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Tuesday, 18 September 2018
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The PRESIDENT (12:05) — On behalf of the
Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the Aboriginal
peoples, the traditional custodians of this land which has
served as a significant meeting place of the first people of
Victoria. I acknowledge and pay respect to the elders of
the Aboriginal nations in Victoria past and present and
welcome any elders and members of the Aboriginal
communities who may visit or participate in the events or
proceedings of the Parliament this week.
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Mickleham and Somerton roads, Greenvale
Legislative Council electronic petition:
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 in Greenvale.
The petitioners therefore request that Legislative Council call
on the government to prioritise the duplication upgrades of
Mickleham Road and Somerton Road in Greenvale.

By Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(729 signatures).
Laid on table.

Medical research animal rehoming
Legislative Council electronic petition:

Messages read advising royal assent to:
11 September
Prevention of Family Violence Act 2018
Victims and Other Legislation Amendment Act 2018.
18 September
Electricity Safety Amendment (Electrical Equipment
Safety Scheme) Act 2018
Long Service Benefits Portability Act 2018
Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Belgrave South Community House
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 plan of Daniel
Andrews and 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 they do.
The petitioners respectively request that the Legislative Council
calls on the Andrews Labor 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)
(135 signatures).
Laid on table.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that companion
animals such as cats and dogs have a very strong intrinsic
value for the majority of Australians. Roughly 2800 of these
animals are reported as used in medical research in Victoria.
Many of these animals are euthanised at the completion of
research with an intravenous barbiturate overdose. In Victoria
there is a deficiency in law as no standard or policy exists
within the act that covers this area of research animal welfare.
While the Australian code for the care and use of animals for
scientific purposes encourages rehoming, and despite support
and approval for rehoming, such practices are not always
taking place, presumably because the practice is not
mandated. As a result, hundreds of healthy dogs and cats are
being killed for no reason when a solution exists.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government to instate a bill that ensures a
state-wide system take the place of the current voluntary
practice which is failing to provide rehoming opportunities
for all of these animals. Such a bill would open up the lines of
communication between research facilities and rescue and
rehoming centres to give cats and dogs used in research the
potential opportunity to be rehomed. If surrender cannot be
arranged with any rescue organisations due to space or other
concerns, the research facility can choose to either rehome
privately or put the animal to sleep.

By Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (787 signatures).
Laid on table.

Winton Wetlands
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:
the Victorian government established Winton Wetlands
after the decommission of Lake Mokoan, once a popular
destination for bird watchers and waterfowl hunters;
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the Winton Wetlands committee of management is
responsible for deciding what activities will be
permissible at the wetlands by stakeholders;
as part of the community consultation process for
designing a ‘Future Land Use Strategy’, the continuation
of shooting activities at Winton Wetlands was supported
in the document framework; and
the Winton Wetlands committee of management has
permitted bird watching to continue but has, without
explanation, removed recreational hunting activities
recommended in the stage 1 Future Land Use Strategy
and currently prohibit recreational hunting at the
wetlands.

The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian
government develop with the Winton Wetlands committee of
management a plan to provide for recreational hunting
activities, as initially recommended in the Future Land Use
Strategy and long enjoyed by stakeholders prior to the
decommission of Lake Mokoan.

By Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria)
(513 signatures).
Laid on table.
The PRESIDENT — Can I just bring to the
attention of the house that August was a particularly
strong month for birthdays, but between our sitting
weeks there was another one that occurred. It was a
milestone birthday. Congratulations, Andrew Young,
on your birthday. He is now eligible to vote.

INTERNATIONAL DAY OF DEMOCRACY
The PRESIDENT (12:09) — Could I also bring to
the attention of the house that early last week and over
the weekend we celebrated the International Day of
Democracy here in the Victorian Parliament, which is
an activity that takes place worldwide. It was
introduced by a United Nations resolution in 2007. It
was adopted by the United Nations to promote
democracy around the world.
I guess the observation would be we have got a long
way to go globally, but here the merits of our system of
government are, in particular, that we change
governments without bloodshed, that ideas are
contested vigorously and that, I think for the most part,
everyone who comes into this place or the other place
has a view that they are trying to make things better for
Victorians. I do not think anyone since Guy Fawkes has
come into a Parliament with an intention of destroying
the whole foundation of democracy. I am paraphrasing,
but as Winston Churchill said and as most of you would
be familiar with, democracy is not a particularly good
form of government, but it is certainly better than all the
rest.

Tuesday, 18 September 2018

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
End-of-term report
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan), by leave,
presented report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:11) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I hope to generate some interest in this report, which is a
rather slim volume but, I would have to say, packed with
information and statistics as to the performance of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee over this term
of Parliament. For example, if you go to page ix, you will
see under ‘Committee performance at a glance’ that the
committee has published 16 reports; made
268 recommendations to the government, a bit over half
of which have been either supported or supported in
principle; held 73 committee meetings, 23 subcommittee
meetings and 201 public hearings; and saw 982 witnesses
at the public hearings — and of course that includes the
budget estimates hearings every year and the hearings
into the financial outcomes, also held every year.
It has been a very busy committee with the introduction
of those financial outcomes hearings in this term of
Parliament, which did not occur before. I think I
presented a couple of those reports to the chamber and
recommended them to members for the amount of
information they contain on how the budget has been
acquitted following the previous estimates of how the
budget should be spent. The committee was also very
busy with the appointment of a new Auditor-General and
the appointment of the Parliamentary Budget Officer,
which also took up a lot of time, particularly of those who
were on the subcommittees working on those issues.
I would like to draw the chamber’s attention to page 11,
which talks about the Demystifying the Budget Papers
seminars that have been run by the Department of
Parliamentary Services — an idea that I came up with
after discussions with electorate officers and others who
found the budget papers a little bit impenetrable and
very difficult to find their way around. There have been
a couple of seminars, which have included the
Department of Treasury and Finance, journalist Josh
Gordon, who has followed Victorian politics for a long
time and knows his way around the budget papers, and
others who have helped electorate officers, MPs and
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other interested people to understand how to navigate
the budget papers and find what they are looking for. I
hope that will continue into the next Parliament. This
report is also very transparent in that it shows how
many meetings, hearings, subcommittee meetings
et cetera the various members of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee attended, so we are very open
and transparent in that regard.
I would like to thank the other members of the
committee. That includes, of course, earlier in the
session Dr Carling-Jenkins, who was later replaced by
Fiona Patten as crossbench representation. I think
generally we have worked in a very collaborative
fashion on the committee. That has been facilitated by
the chair, Danny Pearson, and the deputy chair, David
Morris, who have also worked very collaboratively and
in a very consultative manner.
I would also like to thank very much the staff — the
secretariat of the committee — for their assistance and
all the work they do in supporting us on what is a very
busy workload. Their workload is very high too, so I
thank the current staff and some of the staff that are no
longer with the committee secretariat for the work they
have done. In particular I thank Melanie Hondros, who
was a stalwart for us in letting us know what was going
on et cetera and alerting us to what was coming up.
Having said that, prior to this Parliament the
government did say they were going to reform the
process of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and the public accounts and budget
estimates process. That has not happened. There has
been some reform of how the actual hearings are held,
so it is much fairer than it has been in the past, I think,
having been a member of a previous Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. I think that has been a step
forward, but I do think the actual process with regard to
what this committee does as opposed to what those
around the rest of the country do, where they basically
just look at public accounts and have a separate budget
estimates process, is something that we should be
looking at in the next Parliament — to carry out that
budget estimates process more in the way that it is done
in other parliaments. I commend the report to the house.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:16) — A few
words, if I may, in relation to the end-of-term report
from the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. At
the outset I would like to thank first and foremost the
secretariat and support staff, who have been integral to
producing this final report, in addition to these same
staff and former staff who have been behind the scenes
in supporting the committee to do its work not just in
relation to the estimates and financial outcomes periods
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of reporting inquiry and investigation but also as it
relates to the matters concerning the Auditor-General
and also the Parliamentary Budget Officer position —
its recruitment and selection and the transparent
components that sat alongside that.
This committee has in the main operated in a good faith,
collegiate and constructive fashion. It has been one
which has been geared toward achieving reforms. Whilst
I note Ms Pennicuik’s views that we have not achieved
the reforms which she would like to see, I would indicate
very clearly to the house and to the community at large
that reforms have been achieved which do incrementally
improve access to information about budgets and
expenditure — that level of scrutiny that is so central to
an effective system of parliamentary democracy and
broader participation by the community.
To members of the committee — the chair, the deputy
chair, present and past members — it may be putting it
too highly to say it has been a wild ride, but it has been
a very constructive environment in the main. To former
members — including Louise Staley, who briefly filled
in for Danny O’Brien in the other place, and
Dr Carling-Jenkins, who was then replaced by
Ms Patten — thank you for the work that you put in. It
has been a process of integrity of structure, of rigour
and of a great deal of discipline in making sure that the
work that we undertook was, to the best extent that we
could possibly make it, beyond reproach. I would
commend this report to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:18) — I
too would like to commend this report and also again
thank all of the staff from the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, both present and past. I have to
say that I think this report is an incredibly good, concise
report. It very well depicts the work of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. I kind of wish that
this report had been available to me when I came onto
that committee. I would have had a much clearer
understanding of how the committee operated.
But having said that, I learned an awful lot about the
overall running of government and the overall running
of this Parliament via this committee process. I
certainly would encourage members to put their hands
up to be on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, despite the hundreds of public hearings that
we have held, the near on 1000 witnesses that we have
met with and the 16 reports that the committee has
published. It is a very hardworking committee, but it is
also a committee that is very important. I found it very
illuminating and one of the most rewarding committees
that I have been on in this house.
Motion agreed to.
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 14
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 14 of 2018, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE
Crimes Amendment (Unlicensed Drivers)
Bill 2018
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) presented report,
including appendices, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:21) — I move:
That the Council take not of the report.

