinct.
Your ongoing opposition to a $44 million redevelopment in Ballarat that is creating 140 jobs during construction
and 30 ongoing jobs post construction is duly noted.
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Disability sector training
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Training and Skills
Mr Leane
19 June 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
On Friday 15 June, I launched the TAFE NDIS Training Campaign at The Gordon promoting the new ‘Course in
Introduction to the NDIS’. At the launch, I had the pleasure of meeting John Gee, who is one of the Ambassadors
of the Campaign and has a disability himself.
It was fantastic to meet John and hear personally how important the work is that TAFEs are doing to support the
implementation of the NDIS, and support the needs of students with a disability so that they can take charge of and
shape their careers.
TAFEs have a key role in providing all Victorians with access to quality training that meets priority workforce
needs. This course is about providing a pathway into a rewarding career in the disability sector, and developing the
skilled workforce required to support Victorians accessing the NDIS.
The new ‘Course in Introduction to the NDIS’ has been developed as a TAFE-exclusive offering by the Victorian
Skills Commissioner. The course will be delivered state-wide across the TAFE Network, making it available to
people right across Victoria, including in the following locations in the east of Melbourne:
Box Hill Institute — Elgar campus
Melbourne Polytechnic — Greensborough campus
Federation Training — Warragul campus; Traralgon campus; and Bairnsdale campus
Chisholm Institute — Berwick campus; Frankston campus
Holmesglen — Chadstone campus; Moorabbin campus
Swinburne — Hawthorn campus; Wantirna campus
This ensures students can access the course at their local TAFE or a TAFE of their choice.
With the implementation of the NDIS, workforce demand in Victoria alone is estimated to grow by 76% by the end
of 2018-19.
The new ‘Course in Introduction to the NDIS’ is particularly targeted at those who may be reskilling or re-entering
the workforce. Victorian TAFEs have a range of student support services to help provide a rewarding experience
for students who are returning to training.
TAFEs lead the training sector in providing inclusive learning environments and are working in partnership with
service agencies to ensure delivery meets client needs.

St Kilda Junction Area Action Group
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Crozier
19 June 2018

REPLY:
I refer you to my response to the letter from the St Kilda Junction Area Action Group.
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Geelong rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Ramsay
19 June 2018

REPLY:
V/Line recently experienced a higher-than-usual number of staff unwell during June, which unfortunately led to
service changes and a number of cancellations across the network.
There are more than 70 drivers currently in training, which will provide greater flexibility and will also enable
V/Line to help meet the ongoing growing demand for services.
New drivers will continue to be deployed on to the network this year and into 2019.

Shrives and Pound roads, Hampton Park
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mrs Peulich
19 June 2018

REPLY:
I am advised by VicRoads that the road safety improvement work at this intersection is well progressed with the
implementation of a small interim roundabout. This will minimise the need for lane closures during works and keep
the traffic flow as unimpeded as possible while maintaining a low speed environment for the safety of workers and
road users.
However, this is an active worksite and some disruption is to be expected. The site is monitored to ensure continued
safety for road workers and road users as site conditions change during construction.
In regards to the temporary roadwork signing, this is in accordance with Australian Standards and is verified by
independent road safety audits and VicRoads.
Street lighting during construction has been maintained to a level consistent to before commencement of
construction and will be further upgraded as work progresses.

Ringwood Secondary College
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Leane
20 June 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I would like to thank you for raising this adjournment matter.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested more than $3.8 billion over the last four State Budgets to build,
upgrade and maintain school infrastructure across the state. As part of this record investment, Ringwood Secondary
College has received funding for Stage 2 of its upgrade and modernisation project.
The Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA) is currently reviewing the viability of building a new Science,
Technology, Engineering and Maths (STEM) building or, alternatively, building a new senior learning block at
Ringwood Secondary College. Following the review, the VSBA will work with the college to deliver the project to
the agreed scope within the available budget.
I trust this information is of assistance.
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West Gate tunnel project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
20 June 2018

REPLY:
Construction of the West Gate Tunnel Project is a massive job and while some planned disruption is unavoidable,
there are measures in place to protect local businesses and help them to get involved in supplying goods and
services to the project and its workforce.
Before tunnelling can start, a section of the North Yarra Main Sewer needs to be diverted which means some
changes to traffic arrangements and detours in place.
This detour hasn’t started yet. Ahead of it starting, the project team has had extensive conversations with
Mr Murphy to ensure appropriate arrangements are in place before the traffic changes are made.
The Project has put in special arrangements to continue to provide access for Murphy’s Transport to get onto the
street, and traffic controllers will be present to allow this and prioritise their entry and exit where possible.
At no stage was access to Murphys’ transport going to be closed.
The Project team will continue their engagement with Murphy’s Transport as the traffic changes are made and
remain committed to working positively with them.
We need to build this project now to ensure local businesses have the transport network they need. If the West Gate
Tunnel Project is not built, it will take longer to travel between the west and the city, reducing economic
opportunities, making it harder for workers to commute and increasing the cost of moving goods.

Bairnsdale Secondary College
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
20 June 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government has a strong and ambitious agenda to grow educational opportunities for all
Victorians. We have invested more than $3.8 billion to improve classrooms, upgrade facilities and build new
schools across the State. This school building boom has delivered more than 1300 school upgrades and 70 new
school projects across Victoria.
The Government is aware that schools such as Bairnsdale Secondary College may have capital or maintenance
requirements. The needs of all schools will be considered when determining priorities for the capital works
program. The Government will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing
project plans, when allocating resources in future State Budgets. The college is scheduled to be assessed as part of
Department’s Rolling Facilities Evaluation program by the end of 2018.
The Victorian School Building Authority has undertaken reinstatement works at the school related to storms in
December 2017. This included make-safe and related works as well as mould remediation.
In 2018, $169 826 was allocated to the college for maintenance and minor works funding through its SRP.
Bairnsdale Secondary College is advised to address maintenance issues as they arise, using funds allocated
annually through its SRP.
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If the college has any emergency maintenance needs, I encourage it to apply for assistance through the
Department’s Emergency Maintenance Program.
As previously advised, I would of course be pleased to visit the college when my schedule permits.
I trust this information is of assistance.

Public housing heater replacement
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Crozier
20 June 2018

REPLY:
The Department of Health and Human Services has identified that approximately 53 127 public housing homes
have gas heaters, of which 6525 are known to have Vulcan Heritage/Pyrox gas heaters.
Remedial works have commenced and the supply and installation of new gas heaters is being prioritised for
households where gas heaters have been disconnected, with priority for disconnection given to tenants who have a
serious heath related condition, are over 75 or are living in a one bedroom dwelling.
The department has taken the following steps:
– Written to the 6525 tenants who are residing in dwellings with a Vulcan Heritage or Pyrox gas heater
– Written to the remaining tenants who reside in dwellings with a gas heating appliance, advising them of the
issues associated with the Vulcan Heritage and Pyrox gas heaters
– Established a dedicated free call hotline number for tenants to call if they have any queries
– Inspecting all known Vulcan Heritage/Pyrox gas heaters and providing plug in oil filled electric heaters free of
charge to tenants
– Replacing gas heaters with a room sealed powered flue gas heater
– Continuing to collaboratively work with Energy Safe Victoria to ensure that the Victorian community as whole
is made aware of the potential risks associated with using a Vulcan Heritage or Pyrox gas heater
The department’s property maintenance contractors have engaged additional licensed and registered gas plumbers
to respond to this unprecedented immediate loss of around 10 per cent of the state’s public housing heaters. There
are about 100 gas fitters working across the state on this project.
The gas heater work in the Wodonga area is progressing with all known Vulcan gas heaters disconnected. The gas
heater replacement program has commenced and will be completed as soon as possible.

Mernda rail extension
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Ondarchie
21 June 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan for his continued interest in one of the Andrews Labor
Government’s largest rail infrastructure projects — the $600 million Mernda Rail Extension.
It was a Labor Government that extended the line from Epping to South Morang and a Labor Government is now
delivering this project. Creating more than 3000 jobs, we are extending the South Morang line for eight kilometres
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north to Mernda, with three new stations — Middle Gorge, Hawkstowe and Mernda, and adding 8000 commuters a
day to the line.
The Andrews Labor Government recently announced that the Mernda Rail Extension project is currently ahead of
schedule and test trains are now running along the eight kilometres of new rail.
Good weather and smart design decisions have contributed to the project running ahead of schedule.
The decision to take 14 per cent of the new rail over local roads means that we have spared the community from
the prolonged impacts that would have been associated with attempting to dig out very hard basalt rock.
We have worked closely with nearby residents to manage impacts and have a range of mitigations in place to
support the community throughout peak periods of construction.
In all, around 1000 trains a week will run between Mernda and the city — the Mernda Rail Extension will be
delivered ahead of schedule and within budget by the Andrews Labor Government.

Cape Otway Road Australia project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Dr Ratnam
21 June 2018

REPLY:
The Surf Coast Shire Council has requested that I act as the planning authority for a proposed amendment to the
Surf Coast Planning Scheme to facilitate the delivery of the Cape Otway Road Australia (CORA) project by the
proponent COESR Pty Ltd.
The council considers this proposed major project, comprising an elite sports training facility, retail village, hotel,
wellness centre, eco lodges and rural residential lots, to be of state and regional significance.
I will consider the advice of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning before I respond to the
council’s request.
I am aware of the public interest in this proposal and that concerns are being raised about its scale, proximity to
Lake Modewarre, and potential environmental, social and economic impacts.
If a planning scheme amendment proceeds, it will be subject to public exhibition in accordance with the Planning
and Environment Act 1987. In these circumstances, all interested and affected parties will have the opportunity to
make a submission on the proposed amendment and have their views heard by an appointed independent planning
panel before any final decision on the amendment is made.

Roadworks speed limits
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Melhem
21 June 2018

REPLY:
Safety at road worksites is a strategic and important issue for VicRoads and the traffic management industry. As
such, VicRoads advises me it has signed a Statement of Agreement with Austroads and all other State Road
Authorities, with the intention that it demonstrate jurisdictional commitment to adopt the following work:
– The development of a Code of Practice for Temporary Traffic Management (COPTTM) that will deliver a
nationally harmonised approach to temporary traffic management guidance and practice in Australia;
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– The redevelopment and adoption of a nationally harmonised Traffic Controller Training that will achieve a
consistently high standard of traffic management practice and support a nationally mobile industry. The new
material and modules will allow the adoption of practices similar to those already adopted in New Zealand; and
– Investigation into Registration Scheme for Traffic Controllers in partnership with industry to ensure that
practitioners are trained by approved Registered Training Organisations and that certification can be readily
accessible by a mobile industry.
At times, work site traffic management is not entirely set up in accordance with the relevant Codes and Acts. I am
advised that where this is identified, VicRoads has a process in place where these non-compliances are addressed
by the traffic management company and the contractor that is responsible for that site. Additionally, VicRoads
surveillance officers monitor worksite traffic management and provide feedback.
If poor traffic management is observed at work sites it can be reported to the VicRoads Traffic Management Centre
on 131170, via their website https://www.vicroads.vic.gov.au/, or via WorkSafe at
https://www.worksafe.vic.gov.au/.

Murray Basin rail project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr O’Sullivan
21 June 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering the Murray Basin Rail Project and it’s essential that
we get it right.
The second stage of the Murray Basin Rail Project is largely complete, with freight trains running between Yelta
and Maryborough, and between Maryborough and Ararat on a standard gauge line, enabling freight trains to carry
more produce to ports.
We have been consulting with industry to get the best outcomes for the movement of freight and these stakeholders
have told us they want better alignment between the remaining work on the Murray Basin Rail Project, the Ballarat
Line Upgrade and the Andrews Labor Government’s recently announced Freight-Passenger Rail Separation
Project.
The Freight-Passenger Rail Separation Project will untangle the Ballarat rail network and provide faster and more
reliable freight paths from the Murray Basin region to the ports.
The Freight-Passenger Rail Separation Project will ensure that we maximise the benefits of both the Murray Basin
Rail Project and the Ballarat Line Upgrade — meaning more passenger services in the future and dedicated
pathways for freight to the ports.
This includes a fifth daily V/Line service to Ararat, paving the way for additional services to Maryborough and
retaining the dual-gauge connection between Maryborough and Dunolly to allow future passenger rail to Dunolly.
Our priority is to keep trains running so our farmers and freight operators aren’t disadvantaged, while we continue
to deliver these important projects.
We are continuing to consult with industry as we determine the best way to deliver these projects to ensure
disruption to their operations is minimised and they continue to have access to the Ports of Geelong and
Melbourne.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region bus services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Dunn
21 June 2018

REPLY:
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) works with Transdev to improve service performance, and to mitigate any delays
due to scheduled occupations on the public transport network that may impact Transdev services.
Additionally, Transdev and PTV work collaboratively with VicRoads and local councils to develop initiatives that
will improve service delivery or remove impediments to bus priority on the network.

Mentone Girls Secondary College
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Springle
21 June 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government has invested more than $3.8 billion to improve classrooms, upgrade facilities and
build new schools across Victoria. This school building boom has delivered more than 1300 school upgrades and
70 new school projects across the state. Our ongoing challenge, however, is to responsibly balance and prioritise
the needs of over 1500 government schools, all in varying condition.
The Government is aware that schools such as Mentone Girls’ Secondary College may have capital or maintenance
requirements. The needs of all schools will be considered when determining future priorities for the capital works
program. We will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans,
when allocating funding in future State Budgets.
I am advised that the Victorian School Building Authority (VSBA) has undertaken MakeSafe activities at the
school. Consistent with the role of the school to manage its assets, a structural engineer attended the school. The
report of the engineer informed the school that there were no major structural issues to be addressed.
I understand that the VSBA is working with the school to identify suitable contractors to repair windows that have
non-friable asbestos. The 2016-17 State Budget increased the resources available through the annual Student
Resource Package so that all schools, including Mentone Girls Secondary College, share in $72.5 million every
year. This funding is used to address any maintenance requirements as they arise.
I note that as at May 2018, Mentone Girls’ Secondary College had $3.5 million in its bank account.
I trust this information is of assistance.

Cardinia Cultural Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Mulino
21 June 2018

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Eastern Victoria for raising this matter with me.
The Victorian Government is making a significant investment of $200 million through the Growing Suburbs Fund
towards meeting the critical infrastructure needs of communities in Melbourne’s diverse and fast-growing interface
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local government areas. This fund has brought forward many community infrastructure priorities, delivering
projects that improve the amenity, liveability and resilience of interface communities, whilst supporting
connections, enhancing services and providing local jobs.
The Growing Suburbs Fund is designed to support Melbourne’s ten interface councils, encompassing Cardinia,
Casey, Hume, Melton, Mitchell, Mornington Peninsula, Nillumbik, Whittlesea, Wyndham and Yarra Ranges.
The fund recognises the important role local government plays in creating liveable communities and is positioned
to respond quickly to the pressures being experienced by interface communities by bringing forward local projects
that will make a big difference in the day-to-day lives of outer suburban families.
The Growing Suburbs Fund contribution of $3 million towards the redevelopment and extension of the Cardinia
Cultural Centre will provide the community with a dedicated creative arts space and greatly enhance community
connections.
I have asked my department to work closely with Cardinia Shire Council and the community in the construction
schedule and milestones for the Cardinia Cultural Centre redevelopment project to ensure best outcomes for the
community.
I look forward to celebrating with local councils the successful delivery of community infrastructure projects
funded under the Growing Suburbs Fund, including the redeveloped Cardinia Cultural Centre.

Ballan Road–Anniversary Avenue, Wyndham Vale
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
22 June 2018

REPLY:
There are currently a no right turn sign and double lines in place which make turning right from Ballan Road to
Anniversary Avenue illegal.
VicRoads works closely with Victoria Police and has requested appropriate enforcement be undertaken to assist
with behaviours relating to the right turn ban at this intersection.
VicRoads advises it is working with the Wyndham City Council to identify options to improve safety at this
intersection.

Pick My Project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer
Mrs Peulich
22 June 2018

REPLY:
The Member has raised an issue that falls outside my ministerial responsibilities. Pick my Project is the
responsibility of the Premier and the Member would be advised on future occasions to raise these issues directly
with the Premier.
However, on this occasion, I am advised that Victorians everywhere now have the chance to pitch their ideas for
community projects and to vote for them, thanks to the Andrews Labor Government’s $30 million Pick My Project
fund.
In a Victorian-first, all residents aged 16 and over will be able to submit their idea for consideration under the
program and then vote for the projects they think are most important.
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All they’ll need is an idea that helps build a stronger community, and the backing of a local organisation,
community group, school, local council, or other eligible group able to help deliver the project.
Project ideas submitted as part of Pick My Project will be reviewed to ensure applications align with the project
guidelines and FAQs. Consultation will also be undertaken with nominated partner organisations and landholders,
where applicable, to ensure the project idea is supported by these organisations. Applicants, partner organisations
and landholders will be advised of their eligibility just prior to the commencement of public voting.
Scheduled to commence in August 2018, voting will occur through the Pick My Project website. A two-factor
authentication process will be used to help ensure eligible Victorians aged 16 and above vote only once. The
project team will also be undertaking a series of quality assurance measures throughout voting to provide
safeguards that the process is conducted fairly.
The Andrews Labor Government knows that locals know what’s best for their community, and Pick My Project is
a wonderful opportunity for their ideas to become a reality.
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Wednesday, 25 July 2018
Goulburn Valley Health radiotherapy services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
15 November 2017

REPLY:
In response to your Adjournment Debate question raised on 15 November 2017 regarding Goulburn Valley Health
radiotherapy services, I refer the Member to my response to you of 30 January 2018 and two earlier responses on
8 March 2017.