At the outset I thank the members of the committee, led
by the chair, the member for Buninyong in the other
place, Mr Howard; the deputy chair, Mr Tilley, the
member for Benambra in the other place; other
members from the other place, including the
Honourable Martin Dixon, Natalie Suleyman and
Murray Thompson, the member for Sandringham; and
Dr Carling-Jenkins from this place. Can I also thank the
great work of the secretariat, led by Yuki Simmonds,
the executive officer; Raylene D’Cruz, the research
officer; and Christianne Andonovski, the administrative
officer, who, certainly since I have been a member of
the committee, have done some fantastic work to keep
us all running along at a very rapid pace.
The Council referred this bill to the committee back on
20 June 2018, and the bill itself proposed to amend the
Crimes Act 1958 to introduce new offences for causing
serious injury or death while driving unlicensed in
certain circumstances. It was drafted by
Dr Carling-Jenkins, and it was tragically in response to
the death of 13-year-old Jalal Yassine‑Naja on
14 March 2017 in a collision with an unlicensed driver.
The committee wishes to express its very deep
sympathies to the friends and family of Jalal for their
heartbreaking loss, and it really was heartbreaking. We
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want to acknowledge and express our respects
particularly to Olivia Yassine, who has worked
tirelessly since Jalal’s tragic death on a campaign for
justice, called the Justice for Jalal campaign, in the face
of this unthinkable tragedy. Unfortunately I was not
there on the particular date, but I have been told — and
I am sure Dr Carling-Jenkins, if she is going to speak
on this report, will reference it — of the courage that
Olivia demonstrated to the committee in giving the
evidence.
Unfortunately, because of the time frames available, we
did not call for submissions. There was one day of public
hearings, and we heard from certain stakeholders during
the course of that one day. It is a very tragic set of
circumstances, as the people who are familiar with the
death of Jalal know, and I think it is important to reflect
on the purpose of this particularly inquiry. It was to
examine the contents of the bill separate from the
particular set of circumstances that prompted the drafting
of the bill that was put forward by Dr Carling-Jenkins. A
key consideration of the committee during its
deliberations was the broader implications of the bill if
implemented and any unintended consequences. The
committee raised a number of issues regarding the bill,
particularly with regard to the lack of clarity around the
issue of causation, the lack of a fault element and the
reverse legal onus of proof in the defence provisions. The
committee also heard that reform in this area could
potentially be achieved within existing legislative
frameworks.
A majority of the committee decided to recommend
that the government refer the report to the Department
of Justice and Regulation to ensure that the very, very
important issues that have been raised as part of this
brief inquiry are considered as part of its investigations
into the need for an offence of unlicensed driving that
involves the death or serious injury of another person.
Again I thank all the committee members, and I thank
all the witnesses who came before the committee to
give their expert opinion, particularly Olivia Yassine. I
commend the report to the house.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:26) — I rise also to take note of the report of the
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety inquiry into
the Crimes Amendment (Unlicensed Drivers) Bill 2018,
and I thank Mr Gepp for his response as well. As I
explained in my second-reading speech when
introducing this bill, I was motivated to do so because of
my belief in the profound value of every human life. I
brought this bill to the house because I was motivated by
the value of the life of Jalal Yassine-Naja and inspired by
the courageous efforts of his mother, Olivia Yassine,
who does not want her son’s death to go unnoticed and
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who has been working tirelessly, as Mr Gepp noted,
through the Justice for Jalal campaign to ensure that this
does not happen again. I acknowledge the evidence that
Olivia gave to the inquiry. She gave it with such clarity
and great dignity as well as of course the passion of a
mother who has lost a precious son due to the
recklessness of an unlicensed driver who was unlawfully
driving on our roads.
I acknowledge that as an Independent member I used
the resources available to me to craft a bill seeking to
remedy a deficiency in existing law which leaves
unlicensed drivers who cause serious injury or death
seemingly immune from an appropriate penalty. This
was then sent to the committee for scrutiny, and I
welcome the scrutiny that was given to the bill and
accept the findings of the report on the defects of the
bill, the best remedies for the problems and the
recommendation that the government and the
Department of Justice and Regulation look into this
closely.
I note in particular that finding 4 of the report states that
acknowledging the seriousness of unlicensed driving
that results in serious injury or death may be better
achieved with alternative legislative reform within the
current framework of driving offences. I particularly
note that the evidence from Professor Jeremy Gans was
particularly valuable, well-informed and
well-articulated. I will talk more about this later today,
as I will be moving an amendment to this bill.
I wish to thank all committee members for sticking it
out, even when they thought the committee was
finished. I acknowledge the chair, Geoff Howard, and
the deputy chair, Bill Tilley, both members from the
other place; Mark Gepp in this chamber; Martin Dixon,
Natalie Suleyman and Murray Thompson from the
other place; and the staff, especially Yuki Simmonds,
the executive officer, who organised and wrote this
report largely on her own with her staff on
well-deserved breaks.
Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2018–19
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) presented report,
including appendix and minority report, together
with transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
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Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:29) — I would
like to take this opportunity to speak briefly to this
particular report of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC). Before doing so, I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In relation to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report, I note at the outset that this has been
the culmination of four years of hard work in relation to
the estimates process. I note at the outset that the chair
and deputy chair, Mr Pearson and Mr Morris from the
other place, have worked to be as constructive as
possible in the way in which the estimates process has
been conducted. They have been assisted most ably by
the committee secretariat throughout the 2018–19
period. I would like to acknowledge the work of
Dr Caroline Williams, Dr Kathleen Hurley, Mr Igor
Dosen, Ms Jessica Strout, Ms Alanna Symons,
Ms Marissa Black, Ms Amber Candy and Mr Steven
Vlahos, who have all been an integral part of the way in
which the process has been conducted.
I would also like to thank the staff of Hansard, who
have at times had to contend with some very
challenging environments within which to take the
official record of transcript for the purposes of the
multiple hearings that have taken place, and also the
indefatigable Mr Patrick Boribon, the attendant who
has made sure every single time the committee has had
hearings that the facilities were open, available and had
the necessary levels of oxygen in them to enable
committee members to do what they needed to do over
extensive periods of committee hearings.
The recommendations from the report are the
culmination of numerous pieces of work around
transparency in the way in which funding allocations
around major projects, around schools, around diversity
within the public service and around the timely
spending of the funds allocated to programs for the
homeless are delivered. Again, the recommendations
suggest a number of changes which are set out
comprehensively in the report in relation to measuring
the performance of child protection services, Myki
ticketing and projects such as the north-east link.
This process is only as good as the people who appear
before the committee and the people who facilitate the
considerations and deliberations. In this regard the chair
quite rightly points out that those witnesses who have
attended PAEC hearings and provided answers to
questions and the departments who have assisted them
in compiling responses to questionnaires have been
invaluable in the way in which different parties have
been able to raise issues, ventilate concerns and propose
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reforms throughout the course of that process. We do
have a number of people who have served on the
committee at the great cost that is associated with
coming from regional areas to attend regular meetings
as well as hearings, and this has been a considerable
effort for them.
The work that PAEC has undertaken has been
largely — I should say, overwhelmingly — an
unglamorous task, one associated with a fine toothcomb
approach to understanding the estimates process and
public expenditure. The work does go on, but in this
context this particular report, being PAEC report
number 15 of the 58th Parliament, stands as a strong
further step in the movement towards greater
transparency and accountability as well as the
information set out in this year’s budget papers.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:33) — I would also like to make some remarks on
the report of the 2018–19 budget estimates and echo the
thanks that Ms Shing gave to the secretariat as named in
the report and also to Patrick Boribon, who assists us at
every hearing with all of our needs et cetera, particularly
in the Legislative Council committee room. I would also
like to thank the ministers and the departmental staff who
make themselves available and are very well prepared
for the budget estimates hearings.
Of course, this year the hearings went over three weeks,
which was pretty gruelling for the members of the
committee. I have had a quick look at the minority
report put forward by the opposition members with
regard to time limits and questions on notice, and they
do make some valid points with regard to those areas of
the budget estimates process.
I mentioned earlier in tabling the report of the
committee’s work over this session and I state again
that I think we do need to look at reform of the whole
budget estimates process, because even though we went
over three weeks there was a lot more that could have
been asked, a lot more time that could have been spent
with some ministers and more questions that could have
been asked of them. That is why I think we need to look
at reforming the process so it is more like what happens
in other parliaments, where other standing committees
run the budget estimates processes over a longer period
of time — over some months — where they will have
hearings et cetera with the various ministers about the
budget. Nevertheless, the report does contain, as usual,
a lot of very important information that should assist all
members of Parliament and indeed members of the
community.
Motion agreed to.
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OMBUDSMAN
Protected disclosure complaints regarding
Bendigo South East College
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices pursuant
to —
Section 32 in relation to Statutory Rule No. 103.
Section 32(3) in relation to the —
Livestock Disease Control Amendment
Regulations 2018.
Waste Management Policy (Combustible
Recyclable and Waste Materials).
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 — No. 119.
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — No. 118.
Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 120.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 116, 118, 120, 121 and 131 to 133.
Legislative instrument and related documents under
section 16B in respect of a specification of railway
stations for the purposes of the definition of
“compulsory ticket area” under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) (Ticketing)
Regulations 2017, dated 6 September 2018.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Children Legislation Amendment (Information Sharing)
Act 2018 — Part 2 (other than sections 10, 13 and 14), Part 3
(other than section 16) and Division 3 of Part 5 —
27 September 2018 (Gazette No. S405, 4 September 2018).
Parks Victoria Act 2018 — 12 September 2018 (Gazette
No. S386, 21 August 2018).
Racing Amendment (Integrity and Disciplinary Structures)
Act 2018 — Whole Act (other than section 6 and Parts 3, 5
and 6) — 1 September 2018 (Gazette No. S400, 28 August
2018).
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therapists and child psychologists, to support better
outcomes for children.