Melbourne Sexual Health Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Wooldridge
15 December 2017

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to reducing rates of sexually transmissible infections which are a
significant public health concern for Victorian communities.
The rates of sexually transmissible infections have been rising in Victoria and nationally for over a decade.
In response to these increases the Victorian Sexually Transmissible Infections Workplan 2017-18 was developed by
the Department of Health and Human Services’ Advisory Committee on Blood Borne Viruses and Sexually
Transmissible Infections. This workplan provides a framework for action by the department in partnership with the
sector.
Additionally, in September 2017 a Ministerial Roundtable was held to discuss current and emerging issue’s. The
Director of the Melbourne Sexual Health Centre attended the Roundtable and is a member of the Departmental
Advisory Committee on Blood Borne Viruses and Sexually Transmissible Infections.
The government has also announced the establishment of eight sexual and reproductive health hubs over the next
four years, to increase access to sexual and reproductive health services across Victoria.
I commend the excellent services the Melbourne Sexual Health Centre delivers for the Victorian community.

GenesisCare
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
6 February 2018

REPLY:
I refer the Member to my response to you of 30 January 2018 and two earlier responses on 8 March 2017.
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Ballarat Base Hospital
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Morris
8 May 2018

REPLY:
$461.6 million has been committed for the expansion and redevelopment of the Ballarat Base Hospital. The cash
flow for the project represents the extensive planning and design work that will occur before construction works
begin.
Hospital redevelopments of this scale are complex in nature and require extensive planning to maintain the hospital
functions whilst construction works are occurring.
The expansion and redevelopment of the Ballarat Base Hospital will provide the additional capacity to meet the
identified service demand and meet contemporary best practice.

Ambulance service payment guidelines
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Wooldridge
9 May 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government pays for emergency and non-emergency ambulance patient transport for pensioners and
healthcare card holders if it is clinically necessary in most cases. For a patient transport to be considered clinically
necessary the patient must need clinical monitoring or assistance during the transport and it must be medically
authorised by an appropriate health professional.
On 1 July 2014 the previous Liberal National Government changed the fee arrangements for ambulance and patient
transport. One of the changes related to transports from private healthcare facilities. At this time, private healthcare
facilities became responsible for payment of clinically necessary transport of pensioners and healthcare card
holders from their facilities, as it is considered to be a component of the patient’s care in that facility.
At the time these changes were introduced, nearly four years ago, significant engagement was undertaken with
stakeholders, including the private healthcare sector. It is at the discretion of private healthcare facilities to
determine how to manage the costs associated with clinically necessary ambulance transport.
Representatives of my department recently met with Day Hospitals Australia to discuss this matter, and will
continue to engage on the issue of fee arrangements.

Queen Elizabeth Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Springle
10 May 2018

REPLY:
The Queen Elizabeth Centre (QEC) is one of three specialist, state-wide Early Parenting Centres seeing
approximately 3000 families across Victoria each year.
Early Parenting Centres offer a range of specialist services to families requiring intensive parenting support to build
their parenting skills and ability to provide sensitive care for their children. Dependant on need and complexity of
issues, families may participate in a day-stay group program, in-home assessment and support, or residential stays.
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Early Parenting Centres are health services under the Health Services Act 1988. They are not universal services.
Early Parenting Centres are allocated over $10.7 million per year to provide specialist services to families with
significant parenting, parent-child attachment, or sleep and settling issues.
The Victorian Health and Human Service Building Authority is undertaking robust service planning to develop a
service plan for the three Early Parenting Centres. This will include examination of demand for services and
consideration of options to address current and future service demand.
Maternal and Child Health Services, and the Maternal and Child Health Line are the universal service available to
all families. These services provide information on feeding and sleeping, and assess and support healthy childhood
development. Maternal Child Health nurses can also screen a parent for issues such as depression.
Enhanced Maternal and Child Health Services are available for parents who need additional support with sleep,
settling premature babies or multiple births.
In 2017-18 the Victorian Government invested an additional $81.1 million to Enhanced Maternal and Child Health
Services to provide extra support to parents.

Ballarat Base Hospital
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Morris
22 May 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government announced $461.6 million in the 2018/19 state budget to significantly expand and
redevelop the Ballarat Base Hospital, extensive planning and design work will occur to ensure the optimal service
delivery within the hospital
The Gardiner-Pittard building was opened in 2017 providing a new main entry to the hospital, 30 acute beds with
expansion zones for future growth, a helipad and a new multi-level carpark.
A further $1 million was committed from the Rural Health Infrastructure Fund in 2017 for planning and design of
the shell space within the building and a feasibility study was completed to locate additional theatres and a hot floor
within this expansion zone.
Given the scale of the Ballarat Base Hospital expansion, a review of all existing services, including theatres, will be
completed to ensure the redevelopment optimises the critical functional relationships within the hospital and locates
the right functions within the right areas of the existing, or potentially new buildings.
The expansion and redevelopment of the Ballarat Base Hospital will provide the additional capacity required to
meet demand and contemporary best practice. This will enable local people to get the medical services they need at
a location closer to their homes.

Building cladding replacement
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Davis
23 May 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Southern Metropolitan for raising this important matter with me.
I am very conscious of the significant concern in the community about risks presented by combustible cladding on
high-rise buildings, as well as the associated costs that may arise to deal with these risks. In dealing with these
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matter, public safety is always the Victorian Government primary concern. That is why, following the interim
report of the Victorian Cladding Taskforce, the Victorian Building Authority (VBA) is working with local
government to inspect buildings that have been identified as being at risk of having combustible cladding. These
buildings are independently assessed by an expert advisory panel and, where necessary, recommendations made for
urgent actions that need to be taken to reduce the risks to residents. Our number one priority is to ensure that people
are safe in their homes.
Under current legislation, owners corporations are required to manage, administer, repair and maintain the common
property including external cladding, organise insurance, raise fees and levies from owners to discharge their role
and ensure compliance with the law. The owners corporations and individual owners are occupiers of common
property and each has a duty to take steps to prevent injury or damage to persons arising from the state of the
premises.
Nonetheless, I recognise that the issue of the cost of rectification is a significant concern for some owners. That is
why, consistent with the recommendations of the Victorian Cladding Taskforce, I have directed the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to develop options for owners to access low cost funding.
DELWP is also working actively to better understand the extent of non-compliant cladding and the risks involved,
so that it can develop practical guidance for owners about appropriate actions for rectifying buildings based on an
expert safety risk assessment. I hope to have more to update the Parliament on in relation to these matters in the
near future.
Regarding the correspondence you received from Kevin and Jennifer Opie about the costs associated with the
rectification of non-compliant cladding on their building, I can confirm that my office has also been in contact with
Mr and Mrs Opie and advised them of this same information.
Further information and updates can be found on the DELWP website at:
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/building-policy/victorian-cladding-taskforce
Updates on the Victorian Building Authority’s audit and safety notices are released at: http://www.vba.vic.gov.au/.

Carp herpesvirus
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Shing
5 June 2018

REPLY:
As you are aware, the Andrews. Labor Government is working with the Commonwealth and other state
governments to develop a comprehensive National Carp Control Plan. However, your question around controls for
this pest species best sits with my colleague, the Minister for Agriculture.

Anglesea land use
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Ramsay
7 June 2018

REPLY:
I expect the final Anglesea Futures Land Use Plan to be released shortly.
Feedback received on the exhibited Anglesea Futures Draft Land Use Plan, as well as relevant policy and site
attributes, is being considered in the preparation of the final plan.
The feedback received has been documented in a summary of feedback report. The Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning publicly released the Anglesea Futures Summary of Feedback: Draft Land Use Plan and
Engagement Report (June 2018) on 15 June 2018.
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This report outlines the key areas of interest expressed by the community and stakeholders about future land uses
for the area.
It includes a summary of the 365 survey responses and 69 written submissions received during the community
consultation on the Anglesea Futures Draft Land Use Plan, together with a summary of the feedback received over
the three-year Anglesea Futures Community Conversations series.

Waste management
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Dr Carling-Jenkins
19 June 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has provided over $100 million for waste and resource recovery initiatives in the
last four years— the largest allocation by any Victorian Government. Over $600 million in Sustainability Fund
spending in total has been committed over the forward estimates.
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 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 programs,
including the $2 million Waste to Energy Infrastructure Fund and the New Energy Jobs Fund.
Last year I released a discussion paper on waste to energy opportunities for Victoria. Feedback received is being
considered by government, and we expect to respond in the coming months.
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria conducts ongoing monthly site inspections to ensure the operator
of Melbourne Regional Landfill complies with its licence, and to ensure any issues are addressed in a timely
manner.
EPA also operates a 24-hour hotline to provide the community with a means of reporting pollution, in conjunction
with an after-hours response roster so these community reports can be addressed immediately. This approach
ensures that environmental issues are responded to and holders of EPA licences are held to account when issues
occur.
If community members are experiencing odour, I would encourage them to report pollution to EPA via the hotline
number 1300 372 842. This will ensure that all reports are logged and responded to appropriately.

Early childhood language program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Early Childhood Education
Mr Elasmar
19 June 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
As part of the $135.9 million investment in early childhood education in the 2018-19 State Budget, the Andrews
Labor Government is delivering $17.9 million for the first state-funded language program ever to be rolled out in
kindergartens.
Starting next year, the Early Childhood Languages Program will give more than 3000 children in up to 130
kindergartens the opportunity to learn in another language. This program will enable specialist language teachers to
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deliver up to three hours of weekly language sessions and enable a further 10 services to become bilingual, that is,
deliver up to half of their program in another language.
The Department of Education and Training held 14 information sessions across Victoria including in your local
areas of Preston, Melbourne and Broadmeadows. These sessions were very well attended by early childhood
services, parents and other interested community members. They outlined further detail about the program, the
benefits of learning another language and how to apply.
There is currently an Expression of Interest process underway, open to all early childhood services with a
state-funded kindergarten program and including other eligibility criteria, that will determine the language selection
based on the interests of kindergartens and their communities. Completed applications must be submitted to the
Department of Education and Training by 20 August 2018.
I would encourage you to write to your local kindergarten services about this exciting initiative.

Australian Paper Maryvale mill
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Dunn
20 June 2018

REPLY:
Australian Paper has submitted a proposal to Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria for the construction
of a waste to energy facility in the Latrobe Valley. I am confident that EPA Victoria will effectively and impartially
assess this proposal. I am not able to comment further on a matter that is currently being assessed by EPA Victoria.
Over the last four years, the Andrews Labor Government has invested over $100 million for waste and resource
recovery initiatives — the largest allocation ever by a Victorian Government. Over $600 million in Sustainability
Fund spending in total has been committed over the forward estimates.
In comparison, the former Coalition Government allocated less than $15 million in new Sustainability Fund
spending across all programs in their entire four years in government.
The Andrews Labor Government understands that Victoria’s forests are highly valued in the community. Our
forests are managed for multiple benefits and the government is committed to achieving an appropriate balance
between the protection of Victoria’s forest values, through our system of parks and conservation reserves, and
setting appropriate environmental standards for sustainable timber harvesting activities in the Code of Practice for
Timber Production 2014.
The Andrews Labor Government has recently delivered the following additional protections for forests:
– A 2500-hectare protection area in and around the Kuark forest of East Gippsland.
– Exclusion of all large trees greater than 2.5 metres in diameter from timber harvesting operations statewide.
– An investment of $35.9 million for “Delivering greater community value from Victoria’s forests” including
$18 million for an enhanced program of surveys, to ensure threatened species protection requirements are being
met before harvesting occurs and improve our knowledge of their distribution across the forest estate.
– A significant boost to Victoria’s forestry and wildlife compliance operations with an investment of
$30.3 million, including 25 new roles in frontline compliance and six roles in data and intelligence support.
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Autism Plus
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Mr Finn
21 June 2018

REPLY:
After a series of investigations — including a report by the Victorian Ombudsman, the Victorian Government
conducted an independent investigation in disability provider, Autism Plus which resulted in an Administrator
being appointed earlier this year.
This decision to recommend to the Governor in Council that an Administrator be appointed, was not made lightly.
It was made because the government was not satisfied that appropriate steps had been taken by Autism Plus to
make significant improvements in their operations and the way they care for people with a disability.
While I support those who share my concerns about keeping their loved ones safe, I do not shy away from calling
for the highest standards possible from agencies responsible for providing care to vulnerable people.
The Administrator appointed has successfully overseen the support of people with complex needs and is
maintaining and improving the day-to-day delivery of services to clients. They have been overseeing the continued
operation of the service whilst making improvements to strengthen quality and safety.
The Administrator is working closely with the Department of Health and Human Services on a strategy to ensure
the ongoing provision of services to clients supported by Autism Plus. I would seek to reassure the families that
continuity of service and care will continue for their loved ones as we work through this process.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 26 July 2018
Livestock theft
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
1 May 2018

REPLY:
Victoria Police takes the matter of livestock theft very seriously, dedicating significant resources across the State to
manage farm crime as part of the Agricultural Liaison Officer (AGLO) program.
AGLOs are placed out in the regions to oversee farm crime and livestock theft investigations where required. They
work closely with their colleagues including divisional crime investigation units to detect and disrupt farm crime.
In relation to the members concerns about underreporting of farm crime, AGLOs also play a vital role in
encouraging the reporting of livestock theft. In doing so they are able to maintain a knowledge of local trends,
issues, and engage with partners to identify and mitigate risks in farming practice.
In establishing and maintaining relationships with the farming community, AGLOs provide guidance and
assistance in relation to farm crime and livestock theft while also maintaining a focus on operational policing.
The Andrews Labor Government commends Victoria Police for their continued efforts, through the dedication of
these resources, to combat livestock theft and farm crime in our regional communities.
We will continue to work closely with the Chief Commissioner of Police and farm crime experts to ensure Victoria
Police continue to be well placed to respond to this matter.

Perth Avenue–Ballarat Road, Albion
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Truong
22 May 2018

REPLY:
As you may appreciate, VicRoads receives many requests each year for the installation of pedestrian signals
throughout Victoria. All requests are considered and evaluated on a statewide basis with consideration given to
factors such as the number and type of vehicles using the intersection, the need to cater for pedestrians, the
historical safety record of the site, the impact that treating the intersection would have on the performance of the
surrounding road network and the implementation costs.
Based on the above context, any improvement proposals, such as pedestrian-operated signals at the intersection of
Perth Avenue and Ballarat Road, Albion, will be considered for funding in a future program.
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Werribee police numbers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Dr Carling-Jenkins
5 June 2018

REPLY:
I can assure the member that the Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that Victoria Police have
the necessary resources to protect and service our community.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for June 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 2,
which covers the Wyndham area, has 492.16 FTE positions. This is an increase of 68.13 FTE positions, since
November 2014. Of the total allocation, 128.29 FTE positions are allocated to general duties in the Wyndham
Police Service Area. This is an increase of 40.26 FTE positions, since November 2014.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
As a result of this investment, the North West Metro Division 2 has already received an additional 41 general duties
police officers, with an additional 42 police resources, include 9 family violence specialist officers, rolling out from
May 2018.
I also recently opened the Wyndham Multi-Disciplinary Centre (MDC) which brings together police and a range of
legal and counselling services to give victims of family violence, sexual assault and child abuse one point for the
critical support they need — under one roof. This Centre was made possible by a $10 million investment from the
Andrews Labor Government.
We also built Wyndham North Police Station, we’re building a new Wyndham Police Station and acquiring land
for a future Point Cook Police Station.
In addition, the Government has invested $210 million in the establishment of the Police Assistance Line and
Online Reporting tool. Under this new system, which will be fully operational by the end of 2019, calls or online
enquiries will be triaged by a contact centre run by sworn police officers and staff.
These services will provide greater convenience to the community and assist to reduce the instance of peak service
demands at all police stations.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is already making a real difference, driving
down crime by 10.3 per cent in the Wyndham Local Government Area, in the year to 31 March 2018, as reported
by the independent Crime Statistics Agency.

Hume Freeway–McKoy Street, West Wodonga
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
6 June 2018

REPLY:
The works at the intersection of the Hume Freeway and McKoy Street are being undertaken as part of a private
development.
As you have stated, VicRoads objected to the petrol station being built on McKoy Street. The Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal hearing resulted in the planning permit being upheld and conditions placed on the
developer to upgrade the intersection.
VicRoads undertook a road safety audit of the new intersection design. The audit considered and made
recommendations to address safety concerns and the developer has addressed all required items in the design.
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VicRoads will inspect the intersection before it is returned to operation to assess the function and safety of the
intersection in its built form.
As a result of community feedback regarding the intersection upgrade works, I asked VicRoads to meet with local
business on McKoy Street in Wodonga. These one-on-one meetings were undertaken on 7 and 15 June 2018 and
provided an opportunity for local businesses to have their concerns heard and to learn more about the safety
improvements at the intersection. Further consultation regarding the intersection upgrade will be undertaken with
local landholders and the broader community.
In the meantime, VicRoads is progressing a planning study into improving access along the Hume Freeway at
Wodonga, which will determine the ultimate solution for this intersection. Community consultation will continue
as part of the planning study, with concept designs for the ultimate intersection treatment at McKoy Street to go on
public exhibition in the coming months.