General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:37) — By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 19 September 2018:
(1) order of the day 23 standing in the name of
Ms Wooldridge in relation to the performance of the
Andrews government over the past four years;
(2) notice of motion 613 standing in the name of Mr Young
in relation to the creation of national parks;
(3) notice of motion 602 standing in the name of
Mr O’Donohue in relation to sworn police and
protective services officer numbers;
(4) notice of motion 611 standing in the name of
Ms Wooldridge in relation to outstanding and
incomplete responses to existing document orders;
(5) order of the day 1, resumption of debate on the
Corrections Amendment (Adult Parole Board)
Bill 2018; and
(6) order of the day 2, resumption of debate on the Crimes
and Sentencing Amendment (Bus Drivers) Bill 2018.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Kindergarten funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (12:38) — I rise to update the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s Australian-first school
readiness funding. Last week I visited the Carinya Early
Learning Centre in Morwell to announce all the funding
allocations to more than 580 kindergarten services in
tranche 1 of the rollout from next year, and I was
pleased to be joined by Mark Richards, the Labor
candidate for Morwell, for this visit.
Just this kindergarten itself will receive a $55 000 boost
to its services and share in more than $1.1 million
across 34 services in the Latrobe local government area.
The announcement will see more than
580 kindergartens right across Victoria benefit from the
$58.1 million worth of school readiness funding. I was
also pleased to be able to announce the preliminary
menu of evidence-based programs and supports that
kindergartens will begin to use from next year. The
menu includes a number of items, including literacy
and numeracy programs as well as the ability to engage
experts, including speech pathologists, occupational

Later that week I was also pleased to visit the Central
Kindergarten in Warrnambool to announce that it will
be one of 19 services in the Warrnambool area to share
in more than $433 000 in funding, and I was pleased to
be joined by Cr Kylie Gaston, Labor’s candidate for
South-West Coast, at this visit. This will represent a
28 per cent increase in base funding for kindergartens
in the Warrnambool area — in fact in the federal
education minister’s electorate of Wannon.
At a time when the state Labor government is investing
heavily in our kindergartens we are seeing the federal
Liberal government cutting $120 million from
kindergarten funding here in Victoria, with their own
federal budget papers banking this funding as a saving.
This was an issue that I and other state and territory
colleagues raised with Dan Tehan last Friday at the
education council meeting in Adelaide. Despite having
a new Prime Minister and a new education minister, the
same federal cuts to early childhood funding remain. I
will continue to urge the federal minister to listen to
kindergartens in his own community —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

South-East Asia trade
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:41) — I rise to update the house in
relation to the Victorian government’s focus on
South-East Asia. Last week I was pleased to launch
Globally Connected: Victoria’s Southeast Asia Trade
and Investment Strategy, which will enable more
Victorian businesses to access this vibrant region. The
opportunities from South-East Asia are indeed
enormous. For Victoria, South-East Asia is a region
where two-way trade is now worth more than
$15.3 billion. By 2030 the region is forecast to have the
fourth-largest economy in the world, behind only Japan,
China and the United States. That is why, first and
foremost, Globally Connected is an economic
document.
Our government’s vision for Victoria’s relationship
with markets across South-East Asia is as tangible as it
is direct. Firstly, we are going to connect the right
industries to South-East Asia, meeting the growing and
emerging demand for premium goods and services.
Secondly, we are going to strengthen Trade Victoria’s
programs and build on our already existing network of
trade and investment offices throughout the region.
Finally, and perhaps most importantly, we are
reaffirming our commitment to building skills and
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making global connections with the region. To achieve
this, the strategy tasks the government with meeting
clear performance targets. We aim to grow our
professional service exports to the region by 50 per
cent; we expect to double the number of South-East
Asian students in Victoria, increasing visitor
expenditure by 50 per cent; and we will work to double
the value of inward-bound investment from South-East
Asia to Victoria.
The Andrews Labor government is constantly
championing this state in South-East Asia, focusing on
building relationships and creating new connections,
but we can only do so much. As we saw in the Keating
era, the federal government has a role to play when it
comes to our closest neighbours. I hope the
establishment of the Morrison government marks a
shift where engagement with South-East Asia is treated
as an investment, not an expense.
To that end, I want to express my support for
Indonesia’s 73rd anniversary of independence.
President, you along with Mrs Peulich and I were in
attendance, representing the government, the opposition
and the Parliament. Whilst their 73rd anniversary was
in fact last month, last night was the effective
anniversary of Indonesia.

Men’s sheds
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:43) — I rise to update the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is creating more
positive, safe and practical spaces for men to work
together and contribute to their local community. Men’s
sheds are an important way for men to build new
friendships and skills and to participate in exciting new
activities, and the Andrews Labor government is proud
to back them.
Recently I visited the Linton and District Men’s Shed
with the Assembly member for Buninyong, Geoff
Howard, and the Labor candidate for Buninyong,
Michaela Settle, to announce it had been successful in
applying for a men’s shed grant of $60 000 from the
Andrews Labor government to move from its current
site — a private twin garage — to a new site where a
brand-new, purpose-built facility will be constructed.
This is one of 29 sheds to share in a $903 000 2018–19
men’s shed funding round. The Linton shedders plan to
build a community garden alongside their shed, which
will provide food for the Linton community kitchen and
a gathering place for local people to come together and
promote healthy interaction. This is just another terrific
example of the positive role that local men’s sheds play
in communities right across Victoria.
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The Linton and District Men’s Shed is one of nine
brand-new sheds being constructed across the state
through this latest funding round, along with sheds in
Rutherglen, Rowville, Penshurst, Trentham, Leongatha,
Mount Martha, Mildura and Heathcote. A further
20 sheds have received funding for refurbishment or
extension work — sheds like the Pines Men’s Shed in
Frankston, which I travelled to the following day and
where I met up with the hardworking local Assembly
member, Paul Edbrooke, to announce that their shed
would receive $30 000 to install heating, cooling and
insulation, which will make a big difference on those
freezing cold winter days and summer scorchers.
I am pleased that the Pines Men’s Shed was actually the
99th men’s shed to receive funding from our
government. Over the last four years we have provided
almost $4 million in grants to help construct 38 new
men’s sheds and refurbish or extend 61 existing sheds
right across Victoria. We have also strengthened our
support for the Victorian Men’s Shed Association,
providing a record $725 000 over the last four years to
support their work. I take this opportunity to thank them
for the incredible work they do in supporting more than
360 men’s sheds across Victoria. The Andrews Labor
government is proud to support men’s sheds. We
understand that they are more than just buildings; they
are enablers of stronger and more resilient
communities.

Aboriginal entrepreneur funding
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Innovation and the
Digital Economy) (12:45) — As the Minister for
Innovation and the Digital Economy I rise to update the
house on the latest investment of the Andrews Labor
government to support Aboriginal entrepreneurs. With
Victoria growing as a start-up and entrepreneurial hub
across Australia and the region, it is vital to ensure that
all Victorians have the chance to be part of that growth.
That is why yesterday I was so pleased to announce the
recipients of $1.37 million in funding to assist more
Aboriginal Victorians to scale up their innovation and
start-up activity.
As part of LaunchVic’s seventh funding round, four
organisations will deliver tailored programs to support
more Aboriginal entrepreneurs to take their business
and innovation ideas to the next level. The four
organisations that will share in the funding are
Barayamal, Australia’s first Indigenous-focused
start-up accelerator, which will deliver Victoria’s
Indigenous business accelerator program; Global
Sisters, which will deliver workshops on start-up
thinking and incubation for regional Victorian
Aboriginal women; Ngarrimili, which will run a series
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of workshops in rural Victoria and an incubator
program; and last but not least, Ngamai Moorroop
Wilin, the RMIT organisation that will run regular
Ngamai meet-ups to build a community of Aboriginal
entrepreneurs.
Our industries and our companies will only reach their
full potential when they are rich in diversity and
represent a true cross-section of our community, and
while the rate of entrepreneurship for non-Aboriginal
Australians is approximately three times more than that
of Aboriginal Australians, soon-to-be-released data
from LaunchVic’s annual mapping shows an increasing
representation of our first peoples across the start-up
sector. That is why yesterday’s announcement is so
important: it will enable more Aboriginal entrepreneurs
to tell their story and grow their businesses with
support, experience and mentorship from their own
people, and that becomes a very powerful part of their
success.

Wakakirri Secondary School Challenge
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(12:47) — I rise to update the house on the Andrews
Labor government’s continued commitment to our
young people, and particularly for the Wakakirri
Secondary School Challenge. Our government is a
proud supporter of the challenge, which has engaged
more than 4564 students during our term of
government. I was pleased that the Minister for
Education, James Merlino, was able to attend the state
finals on my behalf to announce a further $600 000
over three years at the awards ceremony recently held
at the Palais Theatre. We are continuing to keep this
exciting and unique program running, providing more
opportunities for young Victorians to gain skills in
performing and creative arts, design and events
management.
Each year students participating in the challenge put in
hours of hard work and dedication to develop a short
performance to tell a story, with a focus on developing
career pathways for those interested in performing,
creative arts and management. Each school has the
chance to take home a number of performance awards
and be filmed for Wakakirri TV as part of the search for
the story of the year.
I take this opportunity to congratulate every young
person who got involved in their school’s performance,
particularly those from Bendigo South East College,
Braybrook College, Hoppers Crossing Secondary
College, Traralgon College, Belmont High School,
Dromana College, Holy Trinity Lutheran College,
Coburg High School and Mount Erin College. I wish
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the best of luck to Hoppers Crossing Secondary
College, Dromana College and Mount Erin College,
which are our Victorian finalists and will go on to
compete for the national story of the year in October.
Each and every young person should have the
opportunity and support they need to reach their full
potential. Wakakirri is just one of the ways of helping
them to reach for the stars. Through our Youth Policy:
Building Stronger Youth Engagement in Victoria and
the delivery of both core and new programs, investment
in youth affairs has almost doubled since we were
elected in late 2014. The Andrews Labor government
remains committed to continuing our support for young
people and youth agencies across Victoria, recognising
that young people are the future of our state.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (12:48) — Just before we move
to members statements, I might indicate to the house
that I have received a letter from Ms Wooldridge
requesting reinstatement of a number of questions on
notice to do with public dental appointment wait times.
In my view the answers provided are not adequate
responses to the questions asked, and I therefore seek to
reinstate those questions. They are for the Minister for
Health in another place. The question numbers are:
10 989, 10 990, 10 991, 10 992 and 11 056.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:49) — I rise today to acknowledge the privilege it
has been to represent the people of South Eastern
Metropolitan Region over the last four years and to be
the conduit of their access to the democratic processes
that govern our state.
I offer my profound thanks to all the staff here in
Parliament: the clerks, the committee staff and all the
staff that keep the Parliament going each and every day.
It is a vital and often thankless task to enable our
democracy in the way that you do, and for that I salute
you. To my electorate office staff: you are amazing and
I could not have done this without you. You serve the
people of South Eastern Metropolitan Region and the
people of Victoria more broadly in a tireless fashion,
and for that I cannot commend you highly enough.
Over the last four years I have learned many things, not
least the massive responsibility that rests on our
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shoulders as community leaders to manage the societal
challenges of Victorians in a mindful and planned way
that accounts for all, not just a privileged few. Our
Parliament should reflect the people that live in the
community that it serves. Our Parliament would be best
served by having more people from various
socio-economic backgrounds, with cultural and
religious diversity and experiences and with greater
ethnicity.

Bendigo GovHub
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:51) —
My statement this morning is in relation to the Bendigo
government hub, which the government announced as a
part of the budget this year. There are many questions
starting to emerge in relation to the GovHub in Bendigo,
and I would like to put some of those on record. The
government claims that up to 1000 staff will be involved
in the GovHub, but very few of these are actually new
jobs. It is just an amalgamation of current jobs in
Bendigo from the council itself, VicRoads and a couple
of other government departments and divisions. There
are other government divisions that have declined the
opportunity to be a part of it.
I think there are many questions in relation to where the
GovHub would be located and the cost involved in
doing so. The government has provided just
$16 million in the budget, but the project could cost up
to $100 million. That money will have to be paid for,
potentially, by local taxpayers through their rates and
other costs in terms of that scenario. I would like to also
address the parking issue. If up to 1000 people are
going to be in the one location, potentially in Lyttleton
Terrace, there will not be enough parking in the local
area, and that will be a problem. Also, I think there is a
real problem, particularly in terms of Epsom, where the
current Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning offices are. If that were to close, what would
happen to the surrounding businesses which rely on
those staff being there for their business?

Social enterprise sector
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (12:52) — I rise to
acknowledge the work of Roads Australia in organising
and hosting a social inclusion event last week which I
was very pleased to be able to attend. Roads Australia
organised over 100 attendees, including representatives
of major constructors, engineering firms and social
enterprises and their major sectoral leaders.
Congratulations on an event that brought together a
thriving ecosystem. It also made me reflect upon this as
an area of policy development over the last four years.
It was around four years ago when Social Traders
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arranged for one of the thought leaders in this space to
visit from the UK. There were a number of ministerial
advisers at that meeting, and Mr Leane and I also had
the pleasure of being at that meeting, and since then
there has been a very long journey.
The social enterprise sector was already thriving by that
point, but since then the government has taken a
number of actions to try to help the sector. Ministers
have played a key role. Jacinta Allan was the first, and
Wade Noonan and now Ben Carroll have taken leading
roles in trying to promote the social enterprise sector. I
think the single most important person on the
government benches over the last four years has been
Mr Leane himself; he has played a role in ensuring that
major contractors do what they say they will do in
providing opportunities for social enterprises. There are
many reforms that are worth considering in this space:
the regulatory framework; capacity building; and
procurement, which has turned out to be, I believe, the
single most important lever. There are many examples
of people having had opportunities for employment that
would not have otherwise occurred were it not for
procurement opportunities through government and the
private sector.

Ballan Recreation Reserve
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:54) — I was
very pleased to join Andrew Kilmartin, the very
hardworking candidate for Buninyong, at the Ballan
Recreation Reserve, where Andrew made the
announcement that a Matthew Guy-led government
would invest $1 million into the Ballan Recreation
Reserve. I was very pleased to be there with Billy
Smith, the chairman of the committee of management
for the Ballan Recreation Reserve, along with Joshua
Mullane, who is the president of the Ballan Football
Club.
The Ballan community has been advocating for
investment into its recreation reserve for a significant
period of time now. It is not just the Ballan community
but also the mayor of the rural shire, Paul Tatchell.
Cr Tatchell has been a strong voice advocating for this
investment in the Ballan Recreation Reserve. So we are
very pleased to be able to make the commitment that
$1 million will be invested in the Ballan Recreational
Reserve. Ballan is a growing, well-connected and
positive community, but it certainly needs investment
in its sporting facilities. It is a shame that Labor has
ignored the Ballan community for so long, but I am
very pleased that this commitment has been made, and I
look forward to that $1 million being invested in the
Ballan Recreation Reserve post-November, when
Matthew Guy is the Premier of our great state.
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Law Enforcement Torch Run for
Special Olympics

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:55) — It has
been an honour to be the first Greens representative for
eastern metropolitan Melbourne over the last four
years. Growing up in Boronia and as an alumni of
Ferntree Gully High School, eastern metro has played a
pivotal role in shaping the person I am today. I thank
the many community groups and volunteers across the
region working in a myriad of ways. I thank the groups
working to improve the lives of the disadvantaged,
vulnerable people in need. I thank the environment
groups who work tirelessly to enhance and enrich our
environment and the local historical societies who play
an important role in documenting the rich history of
Eastern Metropolitan Region. We are lucky to have an
active community working hard to make eastern metro
a better place for all of us.

Ms SHING — It was such a privilege yesterday to
welcome the Law Enforcement Torch Run and the
Special Olympians who gathered on the steps of
Parliament before setting off on their run to promote the
Special Olympics and all of the work associated with
bringing better access, equity and opportunity to people
living with intellectual disabilities and making sure that
they thrive, participate and are included. What a
wonderful thing to hand over the torch and to work
alongside law enforcement buddies and the people who
they are mentoring. Go well in all that you do in the
Special Olympics. We are with you and we are so
proud of you.

It has been a privilege to speak up for better public
transport in our region — for improving the decrepit
bus services in Manningham, for the urgent need for
Doncaster rail, for improving cycling safety — and to
speak out against the mega toll road, the north-east link,
which will destroy green spaces, divide communities
and only encourage even more traffic congestion.

Ms SHING — It was wonderful last week to visit
Omeo to present a historical grant to the Omeo
courthouse precinct for the old and new courthouses to
be upgraded to facilitate better storage and reparation
works stabilisation. The historical society has a lot to
commend its tireless work in this regard. Well done to
everyone in the Omeo community.

I have spoken up for protecting open green spaces and
precious remnant vegetation scattered throughout the
eastern metropolitan area and been a strong voice for
more certainty in planning controls to protect what is
special about Eastern Metropolitan Region. I am a
voice in the Parliament for the voiceless, those in
precarious housing situations who have nowhere else to
turn.