East–west link
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ondarchie
7 June 2018

REPLY:
Extensive independent investigations of the need and performance of major infrastructure options have been
undertaken:
The issues of the need, economic performance, priority and timing of a range of potential major transport
infrastructure projects for Melbourne have been the subject of extensive investigation and consideration by the
Government’s independent infrastructure advisor, Infrastructure Victoria.
In particular, Infrastructure Victoria has investigated, amongst a range of options, the relative performance of a
North East Link and an East West Link East (EWL-E) between the Eastern Freeway and CityLink.
Infrastructure Victoria’s investigation showed that the North East Link would make a superior contribution, in
comparison with an EWL-E, in meeting fundamental economic and community needs, as follows:
– North East Link would make a ‘significant’ contribution to meeting the needs of freight supply chains and make
a ‘moderate’ contribution to improving access to middle and outer metropolitan employment centres.1
– EWL-E would make a ‘Low’ contribution to meeting these needs.2
The North East Link Business Case shows that following the opening of North East Link, by 2036, the projected
increase of traffic on the Eastern Freeway of 95 000 vehicles per day (compared with not building North East Link)
would occur on the section of Eastern Freeway, between North East Link and Doncaster Road, that is to the east of
North East Link.
The Business Case modelling further shows that the increase of traffic on Eastern Freeway east of Hoddle Street is
projected at 10 000 vehicles per day by 2036, not 100 000 vehicles per day, as implied by the question asked.
In regard to the issue of traffic congestion in Epping Road, the Government is duplicating Epping Road between
Memorial Avenue and Craigieburn Road to reduce traffic congestion, as part of the Northern Arterial Roads
package announced in the recent State Budget.
The Government has no plans to construct the East West Link Eastern Section.
1
2

Infrastructure Victoria, 2016, ‘Options Book’, p. 536
Infrastructure Victoria, 2016, ‘Options Book’, p. 313
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St Kilda police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Fitzherbert
7 June 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that Victoria Police has the power and resources it
needs to reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.
An additional 25 police are being deployed across the Prahran Division, which services St Kilda, 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.
Victoria Police has focused resources on the Barkley St/Carlisle St precinct in recent months, with a number of
arrests taking place following investigations into drug offences.
Specifically, the Victoria Police Mounted Branch and Transit Police have been engaged and tasked to support local
resources. Victoria Police has also engaged with the City of Port Phillip (the Council) Department of Health and
Human Services (DHHS), the National Theatre CEO, Friends of St Kilda Hill Community Group, residents and
local traders to maintain a regular dialogue between multiple parties in relation to drug offences in the precinct.
A Community Safety Audit was conducted on 23 April 2018 with best practice Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design principles being followed. The Community safety audit had representatives from the
community, National Theatre management, Office of Housing, DHHS, the Council and Victoria Police in attendance.
An action plan has been developed outlining crime prevention strategies to be enacted by both government and
non-government agencies, with Victoria Police and stakeholders maintaining a presence and focus on the area to
enhance community safety.
The Victorian Government has also invested in a range of crime prevention and safety programs to help prevent
crime, improve safety and encourage communities to enjoy our public spaces in St Kilda. This includes almost
$750 000 in CCTV and other measures on Fitzroy Street, Little Grey Street and on the St Kilda foreshore.
Victoria Police have advised that members of the community have observed improvements to safety in recent
times, to which they have reported back to Victoria Police.
While there is still work to do, the independent Crime Statistics Agency data for the year ending 31 March 2018
indicates that the Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference,
driving down crime by 8.6 per cent across the Port Phillip Local Government Area.

Neighbourhood Watch
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Shing
19 June 2018

REPLY:
Thank you for your question. I am pleased to advise that the Andrews Labor Government’s Community Safety
Statement (CSS) 2018-19 prioritises greater support for organisations like Neighbourhood Watch as one of its core
crime prevention initiatives.
Accordingly, $1.3 million has been committed over the next four years to support Neighbourhood Watch to deliver
crime prevention initiatives across metropolitan and regional Victoria. The funding represents a significant
investment in core capabilities of Neighbourhood Watch Victoria. This funding will support:
– improving and modernising the Neighbourhood Watch Victoria brand and its awareness
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– building the membership base and means of connecting with and building capacity of members.
Neighbourhood Watch Victoria is also a key partner in the establishment of 12 Community Safety Networks.
These networks form a partnership between Government, Victoria Police, Neighbourhood Watch and Crime
Stoppers to bring local communities together to discuss crime issues and policing priorities.
Funding of $50 000 is available for each Community Safety Network to develop and deliver community safety
projects. The first six networks, which includes Latrobe, commenced in late 2017.
Funding is also available over the next four years to support communities to implement local crime prevention
initiatives through the continuation of the Community Safety Fund, Public Safety Infrastructure Fund and Graffiti
Prevention Grants programs.
These programs provide funding to Councils and community organisations for a range of community safety and
crime prevention initiatives such as the installation of CCTV, lighting and murals, as well as the delivery of
education awareness programs.
Neighbourhood Watch groups are encouraged to meet with their Council to discuss their local crime issues and
possible solutions. More information about these grant programs, including opening and closing dates, is available
at: https://www.crimeprevention.vic.gov.au/

Elwood police patrols
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Ms Fitzherbert
21 June 2018

REPLY:
I share the member’s sentiments regarding the tragic death of Eurydice Dixon and the outpouring of grief from the
community.
Firstly, if any of your constituents experience stalking-like behaviour or feel that their immediate safety is at risk
they must call the emergency number ‘000’ to report the incident to local police. Providing police with a physical
description of any suspicious individual is vital information for local police tasking and investigations and may
eventuate in the successful prosecution of a potentially violent offender.
I am pleased to advise that an additional 25 police have been allocated to the Prahran Division which services the
suburb of Elwood. This includes seven crime scene investigation specialists and six family violence specialists
which are shared across the broader Division. This 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.
In regards to further Government action undertaken to protect against such offending behaviour, a suite of new
laws came into effect in May 2017 giving Victoria Police stronger powers to better monitor and investigate
registered sex offenders.
Under changes to the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, police have the ability to take DNA and fingerprints
from convicted sex offenders without a court order. This includes those convicted for crimes interstate or
internationally. Victoria Police were also given powers to capture DNA or fingerprints from those offenders
already on the Sex Offenders Register, but who did not previously have a court order to have DNA or fingerprints
taken. Police also have new powers to search registered sex offenders, and their homes, to ensure compliance with
their reporting obligations.
The Government also recently announced a $25 million Community Crime Prevention package. This includes
$4 million in Crime Prevention Grants to boost public safety. These will see councils eligible to apply for up to
$250 000 under the Public Safety Infrastructure Fund (PSIF), which provides funding for security infrastructure
that supports safe communities. Projects that could receive funding include lighting upgrades, streetscape and other
amenity improvements, or the installation of CCTV technology in high risk areas.
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Shepparton rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Lovell
22 June 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $356 million to upgrade the Shepparton line, the biggest upgrade to
the Shepparton line in a generation, and it’s being delivered by a Labor Government.
This investment includes new stabling, signalling and track upgrades, level crossing upgrades and platform
extensions at Shepparton, Mooropna, Murchison East and Nagambie stations. It will deliver VLocity trains to
Shepparton and pave the way for nine return passenger services a day.
While this work is underway, 29 extra weekly coaches between Shepparton and Seymour have been introduced to
give passengers greater travel choice. In addition, the Andrews Labor Government added nine services between
Melbourne and Shepparton in 2017, with more to come next year.
Contrast this with the announcement of only $77 million for the Shepparton line by the Liberal/National
Opposition, which won’t deliver the public transport improvements the Shepparton community is calling for.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Friday, 27 July 2018
Monash Medical Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Finn
20 February 2018

REPLY:
I thank Mr Finn for raising the important issue of humane, safe and high quality medical treatment for people living
with disabilities. I await further details of the matter he raises so that the Government can make appropriate
enquiries.
The Minister for Disability has portfolio responsibility for these matters. I have referred the question to Minister
Foley and request that he respond to your directly.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative 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.

Tuesday, 24 July 2018
Health
11 377.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to the to the allocation of $1.3 billion in the 2017-18 Budget (to be spent over four years) for
‘meeting hospital services demand’ —
(1)
(2)

how much of the $1.3 billion is expected to go toward meeting increased demand for palliative
care services; and
did planning for any increase take into account the recommendations around improved support for
palliative care services in the Legal and Social Issues Committee report on End of Life Choices.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This Government is investing a cumulative total of close to $30 million in additional funding of palliative care,
with a total base investment in 2018-19 of $144.7 million, compared with $116 million in 2014-15.
The 2017-18 Budget committed $6.2 million in demand funding to improve access to community palliative care.
This additional funding enabled community palliative care providers to support more people to receive home-based
palliative care.
In November 2017 we announced more than $62 million in additional funding over the next five years to increase
options for people with a terminal illness to be cared for, and die, in their place of choice. This includes an
additional $19 million provided for palliative care, end of life ancillary support services and foundational work to
establish a 24-hour advice line this financial year. The funding will support greater access to home-based palliative
care and additional clinical roles in regional and rural Victoria. Incorporated in this is a one-off funding grant
opportunity for grass-roots community based organisations that work to support people dying at home and their
families.
We have not only funded direct service delivery; we have also invested in capital and equipment. We announced a
$5 million equipment and infrastructure grant in March 2017 for community palliative care providers to assist them
to deliver palliative care within people’s homes. We also expanded the eligibility criteria for the Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund to enable community palliative care providers to access this $200 million fund and improve
home-based palliative care provision in rural and regional areas.
These commitments address key recommendations made by the Legal and Social Issues Committee report on End
of Life Choices to support palliative care services so people who wish to can receive end of life care at home, and
choose where to die.
The Victorian Government has invested $2.1 billion in the 2018-19 State Budget for hospital funding. A portion of
this funding has also been allocated to palliative care services in order to further increase access to palliative care
and improve patient and carer outcomes.
The Department of Health and Human Services has also commissioned the independent Palliative Care Funding
Review that I called for in November 2017 that will address any inequities that exist in the current funding model
and consider how to improve sustainability for palliative care services and improve their capacity to deliver flexible
patient-centred care. When received this review will inform funding considerations going forward.
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Health
11 904.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health
provider in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 905.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the median wait time for patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a
public health provider in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 906.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a
public health provider in Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
How many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in Victoria on
23 October 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 908.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
How many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in Victoria on
23 October 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 909.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 911.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 912.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 914.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 915.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 917.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 918.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 920.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on a wait list for a colonoscopy at a public health provider in
Victoria had waited for at least 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3585

Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 921.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 923.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health
Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 924.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health
Care Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 926.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 927.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley
Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 929.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 930.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 932.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 933.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay
Health Care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 935.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West
Healthcare.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 937.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3596

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
11 938.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health
Care Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 939.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 940.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 942.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 943.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3600

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
11 944.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 945.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 946.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 948.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 949.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 951.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 952.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3606

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
11 953.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 954.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 955.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3608

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
11 956.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 957.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 958.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Healthcare
Group had waited for at least 30 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 960.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 961.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 963.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 964.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 966.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 967.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 969.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 970.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3618

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
11 971.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 972.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 973.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for at least than 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 975.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 976.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 978.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 979.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for at least 60 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 981.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 982.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 984.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 985.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 987.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 988.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 990.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 991.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 993.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 994.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients are on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health
had waited for longer than 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 996.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 997.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
11 999.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 000.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for at least 90 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for at least 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited at least than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3642

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
12 007.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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12 008.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 021.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer 120 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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12 024.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare had waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health had
waited for longer than 150 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients are on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health
had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 056.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 057.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 059.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 060.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 180 days.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 063.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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12 066.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health
had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3682

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
12 067.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3685

Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 075.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 077.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 078.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 080.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 081.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than seven months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 084.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 086.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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12 087.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than eight months

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3698

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

Health
12 091.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 093.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than eight months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3707

Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 113.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care Group had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than nine months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 129.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare
had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3733

Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 10 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3739

Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Northern Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 162.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Health Care
had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 11 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many Victorian patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Austin Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service
had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland
Health Service had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health
had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients were on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional
Health had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 177.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Monash Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many public patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at South West Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland Health
Service had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Western Health had
waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, how many patients on the wait list for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group had waited for longer than 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many Victorian patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Austin Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 189.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland Health
Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Monash Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Northern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3771

Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many public patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at South West Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Western Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 206.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2016, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many Victorian patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Albury
Wodonga Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Austin Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland Health
Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many public patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Monash Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Northern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many public patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Ramsay Health
Care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Western Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2015, how many patients were waiting for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Albury Wodonga Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Austin Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Ballarat Health Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Barwon Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Bendigo Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Central Gippsland Health
Service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
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Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Eastern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Goulburn Valley Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Latrobe Regional Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Melbourne Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Mercy Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Northeast Health
Wangaratta.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Northern Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Peninsula Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy for a public patient at
Ramsay Health Care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at South West Healthcare.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.
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Health
12 244.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at St Vincent’s Health.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 245.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at West Gippsland
Healthcare Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
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Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Health
12 246.

MS FITZHERBERT — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
As at 23 October 2017, what was the average wait time for a colonoscopy at Wimmera Health Care
Group.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the growing demand for colonoscopies and that it is critical that
patients most at risk of bowel cancer are prioritised so they are treated within the clinically recommended time.
The Commonwealth’s National Bowel Cancer Screening Program will continue to create additional demand for
colonoscopies. Given the Turnbull Government’s failure to provide funding to meet this growing demand, on
1 April 2018 the Government announced a $12 million injection into Victorian hospitals to fast-track access and
cut waiting times for colonoscopy procedures.
The colonoscopy blitz will provide colonoscopies for many thousands of the patients across Victoria who are in the
most urgent category and who have been waiting the longest.
Faster access to colonoscopies will deliver better patient outcomes, with patients able to get a quicker diagnosis and
the treatment they need sooner to fight bowel cancer.
Victoria is the first jurisdiction in Australia to develop fit-for-purpose state-wide guidelines for clinical risk
stratification of colonoscopies based on the research and evidence around risk factors for bowel cancer.
The Department partnered with the Australian College of Surgeons to develop the guidelines so that the best
available clinical evidence is used to assess risk.
The new Colonoscopy Categorisation Guidelines will be implemented in all Victorian public hospitals from 1 July
2018. This new approach means that all patients will be assessed and booked for colonoscopies according to their
clinical risk.
At this stage while further work is underway, Health services manage the waiting lists for colonoscopies at a local
level.

Roads and road safety
12 560.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): What is the cost of installation of lights for left turning traffic at the Bolton Street and Main
Road intersection in Eltham.
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ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government finished the Bolton Street upgrade in March, after locals waiting decades for the
councils to do something about community concerns around traffic and safety in the area.
This project has improved traffic flow, safety and accessibility for all users, creating better access to adjacent street
and driveways, as well as new cycling and pedestrian facilities. The project also improved the road surface and
drainage on Bolton Street.
There was one left turning lane at the location and the upgrade has provided an additional lane. The traffic lights
enable motorists to turn safely as part of the new double left turn slip lanes and provide safe access to pedestrians
crossing at the intersection.
The traffic signals update at the Bolton Street and Main Road intersection in Eltham were delivered within the
project budget.

Roads and road safety
12 640.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Easter celebration on Bolton Street, Eltham on 31 March 2018, who will be
cooking the sausages and where will they be bought from.

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it purchased the sausages for the Bolton Street event from local Bolton Street traders.
VicRoads staff cooked the sausages in the north and by ‘Stephen’s Meats’ in the south.

Education
12 667.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How much money has been allocated to planning for future work at Research Primary School.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The latest State Budget continues the Education State reforms with a record investment of a further $1.25 billion to
expand and modernise Victorian schools. This will bring the Andrews Labor Government’s investment in school
infrastructure over the past four years to $3.8 billion, to improve classrooms, upgrade facilities and build new
schools across the State. This school building boom has delivered more than 1300 school upgrades and 70 new
school projects.
This will ensure every Victorian family, wherever they live, has access to a great government school.
I am pleased to confirm that Research Primary School will share in $17.2 million of planning funds that have been
allocated in the 2018-19 State Budget. This funding will allow the school to begin planning its project, thereby
ensuring that works can commence immediately when further funding is provided in a future State Budget.
I note that the previous Liberal Government provided no capital funding towards Research Primary School.
[Question 12 667 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 5 June
2018, page 2693.]

Roads and road safety
12 668.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Will the sculpture commonly referred to as the ‘River Peel’ in Templestowe be removed as part
of the Fitzsimons Lane and Porter Street upgrade, and, if so, what will happen to it.
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ANSWER:
Drivers in suburbs across Melbourne will get less congested, more reliable roads, with the Andrews Labor
Government to make the biggest investment in suburban roads in Victoria’s history.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested over $4 billion in Suburban Roads Upgrade projects across
Melbourne’s northern, western and south eastern suburbs.
The Northern Roads Upgrade includes investment in the following roads that locals rely on every day:
– Duplicate Craigieburn Road between Mickleham Road and Hume Freeway in Craigieburn
– Widening Sunbury Road from two lanes to four between Powlett Street and Bulla-Diggers Rest Road in
Sunbury
– Duplicating Bridge Inn Road between Plenty Road and Yan Yean Road
– Yan Yean Road between Kurrak Road and Bridge Inn Road in Doreen
– Duplicating Epping Road from two to four lanes between Craigieburn Road East and Memorial Avenue
– Upgrading three intersections at Main Road, Porter Street and Foote Street on Fitzsimons Lane in Eltham
– Duplicating Childs Road in Mill Park from Beaumont Crescent to Prince of Wales Avenue
Designs for these upgrades are not yet finalised, and will discussed further with the local council and the
community as the design solution is investigated.

Roads and road safety
12 672.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): How many complaints has VicRoads received regarding Bolton Street, Eltham since August
2017, and what were the major areas of concern.

ANSWER:
During the development and preconstruction of the Bolton Street project, VicRoads has engaged with the
community through a number of community sessions. The feedback received helped shape the overall scope of the
Bolton Street upgrade.
VicRoads advises me that it received approximately 200 enquiries from the community via email, telephone,
face-to-face and social media. I understand that most enquiries related to traffic management, which is not
uncommon given the nature of construction works.

Roads and road safety
12 674.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): With the initial design schematics now released for the North East Link, how many homes are
expected to be acquired for the rebuild of Greensborough Road.

ANSWER:
In November last year, the North East Link Authority (NELA) contacted approximately 140 businesses and
75 residential properties which could potentially be required for the project. The Authority is working closely with
these people to understand their circumstances and keep them up to date on the project.
NELA is working to reduce the project footprint as much as possible through design development and the
Environment Effects Statement process throughout 2018.
NELA will be better placed to know details of potential acquisition in Watsonia and Greensborough once planning
approval has been granted. It is important for people to understand that in any acquisition process they have rights
and are treated fairly.
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Roads and road safety
12 676.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): How many accidents have been recorded at the Civic Drive/Greensborough Bypass/Diamond
Creek roundabout, Greensborough, in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

2014;
2015;
2016; and
2017.