Autism funding

I look forward to the next term of Parliament and to
continuing to support the great region that is Eastern
Metropolitan Region. On my last note, I thank the
parliamentary staff and clerks and my electorate office
staff. You rock.

Ballet Under the Stars
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:57) — It was so
wonderful to have the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events, John Eren, come to Warragul last week to
confirm that the Australian Ballet will be hosting its
Ballet Under the Stars event next year. Having
77 dancers from the Australian Ballet come to
Warragul, which has previously seen in excess of
6000 people come along to a free event, showcasing
some of the great dancers and some of the great ballets
in an open environment for the first time in our region,
will be absolutely magical. Well done to everyone
involved in putting this together. We cannot wait.

Omeo justice precinct

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:59) — It has
been one of the great honours of my life to be appointed
by Liberal leader Matthew Guy as Victoria’s first
shadow assistant minister for autism spectrum disorder.
For three and a half years it has been a joy to travel
from one end of this state to the other, meeting with
groups, families and individuals all impacted by autism
in some way. I have met some truly amazing people.
Some days I cried with them; other days I was so
exhilarated by what I saw and heard that I felt I could
fly. By any measure it has been an emotional
roller-coaster ride.
Yesterday was the culmination of those meetings, with
Mr Guy releasing the Liberal-Nationals policy on
autism. The policy contains some very worthwhile
proposals, and I look forward to being in a position by
year’s end to put these much-needed changes into
action. A $50 million package is certainly nothing to
sneeze at. I was particularly pleased by the endorsement
of some very prominent Victorians who spend most of
their lives working to improve the lives of families with
autism. I was delighted that the CEO of Amaze, Fiona
Sharkey; the founder and director of Spectrum
Journeys, Kate Johnson; and Doug Scobie, the manager
of the Olga Tennison Autism Research Centre at
La Trobe University, not only supported the policy but
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actually took the time to be at the launch to show that
support.
Families with autism deserve a fair go. They have been
ignored for far too long. I am hopeful that yesterday
was the beginning of a revolution for these families,
and I very much look forward to being in the vanguard
of the revolution for many years to come.

Sister Salam Mouawad
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (13:00) —
On 14 September I attended a surprise celebration held
in honour of Sister Salam Mouawad, who is a nun in
the Antonine Sisters congregation. Sister Salam has
served the order from 1968 to the present day. This is
an amazing 50 years in the service of God and the
community in my electorate. She is a well-loved and
highly respected person who has cared compassionately
and professionally for the elderly residents of St Paul’s
Hostel. I warmly congratulate Sister Salam for her
dedication and commitment to God, her community
and her fellow sisters. A mass was performed prior to
the celebration at St Paul’s Hostel in Thornbury.

Egyptian Jazz Projekt
Mr ELASMAR — On Saturday, 15 September, I
was delighted to attend the Egyptian Jazz Projekt —
and you were there, President — which was a live
performance by the HarfousH Jazz Band. The
performance took place during a reception at the
premises of the Consul General of the Arab Republic of
Egypt in Melbourne. His Excellency Mohamed Fakhry,
Consul General of the Arab Republic of Egypt,
officiated at this great get-together, which featured a
jazz selection of nostalgic Egyptian and American
songs. It was a cultural event that was extremely
enjoyable.

Hampton Park Men’s Shed
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (13:02) —
Men’s sheds throughout Victoria provide a vital
contribution to the community, provide connection with
friends and maintain an active body and mind for
participants in an atmosphere of old-fashioned
mateship. Early last week it was a pleasure to join the
Liberal candidate for Narre Warren South, Susan Serey,
to announce that an elected Liberal-Nationals
government will provide an equipment grant for the
new-look Hampton Park Men’s Shed. The men’s shed
recently moved into the old Hampton Park primary
schoolhouse. I remarked to Peter Hanson and other
members of the shed in attendance that for me it was
like stepping back in time to be back at the primary
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school I attended at Wando Vale, the same old-style
schoolhouse where 22 or so of us attended what was a
wonderful school from prep to grade 6.
The old Hampton Park schoolhouse was identified to
be demolished by the Andrews Labor government in
2016 before a community campaign from the Hampton
Park community and primary school alumni saved and
relocated the historic building in 2017. Daniel
Andrews, James Merlino and Jenny Mikakos sat
around the cabinet table and were more than happy to
demolish this historic Hampton Park building without
any regard for community groups and volunteer
meeting places. Currently the Hampton Park Men’s
Shed volunteers are scouring local garage sales to buy
second-hand tools. This grant will go towards
much-needed equipment upgrades for projects that
benefit the Hampton Park community.
While those opposite within the Labor Party wanted to
smash this building into more pieces than a youth
justice centre, we on this side of the house are looking
forward to seeing what Hampton Park volunteers can
create for local children with this equipment grant for
the men’s shed in future years to come. Victorians
know only a Liberal-National government will support
the valuable contributions our local volunteer
community organisations make.

Victorian Automotive Transition Taskforce
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (13:03) —
As the chair of the western Melbourne local automotive
transition task force, which was set up by the Andrews
Labor government to assist automotive workers to
transition to future employment, I had the pleasure of
dealing with some wonderful and terrific public
servants. They work for the Department of Education
and Training, and that particular department funds
33 skills and job centres across Victoria. These centres
provide a one-stop shop for workers looking to train
and reskill, create links between job seekers and
employers and assist in providing vital support services.
The staff at all of the skills and jobs centres are doing
an incredible job and have assisted over 60 000 people
seeking training and employment across the state. They
have also played a pivotal role in assisting retrenched
automotive workers through five specialist automotive
centres, one located in my electorate of Sunshine.
Over 3000 automotive workers have registered with
skills and jobs centres, including 800 people in Western
Metropolitan Region. Furthermore, the majority of
retrenched automotive workers have now secured
employment, mostly in skilled manufacturing. Many of
those who have not are instead seeking education and

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

training services, mainly in transport, postal and
warehousing industries.
This government is committed to making Victoria’s
education system the best in the country and assisting
workers in transition. I am confident that the skills and
jobs centres will continue to provide high-quality
support and advice to workers and their families
impacted by closing businesses and the changing nature
of jobs. I want to acknowledge Nanette Fitzgerald, who
is in charge of the centres, and her team for doing a
wonderful job. I also congratulate Minister Ben Carroll
for his good stewardship in this area.

Detective Senior Sergeant Victor Kostiuk
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (13:05) — I
rise to speak today on behalf of the opposition, but I am
sure also on behalf of all members of the Legislative
Council, to honour and give our respect to Detective
Senior Sergeant Victor Kostiuk, who was tragically
killed last Friday afternoon, 14 September. Detective
Senior Sergeant Vic Kostiuk had been participating in
the Wall to Wall Ride to the national police memorial
in Canberra with around 300 other riders to remember
fallen officers when a car allegedly veered across the
road and struck his motorcycle near Orbost at Cabbage
Tree Creek along the Princes Highway in Mount
Raymond Regional Park.
Detective Senior Sergeant Kostiuk and his son, Victoria
Police detective Senior Constable Felix Kostiuk, had
reportedly been riding together out ahead of the main
group of riders when it is alleged that a driver veered
onto the other side of the road at about 2.20 p.m.,
striking him. The loss of a highly respected member of
Victoria Police is tragic at any time, but this loss is even
more tragic because he was participating in an event to
remember fallen police members who had been killed
in the line of duty.
The acting chief commissioner, Shane Patton, said on
the weekend that the loss of Detective Senior Sergeant
Vic Kostiuk, who served the community for almost
40 years, had struck at the heart of Victoria Police. In
my many conversations with members of Victoria
Police since last Friday, every member has raised this
tragedy. On behalf of all of us, our deepest sympathies
go to Detective Senior Sergeant Vic Kostiuk’s family
and loved ones, particularly his wife Pauline, his son
Felix, his friends and his Victoria Police colleagues, at
this very sad time.
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Detective Senior Sergeant Victor Kostiuk
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (13:07) — On that
note, I thank Mr O’Donohue for his members
statement, and I am sure all members of this chamber
express their deep sympathy to the force and to Victor
Kostiuk’s family.

Marie Williams Kindergarten
Ms SYMES — I would encourage every member of
Parliament to start Mondays by visiting a kinder. It is a
very nice start to the week. I was at Marie Williams
Kindergarten in Kilmore yesterday morning. This is
one of the kindergartens that participated in the
Premiers’ Reading Challenge. Of course this year there
was a focus on encouraging children who have not yet
started school to experience 40 books with the help of
family, friends and kinders. Marie Williams certainly
embraced that challenge. I asked the three, four and
five-year-olds that were present yesterday who loved
reading, and we had 99 per cent of the kids put up their
hands. That was a great show of support for books,
learning and knowledge. Marie Williams went into the
draw with all of the other early learning centres who
participated, and they were the winners of 100 new
books. It was very exciting to hand out those 100 new
books to the little kids at Marie Williams kinder, and
they were very ecstatic with their prize. I think it is just
going to push their love of reading even further.

Victorian Farmers Federation
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:08) — This
morning I attended the Victorian Farmers Federation
(VFF) policy breakfast. It is worth sharing with the
house some of the key messages that president David
Jochinke delivered to us, and it relates to our rural and
regional areas. Firstly, Victoria’s prosperity is still
dependent on a thriving agricultural sector. Agriculture
in Victoria is responsible for $13 billion worth of food
and fibre production each year and employs around
87 000 people, largely in our rural and regional areas.
To quote David:
For farmers to continue doing their job of growing fibre and
food for Victoria, Australia and the world, they need decent
roads, energy security, infrastructure and a fair rates system.

What we have seen under this city-centric Daniel
Andrews government is a neglect of country roads and
country infrastructure. We have seen energy prices
skyrocket. In fact one Gippsland farmer this morning
stated that his on-farm energy costs have risen by an
unsustainable 57 per cent. The VFF highlighted the
unsustainability of current on-farm rate increases,
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explaining that they are somewhere between 20 per
cent and 40 per cent. To quote David:
Our rates system is completely broken. It needs to be
demolished and rebuilt from the ground up.

Under current drought conditions many of our farmers
are doing it tough. Bottom-line increases are
chronically challenging to absorb. What we will do
when we come to government is solve many of these
problems. The Liberals and Nationals are committed to
giving country people and farmers a better deal.

Valedictory statement
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:10) — In my final week in Parliament I just wish to
thank a few people: firstly, the Liberal Party branch
members for their loyalty and their support, and both
the constituents and the community groups in the
former East Yarra Province — and a former colleague
from that province is next to me — and the people of
Eastern Metropolitan Region for their vote and for
allowing me to represent them. To my staff, many of
whom have served in my electorate office and when I
was a minister, a big thankyou for tirelessly working
away. I thank the red coats — the attendants —
Hansard, the table office, the clerks, catering, kitchen
staff, security and the protective services officers for all
you do. To the staff on the various committees on
which I have served over the last 16 years — the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, the Law Reform
Committee, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the various standing and select
committees — thank you. Finally, a big thankyou to my
wife, Sadie, and to our three boys, who are now men,
Dmitri, Giordan and Alexander, for sharing my very
smooth and calm political life!
That is it: 14 years in the cops, 16 years in
Parliament — 30 years of public service. It is now time
for RDR to enjoy retirement. Thank you.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) — Hear,
hear!

Pat Dooley
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:12) — How does one trump — and I use that word
advisedly — that ? Very rarely do I use opportunities to
send a cheerio, but I would like to send a special
cheerio from the Parliament of Victoria, the Liberal
Party and my family to a very special person
currently — and ironically — in John Curtin Aged Care
in Creswick, Mrs Pat Dooley. She has been
predeceased by her loving husband, Kevin, and is
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surrounded by loving and devoted family, including
adult children Colleen and Russell, daughter-in-law Sue
and grandchildren and great-grandchildren, including
one who is a local publican, Amber. Pat is very much
loved by all. Pat is a lovely person inside and out; she
looked like Judy Garland in her heyday and continues
to be beautiful regardless of her failing body. Pat is a
fervent, lifelong Liberal voter — she has never been a
member — and a devoted and passionate Demons
supporter. She is finding peace, enjoying the love and
support of her family and staff and hoping to see the
Demons win and a change of state government. Pat,
you are a wonderful person and a wonderful soul.

Victorian Multicultural Commission awards
Mrs PEULICH — I had the privilege of attending
the Victorian Multicultural Commission awards for
excellence the other night with the President. Those
people who received awards deserved to be honoured.
It was marred by the fact that Hong Lim, a serving
member of Parliament, received an award from his
former staffer, the current Minister for Multicultural
Affairs. The rules will change if I have the opportunity
of serving as minister.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (13:14) —
I move:
That the following standing orders take effect from the
59th Parliament —
(1) After standing order 4.13(1), insert the following new
subsection:
‘(2) A Minister may only dispose of the matter by
giving a response at the time if they are the
Minister to whom the matter was directed.’.
(2) In standing order 5.03, Government Business (Standing
Order 5.06), after ‘Main Government’ omit the word
‘party’.
(3) In standing order 5.03, Government Business (Standing
Order 5.06), after ‘Main Opposition’ omit the word
‘party’.
(4) In standing order 5.03, insert:
‘General Business (Standing Order 5.07)
Mover/Sponsor
60 minutes
Main Government lead speaker
60 minutes
Other lead speakers
45 minutes
Remaining speakers
15 minutes’
(5) In standing order 5.03, Government Bills — second
reading debate, after ‘Main Government’ omit the word
‘party’.
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(6) In standing order 5.03, Government Bills — second
reading debate, after ‘Main Opposition’ omit the word
‘party’.
(7) After standing order 6.13(b), insert the following new
subsection:
‘(c) a motion for the postponement of notices of motion
pursuant to Standing Order 6.03;’.
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(2) Audio-visual proceedings republished
under this Standing Order are subject to
the following conditions:
(a) the material must only be used for
the purposes of fair and accurate
reports of proceedings and must not
in any circumstances be used for —
(i)

(8) After standing order 8.06, insert the following new
standing order:
‘8.07

Content of answers
(1) All answers to questions without notice
must be direct, factual, succinct and
relevant.
(2) The President may determine that an
answer to an oral question without notice
or supplementary question is not
responsive to the question, and may
accordingly direct the Minister to provide
a written response to the question and
lodge it with the Clerk.
(3) Written responses to questions directed to
a Council Minister’s portfolio will be
required to be lodged at least 15 minutes
prior to the time scheduled for Questions
on the next sitting day.
(4) Written responses to questions directed to
a Minister representing a Minister from
the Assembly will be required to be
lodged at least 15 minutes prior to the time
scheduled for Questions in two sitting
days.
(5) A copy of any response provided under
this Standing Order must be given to the
Member who asked the question and
printed in Hansard.’.

(9) In standing order 15.02(2), omit the words ‘three
minutes’ and insert in their place ‘four minutes’.
(10) In standing order 16.02(1), omit the words ‘three
minutes’ and insert in their place ‘four minutes’.
(11) In standing order 16.02(2), omit the words ‘three
minutes’ and insert in their place ‘four minutes’.
(12) After standing order 20.02, insert the following new
standing order:
‘20.03 Video on demand
(1) Council Members, authorised Members’
staff and Parliamentary Officers
(authorised by the Clerk or the Secretary
of the Department of Parliamentary
Services) may republish audio-visual
proceedings of the Council that are
provided by the Hansard broadcast
archive.

satire or ridicule; or

(ii) commercial sponsorship or
commercial advertising;
(b) broadcast material must not be
digitally manipulated;
(c) excerpts of proceedings are to be
placed in context so as to avoid any
misrepresentation; and
(d) remarks withdrawn are not to be
rebroadcast unless the withdrawal is
also rebroadcast,”.
(13) Omit standing order 23.03(1), and substitute:
‘(1) Each legislation and reference committee will
consist of eight Members and will have regard to
the proportionality of parties and independents in
the Council. Members from the Government will
be nominated by the Leader of the Government in
the Council, Members from the Opposition will be
nominated by the Leader of the Opposition in the
Council, Greens Members will be nominated by
the Leader of the Australian Greens in the Council
and any Members from among the remaining
Members in the Council will be nominated jointly
by minority groups and independent Members.’.
(14) Omit standing orders 23.07(1) to (3), and substitute:
‘(1) Each standing committee shall elect one of its
members to be chair and one of its members to be
deputy chair.
(2) If a committee cannot resolve the election of its
chair and/or deputy chair, either position may be
determined by the Council.’.
(15) After standing order 23.09(3), insert the following new
subsection:
‘(4) The Chair of the Committee has a deliberative vote
only.’.
(16) The Clerk is empowered to renumber the standing
orders and correct any internal references as a
consequence of these amendments.