ANSWER:
The number of casualty crashes reported to VicRoads at the Civic Drive/ Greensborough Bypass/Diamond Creek
roundabout in Greensborough is four accidents in 2014, five accidents in 2015, three accidents in 2016 and five
accidents in 2017.
Although no fatal crashes were recorded, one serious injury crash was recorded in 2014 and one in 2017. Both
serious injury crashes involved a motorcyclist losing control of their motorcycle.
Funding has been allocated for the further investigation and development of future road improvement works at this
location.

Roads and road safety
12 683.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Does VicRoads plan to do a Father’s Day celebration in September 2018 to promote traders in
Bolton Street, Eltham, as it has done for Christmas 2017, Easter and Mother’s Day.

ANSWER:
Although VicRoads has completed the Bolton Street upgrade in Eltham, the Victorian Government will continue to
support local traders across the state with other government agencies designed to help small businesses get ‘back on
their feet’, such as Small Business Victoria. This can assist with mentoring and advice for individual businesses
should local traders seek it.

Public transport
12 686.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the plans to upgrade Montmorency Railway Station car park, what arrangements will be
made for bike storage.

ANSWER:
Final design of the Montmorency Station car parking upgrade has not yet been completed. Bicycle parking will be
considered as part of this work.

Public transport
12 687.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What will be the total number of car parks at Montmorency Railway Station following the anticipated
upgrade of parking facilities later this year.

ANSWER:
Following the upgrade of the station car park, the total number of formal car parks available will be approximately
125.
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Public transport
12 688.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What is the budgeted cost of the planned Montmorency Railway Station car park upgrade.

ANSWER:
The final cost of the proposed car park upgrade at Montmorency Station is yet to be determined. The final cost will
be dependent on the final design of the car park, which will be informed by the outcome of a planning permit
process with Banyule City Council.

Public transport
12 691.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
Why are Transport for Victoria now saying that there will be five fewer car parks (30) at Montmorency
Railway Station car park, than the number announced (35) by the Member for Eltham and as reported in
the Diamond Valley Leader on 18 April 2018.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is building another 35 new and upgraded car spaces at Montmorency Station. We
will continue to engage in the planning permit process with Banyule City Council in relation to the management of
native vegetation on the proposed site.

Education
12 705.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Wangaratta
Primary School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Wangaratta Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of
Christian faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Wangaratta Primary School determine that the chaplain position would
be advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
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– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Wangaratta Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Education
12 706.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Donald
Primary School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Donald Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian
faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Donald Primary School determine that the chaplain position would be
advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Donald Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a chaplaincy
service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service agreement
developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3807

Education
12 707.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Swifts Creek
P-12 School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;

(2)

did Swifts Creek P-12 School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian
faith;

(3)

was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;

(4)

how did the DET and/or Swifts Creek P-12 School determine that the chaplain position would be
advertised via Access Ministries; and

(5)

was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Swifts Creek P-12 School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Education
12 708.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Frankston
Special Development School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection
criteria in the standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s
(DET) website —
(1)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
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(2)

did Frankston Special Development School request or agree that this job only be open to
applicants of Christian faith;

(3)

was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;

(4)

how did the DET and/or Frankston Special Development School determine that the chaplain
position would be advertised via Access Ministries; and

(5)

was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Frankston Special Development School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement
with a chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department of Education and Training which clarifies local service details and
expectations.

Education
12 709.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Leongatha
Primary School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Leongatha Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of
Christian faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Leongatha Primary School determine that the chaplain position would be
advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Leongatha Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Education
12 710.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Warragul
Regional College, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in
the standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Warragul Regional College request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of
Christian faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Warragul Regional College determine that the chaplain position would
be advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
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The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Warragul Regional College is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Education
12 711.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Langwarrin
Primary School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Langwarrin Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of
Christian faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Langwarrin Primary School determine that the chaplain position would
be advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Langwarrin Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.
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Education
12 712.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Montmorency
Primary School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Montmorency Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of
Christian faith;
was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Montmorency Primary School determine that the chaplain position
would be advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Montmorency Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a
chaplaincy service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service
agreement developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Education
12 713.

MS PATTEN — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education): In
relation to the recent advertisement in Access Ministries for a school chaplain position at Karoo Primary
School, requiring applicants to be Christian, which is not included in the selection criteria in the
standard position description published on the Department of Education and Training’s (DET)
website —
(1)
(2)

did the DET request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian faith;
did Karoo Primary School request or agree that this job only be open to applicants of Christian
faith;
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(3)
(4)
(5)

Tuesday, 24 July 2018

was this advertisement placed at the request of the DET;
how did the DET and/or Karoo Primary School determine that the chaplain position would be
advertised via Access Ministries; and
was this practice consistent with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and DET policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The National School Programme (NSCP) supports the emotional wellbeing of students by providing pastoral care
services and strategies that support the emotional wellbeing of the broader school community. The NSCP is one of
a range of support services available for students in Victorian schools.
Under the program, all Chaplains must be employed by a Chaplaincy provider. ACCESS Ministries is one of a
number of Chaplaincy providers in Victoria that has a provider agreement with the Department of Education and
Training.
Chaplaincy providers are responsible for their own recruitment processes.
The Department of Education and Training requires that all chaplains abide by a NSCP Code of Conduct for
Chaplains in Victorian Schools, which includes that the chaplains must:
– Respect, accept and be sensitive to other people’s views, values and beliefs, including the cultural and religious
perspectives of parents/guardians
– Ensure all students are supported with respect for their religious beliefs, or lack of religious beliefs.
– Not take advantage of their privileged position to proselytise, evangelise or advocate for a particular religious
view or belief.
Karoo Primary School is voluntarily participating in the NSCP by entering a service agreement with a chaplaincy
service provider of their choice, in this case ACCESS Ministries. Schools use a template service agreement
developed by the Department which clarifies local service details and expectations.

Trade and investment
12 716.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment: In relation to the 2 May 2018
media release titled ‘C2 Headquarters Creates 100 Jobs in Melbourne’ —
(1)
(2)

what specific sum of money has the Victorian Government committed to provide C2 in order to
locate and deliver 100 jobs in Melbourne; and
noting that C2 has committed to providing 100 jobs located in Melbourne by 2020, for how many
years after 2020 is the Victorian Government contractually requiring the company to maintain
these employment levels.

ANSWER:
As is the case with major events, the funding provided by Victorian Government to secure international business
events is commercial-in-confidence.

Roads and road safety
12 779.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
In relation to the Mordialloc Freeway —
(1)
(2)

what remediation measures will be put in place to manage the environmental impacts associated
with the landfill site along the route of the freeway; and
how much has been budgeted for these works.
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ANSWER:
The Environment Effects Statement (EES) for the Mordialloc Freeway Project is currently being prepared in
accordance with the recently announced EES scoping requirements. The Scoping Requirements can be found on
the Planning Vic website at:
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/environment-assessment/browse-projects/projects/mordialloc-bypass#documents.
These Scoping Requirements include details as to what the EES needs to address for building through
contaminated land.
The EES is due to be placed on public exhibition later this year.
The project budget for the Mordialloc Freeway includes allowances for measures to address matters identified
through the EES.

Roads and road safety
12 780.

MS SPRINGLE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety):
In relation to the Mordialloc Freeway —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what measures are currently under consideration for ensuring that local wildlife will not be unduly
impacted by the Mordialloc Freeway;
have these measures been costed; and
how much has been allocated to implement them.

ANSWER:
The. Environment Effects Statement (EES) for the Mordialloc Freeway Project is currently being prepared in
accordance with the recently announced EES scoping requirements. The Scoping Requirements can be found on
the Planning Vic website at:
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/environment-assessment/browse-projects/projects/mordialloc-bypass#documents.
These Scoping Requirements include details as to what the EES needs to address in relation to Biodiversity matters,
including potential impact on native vegetation, listed migratory and threatened species and communities, as well
as habitat for other protected species.
The EES is due to be placed on public exhibition later this year.
The project budget for the Mordialloc Freeway includes allowances for measures to address matters identified
through the EES.

Education
12 783.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School —
(1)
(2)
(3)

on what date will it officially open its doors to students;
how many staff will be employed during 2018; and
what was the cost of constructing and establishing the school in the 2017-18 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I welcome your interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s new Tech School initiative given the former Liberal
Government slashed the education budget and left the TAFE system on the brink of collapse.
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I can only assume you are interested in the opening date, the number of staff employed, and the construction cost,
so you can add our Ten Tech Schools to the list of cuts as part of the Liberal Party cost audit that your party has
promised.
The Andrews Labor Government on the other hand looks forward to opening the Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School
shortly. Tech School staff continue to be recruited by Melbourne Polytechnic so an exact number is not available
until this process is complete over coming months.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $128 million to design, construct and operate the ten Tech
Schools. In 2018, the Government approved a $28 billion package of further investment in all ten Tech Schools.
Most notably, it includes funding for equipment replacement and additional operating funding.