I spoke on this topic last sitting week when I tabled the
report, but allow me to say a few other things about it,
Acting President. First of all, these proposed changes to
standing orders are as recommended by the Procedure
Committee in its report tabled in the last sitting week.
The main changes to standing orders relate to the
video-on-demand service, 4-minute division bells,
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general business time limits and the President’s ability
to order written responses to answers to questions
without notice. The motion also seeks some further
minor changes to standing orders relating to motions to
postpone notices of motion and the ability of a minister
to dispose of an adjournment matter in the house and
provides further clarity about speaking time limits. As I
said, I spoke on this when I tabled the report. I urge the
house to support this motion.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:15) — I am pleased to be able to speak to the
motion today in relation to the Procedure Committee’s
report on the review of standing orders and the
recommended changes to our standing orders.
I think it is a four-yearly event in this Parliament that
there is a flurry of activity leading up to the last sitting
week to get the sessional orders and other changes
enshrined in the standing orders prior to the conclusion
of the Parliament, and this year has been no different,
although I think the fact that we were able to table the
Procedure Committee report last sitting week was
probably an advance on the previous experience.
It is fair to say that the Procedure Committee has had a
challenging journey over the last four years. It has
probably reflected the environment and the challenges
of this chamber. I think the efforts and activities of the
Procedure Committee have ebbed and flowed in unison
with the activities in this chamber. Regardless of that, I
think we have been able to make some significant
progress on a number of issues. The sessional orders
that we have had have stood us in good stead for this
Parliament. The debate that we had early on in relation
to putting these sessional orders in place were in the
spirit that no party has a majority in this house, which
enabled this chamber to make a decision about how it
wished to operate. The sessional orders that were put in
place reflected a combination of election commitments
by the government and also the will of this house in
relation to operations on a number of fronts. I think they
have held us in good stead in relation to activities
around the functioning of the committees, around
question time and around constituency questions, which
is a combination of those origins in relation to where
they have come from.
The amendments that we have today reflect what the
Procedure Committee was able to agree that we should
take forward. There are some very sensible
amendments — I will touch on a couple of them
briefly — but there are also other aspects that we, as an
opposition, felt needed to reflect the will of the house in
terms of the composition of the next Parliament. We do
not know what that will look like. We expect that it will
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be different, as it always is, so we have not supported a
number of elements that reflect the activities of this
Parliament going forward into the next given that we
believe they need to reflect the will of that Parliament
rather than going to the standing orders now. I know
there are some amendments from Ms Pennicuik in
relation to further suggestions about what we put into
the standing orders, some of which we will not support,
once again on the basis that they need to reflect the next
Parliament rather than this Parliament and should be in
the sessional orders accordingly.
In relation to this motion, the changes that we have
today range from some matters that have been brought
up from the experience, for example, of adjournments
at the end of the night, including the fact that a minister
in this place may be the only one who disposes of a
matter. That reflects, I suppose, some experience from
time to time where a minister has sought to speak on
behalf of another minister in disposing of a matter, and
the strong feeling that it should be only the minister to
whom the adjournment matter is directed who is able to
discharge that matter.
I think the change that we made after some time of this
Parliament in relation to time limits in general business
has been a positive step forward. There is no doubt that
we saw on multiple occasions some government
members speak for over 2 hours in relation to some of
the general business motions. We know that the impact
of that was to significantly extend the debate, and it
often meant that a motion could not be dealt with in that
week’s general business. Of course, there is only one
day of general business each sitting week. I think the
bringing in of time limits has enabled us to move
through those motions and to address those motions
while still allowing every member to speak on those
motions and while still allowing matters to be dealt
with, even after very extensive debate. That was a
positive move forward, and I think that reflects the time
limits in government business, so there is a congruency
in relation to what happens in government business
versus general business.
On the position in relation to the postponement of the
notices of motion and that being a procedural debate
rather than a regular broader debate, that is probably
something the government would have liked earlier in
this Parliament. We sometimes have extensive debate
from our side of the chamber in relation to the delaying
of notices of motion. The fact that that will become a
procedural item will in future limit that debate to
30 minutes. There has obviously been an oversight in
previous consideration of the standing orders.
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I think it is very positive that we have agreed that the
content of answers should be direct, factual, succinct
and relevant so as to give more clarity to the President
in making rulings in relation to responses from
ministers and also some clarity in relation to the written
responses.
On written responses, I have to give credit to the
government. I think the government has worked very
hard to be responsive on those requirements by the
President for written responses to questions without
notice. Responses have very regularly come in within
24 hours or two sitting days, if required, from the other
place. I have got no doubt that required a significant
amount of work from the Leader of the Government in
relation to delivering that outcome, because certainly
the other place does not have that same level of
requirement in relation to written responses to questions
without notice. I think putting that into the standing
orders will be of benefit across the board to this
Parliament.
Obviously there are some changes in relation to
3 minutes versus 4. A very significant change in this
Parliament is the move into the buildings at the back.
On the amount of time that it takes to get from the new
building to this building, I know that many members of
Parliament are getting many more steps up in relation to
walking back and forth across the way. Obviously extra
time is needed to be able to do that.
I have got to say that I think it is a credit to this
chamber that we took the lead on video on demand —
getting it into place and bringing this chamber into the
21st century in relation to being able to have video on
demand. It took a significant amount of work on the
part of the clerks, the technology team and others to
make that happen. I think the fact that we determined to
do it in this place meant that the other place took that on
board and — of course, as you do when you have got
the numbers — made it happen in response to our
efforts in this chamber. We see members — through
Facebook and other means — publishing that
information for the benefit of their constituents and the
broader community. I often get commentary in relation
to members statements, constituency questions or
adjournment matters that I put up. Through the use of
video on demand, people in the community are able to
respond to issues we have raised on their behalf in this
place.
Further, there is the fact we are supporting in an
ongoing way that the legislation and reference
committees will have eight members, the new mix.
That will reflect the proportionality of this house. I
think once again that has meant that neither of the

4985

major parties has a majority on any of the committees
given the make-up of this chamber. I think it works
well. I do not think anyone has ever gotten what they
want all the time, and that is probably part of the
rigorous nature of the debate and of this Parliament.
It is fair to say our committees have done very
significant work. I think the Council committees have
been exemplary in relation to their consideration of
legislation, and they have had an impact on some very
significant pieces of legislation, including, I have got to
say, the select committee in terms of the port of
Melbourne sale. The committees have been the catalyst
for a number of bills we have considered, and then
there are the references that have been looked at, which
have both raised very significant issues and also
contributed to legislation as being the research basis on
which legislation is currently being introduced. I think
the make-up of the committees has been a positive
development. There are further considerations in
relation to the powers of those committees, but once
again we are of the view that once committees are
constituted, the make-up of the new house should be
able to have the say in relation to how those committees
then operate.
Of course there are the issues in relation to, for
example, the challenge we had with the Privileges
Committee. That the chair of the committee only gets a
deliberative vote is a decision we made after research in
relation to the work of the committee. Enshrining that
in the standing orders will make that easier if we are
lucky enough that the Privileges Committee needs to
meet again in the future at some stage. I think we are
probably all optimistic that, given it has met once in
many decades, it might be a while again before it needs
to meet again. Hopefully circumstances will not arise
that require it. So there are very positive things —
enshrining some of the process issues of the 4 minutes,
the video on demand and some further changes that
reflect the experience in relation to this Parliament and
the work that has been done — that, if this motion is to
pass today, and hopefully it will with unanimous
support, we will put into place for the next Parliament.
I will not comment particularly on Ms Pennicuik’s
amendments, because we can comment as the debate
progresses in relation to them. There are some
outstanding matters, and as I think we have
acknowledged in this place before, the production of
documents is an issue that requires further work. It
requires commitment from all in relation to getting that
resolved. There was significant work put in over a
significant period of time to try and get to that point.
The amendments in relation to an arbiter were put into
the standing orders at the end of the last Parliament and

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
4986

COUNCIL

have not been used, because there was a view that they
needed a more detailed context to operationalise.
That work needs to be concluded and put in place,
because we have had significant challenges for the
production of documents. There have been some
significant efforts from the government in regard to it,
but there have also been very significant exclusions or
non-compliance in relation to the motions that are
questionable in relation to the application of executive
privilege and other arguments for exclusion. That needs
to be nutted out, and hopefully that is something that
can be resolved in the next Parliament, which will make
the production of documents process much fairer and
give it greater transparency in relation to what is
redacted or excluded, which will be better in terms of
the transparency for the Victorian community in
relation to those documents that are called for. So there
is an opportunity there.
I do want to take the opportunity also to thank the
membership of the committee — Ms Pennicuik,
Mr Atkinson, Mr Elasmar, Dr Carling-Jenkins,
Mr Davis, Mr Jennings and Ms Pulford — in relation to
seeking to work through the issues that we have
grappled with in relation to the committee. I do
particularly want to thank the secretariat. There is no
doubt —
An honourable member — Gordon?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — He wasn’t on the
committee. I do particularly want to thank the
secretariat in relation to their work. There is no doubt
that it had its challenges and may have felt like herding
cats at some points, but thanks particularly to Richard
Willis, Annemarie Burt, Andrew Young and Natalie
Tyler in relation to their work to keep the committee’s
operations underway, to keep us focused when we
needed to be to make progress on issues and to
ultimately be able to conclude with some positive
resolutions today in relation to these matters which we
are seeking to enshrine into the standing orders, while
understanding there were of course some areas that we
were unable to agree on. I commend this resolution to
the house and look forward to the continuing discussion
we will have in the next Parliament in relation to how
we continue to seek to improve the operation, the
transparency and the effectiveness of this chamber.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(13:31) — It is a pleasure to speak on the motion
moved by Mr Elasmar with regard to the standing
orders to take effect in the next Parliament. Basically
the translation is that some of the sessional orders that
we introduced in this session of Parliament are to