Special Minister of State
12 798.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the funding provided in
the 2018-19 Budget to the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner, what is the total funding
for the following financial years —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

2018-19;
2019-20;
2020-21; and
2021-22.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
OVIC’s total funding is as follows:
(1)

2018-19: $9.655 million

(2)

2019-20: $9.355 million

(3)

2020-21: $9.355 million

(4)

2021-22: $9.355 million

Special Minister of State
12 799.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to performance measures in
the 2018-19 Budget which state that it is expected that the Victorian Information Commissioner will
complete 850 reviews and complaints in both 2017-18 and 2018-19: What proportion of these reviews
and complaints relate to circumstances where an agency or Minister has failed to notify an applicant
regarding a FOI decision as agreed within the required statutory timeframes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the 2017-18 financial year, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner received 475 complaints. Of
these, 171 related wholly or partly to a delay in responding by the required statutory timeframes.
In the 2018-19 financial year, and as at 9 July 2018, the Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner has
received four complaints. Of these, two related wholly or partly to a delay in responding by the required statutory
timeframes.
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Special Minister of State
12 800.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to funding provided in the
2018-19 Budget to the Victorian Ombudsman, what is the total funding for the following financial
years —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

2018-19;
2019-20;
2020-21; and
2021-22.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total funding for the Victorian Ombudsman is:
(1)

2018-19: $16.209 million

(2)

2019-20: $12.133 million

(3)

2020-21: $12.363 million

(4)

2021-22: $12.726 million

The additional funding in 2018-19 is to fund two broad areas:
– funding to undertake the necessary work to prepare for budget independence, as proposed in the Integrity and
Accountability Legislation Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures, Oversight and Independence) Bill 2018.
This is a one-off, and as such, will not continue; and
– funding to retain the early resolutions team, with ongoing funding to be considered as part of the 2019-20
Budget.

Special Minister of State
12 801.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2018-19 Budget
which indicates that the Victorian Ombudsman is due to receive an additional $5.3 million output
funding in 2018-19, which reduces to an additional $1 million of output funding each year following
from 2019-20 onwards: What specific initiatives will the Ombudsman be undertaking in 2018-19 that it
will not require additional funding to continue in the years following.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The additional $5.3 million covers two broad areas:
– funding to undertake the necessary work to prepare for budget independence, as proposed in the Integrity and
Accountability Legislation Amendment (Public Interest Disclosures, Oversight and Independence) Bill 2018.
This is a one-off, and as such, will not continue; and
– funding to retain the early resolutions team, with ongoing funding to be considered as part of the 2019-20
Budget.
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Special Minister of State
12 802.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the ‘early resolution
team’ for the Victorian Ombudsman referred to in the 2018-19 Budget: Is this intended to reduce the
number of matters that are subject to a full Ombudsman investigation, and is funding for this team
ongoing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Ombudsman’s website contains a policy regarding the use of early resolution. As per the policy,
early resolution describes an approach to assessing complaints which prioritises identifying and treating clear and
simple jurisdictional complaints at an early stage. The Victorian Ombudsman initiated the early resolution
assessment practice to promptly and effectively deal with relatively straightforward complaints using its powers of
enquiry under section 13A of the Ombudsman Act 1973.
The objective of this approach is to deal with a complaint when it is still relatively minor, thereby preventing small
issues from becoming unnecessarily complex. If the matter is not amenable to early resolution, if it cannot be
handled in a timely manner, or requires formal investigation, for example, then the complaint can be re-assessed
and handled by one of Victorian Ombudsman’s investigations teams.
Funding to continue the early resolution team will be subject to future budget considerations.

Special Minister of State
12 803.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2018-19 Budget
which refers to ‘additional annual costs associated with the new office’ for the Victorian Ombudsman:
How much of the new funding to be provided to the Victorian Ombudsman in the Budget is absorbed
by these costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Regarding the Victorian Ombudsman in 2018-19:
– $0.91m will be spent on rent and outgoings; and
– $0.54m will be spent on capital asset charges and depreciation.
The Victorian Ombudsman entered into a new lease and moved premises on 1 September 2016 resulting in an
increase in the monthly rental payments plus outgoings. This funding is ongoing.

Special Minister of State
12 804.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to funding provided in the
2018-19 Budget for IBAC, what is the total funding for the following financial years —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

2018-19;
2019-20;
2020-21; and
2021-22.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 24 July 2018

COUNCIL

3817

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The operating base funding for IBAC is:
(1)

2018-19: $42 949 300

(2)

2019-20: $42 949 300

(3)

2020-21: $38 949 300

(4)

2021-22: $38 949 300

Special Minister of State
12 805.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the 2018-19 Budget
which indicates that IBAC has missed its target of 75 per cent for ‘proportion of IBAC investigations
into public sector corrupt conduct to be completed within 12 months’: What additional resources are to
be provided to IBAC in the 2018-19 Budget to ensure that it can reduce its investigation timeframes and
meet its performance targets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
IBAC did not seek or receive any additional output funding in the 2018-19 Victorian Budget. The 2017-18
expected outcome is lower than the target due to the complexity of the cases being investigated and the time
required to complete these investigations.

3818

COUNCIL

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 25 July 2018

COUNCIL

3819

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative 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.

Wednesday, 25 July 2018
Training and skills
11 492.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings, we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 492 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 1 May
2018, page 1599.]

Training and skills
11 515.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings, we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 515 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 1 May
2018, page 1599.]
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Training and skills
11 537.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings, we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 537 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 1 May
2018, page 1600.]

Training and skills
11 559.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings, we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.

Training and skills
11 581.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings, we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 581 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 1 May
2018, page 1601.]
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Trade and investment
12 715.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment: In relation to the 10 May
2018 media release titled ‘Spotlight on Victoria’s Growing Health Startups’ —
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

as a specific amount of funding is not mentioned in the media release, how much additional
funding has the Victorian Government committed to LaunchVic to accelerate the growth of heath
startups;
has the funding committed to LaunchVic for this program been sourced from the Department of
Health and Human Services, the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources, or elsewhere;
how many different accelerators does LaunchVic expect to see apply for funding under this
program; and
are accelerators that are led by, or partnered with hospitals based outside Victoria eligible to apply
for funding under this program.

ANSWER:
No additional Victorian Government funding has been committed to LaunchVic’s Health Startup Sector funding
round. The amount of LaunchVic funding allocated for the round is a matter for the LaunchVic Board.
The Health Startup Sector funding round closed 5 July 2018 and is currently under assessment. Details of the
number of applicants are part of the assessment process. The number of successful proposals will be announced
following finalisation of assessment.
Under the guidelines for this round, hospital partners are required to be Victorian. Accelerators can be based
elsewhere as long as they set up as a registered company in the State of Victoria.
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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, 26 July 2018
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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 484 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1890.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 507 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1892.]
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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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 529 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1894.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 551 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1896.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 573 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1897.]
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Families and children
12 774.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the $43.4 million
allocated over the next four years for the child information sharing reforms, as outlined on page 7 of the
Budget 2018 19, Budget Paper 3, how much is allocated for —
(1)
(2)
(3)

training to personnel within Victoria’s child protection agencies and organisations;
training of the child protection workforce in relation to the information sharing arrangements; and
the establishment of the child link register.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Health and Human Services has been provided with $9.4m over four yers, and $1.2m ongoing
for child information sharing implementation, this includes $2.5M over four years, and $0.1M ongoing, to train
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) employed and contracted workforces, which includes the child
protection workforce as well as child protection agencies and organisations. The training will include organisational
change management support, face to face sessions, online training and self-directed learning materials.
DHHS has also been funded $4.629M over three years for a sector support team to implement the reforms for
DHHS workforces and funded agencies; and $2.3M over four years and $1M ongoing for a central information
exchange and advice function primarily aimed at supporting the child protection workforce.
The Department of Education and Training has been allocated $500,000 for the initial development of the Child
LINK Register.
The Andrews Labor Government’s child information sharing reforms will improve early identification of issues
and risks to enable early support for children and families, increase collaboration between services to provide an
integrated response and support children’s participation in services.
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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.

Friday, 27 July 2018
Roads and road safety
11 474.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 474 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2315.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 480 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 10 May
2018, page 1913.]
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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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 488 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1891.]

Roads and road safety
11 496.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 496 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2316.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 502 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 10 May
2018, page 1913.]
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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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 511 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1893.]

Roads and road safety
11 519.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 519 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2316.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 525 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 10 May
2018, page 1913.]
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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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 533 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1894.]

Roads and road safety
11 541.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 541 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2317.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 547 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 10 May
2018, page 1914.]
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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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 555 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 8 May
2018, page 1896.]

Roads and road safety
11 563.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 563 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2318.]

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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 569 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 10 May
2018, page 1914.]
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Families and children
11 577.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: 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:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no apology for employing the
people we need to deliver the things that matter most to Victorians.
Whether it’s building thousands of new and upgraded schools, better hospitals, road and rail projects, and removing
50 dangerous and congested level crossings — we’re working hard to deliver for all Victorians.
I refer you to the updated response from the Premier.
[Question 11 577 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer: 22 May
2018, page 2318.]
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