Tuesday, 18 September 2018

become full standing orders to apply from the
commencement of the next Parliament. As is outlined
in the report of the Procedure Committee that was
tabled last week, the committee proposed 10 changes to
the standing orders. Basically they are that answers to
questions without notice must be direct, factual,
succinct and relevant — it was an initiative of the
government prior to this Parliament that they would put
that forward — and that the President may direct that a
written response is required where the President is of
the opinion that the answer to a question without notice
or supplementary question is not responsive to the
question.
I echo what Ms Wooldridge said — that the ministers
have been very responsive in that regard in terms of
providing written responses to questions as well.
Another amendment being put forward is that the
membership of standing committees will have regard to
the proportionality of parties and Independents in the
Council. Committees having eight members have had
representation from the Greens and the crossbench, as
well as government and non-government members, and
that does reflect the current proportionality. I am not
sure what the future proportionality will be, but at least
it will be enshrined in the standing orders that the
membership of the committees will be in proportion to
whatever the make-up of the Council is. The standing
committees will also elect one member to be the chair
and one member to be the deputy chair.
Significantly time limits put in place in the sessional
orders of this Parliament for general business will now
be transferred to the standing orders, and they will be
the same time limits which exist for government
business. For those who have been here in previous
sessions of Parliament when we did not have time
limits for general business, in some cases it was okay
and in some cases it was very problematic and people
did speak for very long periods of time. I will not
mention any names, including my own, in that regard. I
think that is generally agreed to be a good thing to do,
and it has worked well in this session of Parliament.
Video on demand will be accessible for Council
members, authorised members’ staff and parliamentary
officers. Of course that has been a breakthrough
development in this session of Parliament to, as
Ms Wooldridge said, bring us into the 21st century.
Going back, when I was first elected there was not even
audio of debates; people could only read Hansard the
next day. I think I have said before that when the audio
came in people could listen to the audio and see a static
picture of the member.
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Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Indeed. That was a huge step
forward. But it has been, I think, a welcome step
forward. I do thank the clerks for their work on that and
the IT and Hansard staff, who worked very hard to
bring that to fruition.
The division bells and the time to form a quorum in
committee of the whole will be extended from
3 minutes to 4 minutes, because I think we have all
realised that while it is physically possible to get here in
3 minutes, if you happen to be held up in some way,
perhaps that may not be the case. So it is best to allow
4 minutes to come across from the new building.
The chair of the Privileges Committee will be permitted
a deliberative vote only. A motion for the postponement
of notices of motion will be included as a procedural
motion, which I think is basically just something that
probably should have been done a while ago and is
being done now. Only a minister to whom an
adjournment matter is directed — if that is the minister
on duty — can dispose of the adjournment matter and
not another minister. There are changes regarding
wording and time limits for government business and
second-reading debates of government bills. This
clarifies the speaking times allowed with regard to
parties and other lead speakers, which again has worked
well in this Parliament.
The Greens are supporting the motion put forward by
Mr Elasmar as being a good change to the standing
orders. However, we believe that some of the other
aspects that were included in the sessional orders after
the Procedure Committee met several times at the
beginning of this session of Parliament to put in place
new sessional orders should also be put into the new
standing orders. To that effect, I have some
amendments to put forward, and I am happy to have
those circulated.
During the deliberations of the Procedure
Committee — without divulging the workings of the
committee — I did indicate that I was supportive of the
amendments that are being proposed to the standing
orders, but I still thought others should be included.
Those amendments are being circulated in the chamber
now. I did also circulate them yesterday to all parties so
that they had at least some time to consider them, and I
have spoken to some members about them as well.
I am happy to just briefly go through what they are. The
first amendment seeks to change the time in which a
response to an adjournment matter must be provided to
the member who raised the matter from 30 days, which
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has been the longstanding time, to 14 days. Whilst that
was not necessarily raised in the debate of the
Procedure Committee, I and my colleagues feel that in
this day and age 30 days is a very long time to wait for
a response to an adjournment matter raised. We are in
the age of the internet et cetera, and 30 days is a long
time. It is a whole month, and things can move on with
regard to a particular matter.
Of course adjournment matters are, by and large, raised
by members as a result of issues that have been brought
to their attention by their constituents. I know this is
what has occurred in my case, and I am sure it has
occurred in most of the cases that I have listened to
during the adjournment debate: matters raised by
constituents are brought to the MPs — that is,
government and non-government members, so
government members are able to raise adjournment
matters for ministers as well. Just to have to wait
30 days — I think we should be, as Ms Wooldridge
says, moving into the 21st century and getting the
responses to those a little bit earlier. Fourteen days of
course is halfway between no days and 30 days. It
could be seven days, it could be 21 days. I thought
14 days was a reasonable time limit to put on that.
The second amendment is in regard to questions
without notice. In the lead-up to the last election, the
ALP promised to remove Dorothy Dixers — that there
would be no more questions from government
members during question time. In fact they described
these as, and I quote:
… a stage-managed practice whereby ministers preprepare
questions and rehearse answers for the purposes of
grandstanding.

The media report by Jacinta Allan described how they
would get rid of the charade of Dorothy Dixers. Of
course that did happen in this Parliament by way of the
sessional orders, and we have operated with nine
questions from non-government members proportioned
between the coalition, the Greens and the crossbench
according to the proportion of membership of the
Council. I think it has worked really well. It has been
much better received by the media and by the
community, who look on Dorothy Dixers with disdain
and do see them as time wasting and think they should
be done away with.
I would presume that when the people of Victoria heard
that promise, which was put into effect over the last
four years, they thought they were going to be gone
forever. But no, apparently on this motion put forward
by Mr Elasmar, they will return, because the motion
does not include getting rid of the Dorothy Dixers. We
would revert to five questions from the government and
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five questions from the opposition. I think that is a big
step backwards. We have taken the step forward of not
having government questions, and we should continue
into future Parliaments without questions from
government members. I think that is what the
community wants. It is certainly what we would like to
see. The government was right to promise not to have
government questions and to agree to the sessional
orders not having them. It is very regrettable that this
was not included in the standing orders, so it is possible
that we will go back to five government questions from
government members every day.
The third and fourth amendments are more technical
amendments and regard written responses to questions
directed to ministers in the Council or ministers in the
Assembly. At the moment written answers from
Council ministers, as directed by the President, are to be
lodged within one day. That is currently read as a sitting
day, so the answer may take several weeks to come
back — for example, if a question is asked in June and
then we go into the winter break, we might not actually
get the answer to that until August. It is almost a
technical amendment. It is to make a change so that the
answers would come back within one business day, and
if the question was directed to a minister in the
Assembly, the answer would come back within two
business days.
I agree with Ms Wooldridge that the government has
been really good in coming back with those answers. I
have had many answers from both ministers in the
Council and ministers in the Assembly within that time
frame — comprehensive answers. This is basically a
technical amendment to put what is actually occurring
into practice, rather than having the anomaly where a
question is put at the end of the week and the answer
does not appear for some time hence.
Amendment 5 is to reinstate constituency questions.
That also was a promise by the government or an
initiative by the government prior to the last election,
that it would introduce constituency questions. I think
constituency questions have been very popular with
members, both government members and
non-government members. Currently the sessional
orders that have expired allow for 10 constituency
questions every day. We usually have more people
wanting to put a constituency question than there are
spots for constituency questions. My amendment would
put that there would be 15 constituency questions, and
that mirrors the number of members statements every
day. Every day up to 15 members can make a members
statement. This would say up to 15 members can ask a
constituency question. Of course that allows
government members to raise constituency questions
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with regard to issues in their constituency. It is an
avenue for a continuation of government members
being able to raise constituency questions with a
minister either in this chamber or in the other chamber.
I have also added that the answer to constituency
questions be ‘in writing within 14 days’. That is even a
little bit different from an adjournment matter, because
a constituency question is actually a short contribution.
It is one question and you get 1 minute to ask it. There
seems to be no reason to me why that could not be
answered within 14 days. It is not as if ministers are
going to be inundated with constituency questions,
because the number of them would be capped. Unlike,
for example, questions on notice, where a member can
lodge any number of questions on notice, constituency
questions and adjournments are capped by number.
The last amendment that I am putting forward is that
the standing committees be able to self-reference
inquiries. I think that is a really important development
that was put in the sessional orders this time and has
allowed committees to initiate inquiries of their own.
That is a feature of other parliaments. What we would
revert to would be that the only matters that a
committee could consider would be those referred by
the house. It is fine for committees to consider matters
that are referred by the house, but not just those. In
particular, if there was a situation where one party had
control or the majority in a house, then it would be that
only government matters or matters that the
government considered the committee should look at
would be considered, and that would be regrettable.
Apart from the 14 days, which was not in the sessional
orders of this Parliament, I think these issues were all
good steps forward in modernising our Parliament,
which is still in need of more modernisation, and I
would not like to see us go backwards with regard to
those particular issues.
As Ms Wooldridge mentioned, there are some
outstanding issues which the next Parliament and the
next Procedure Committee will have to continue to look
at, which include the issue of the production of
documents. Certainly this Procedure Committee looked
at it, and there were some discussions about, for
example, the independent arbiter. There were
discussions in the previous Parliament about this issue
as well, and there was even advice provided to the
Council from a senior legal person with regard to
executive privilege, commercial in confidence et cetera
that have been claimed by successive governments as
reasons why they do not produce documents ordered by
the Council, so that certainly is unfinished business.
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The other issue that I think is unfinished business is the
issue of the daily prayer, and I did move a motion
earlier in this Parliament that the Procedure Committee
have a look at it. Even though that motion was not
carried, there was quite a lot of goodwill from all sides
about that needing to be looked at. We have the
situation now where virtually a quarter of the chamber
is not present for the reading of the prayer, and I think
that is a significant sign that the daily prayer as it stands
at the moment is not reflective of the community of
Victoria. It is something that I think Parliament again
should have a look at.
As I mentioned in my motion with regard to that, many
other parliaments have changed what they do at the
start of each day. Some have multifaith prayers, some
have a minute’s silence and others have different words
that they read out. So there are many options that this
Parliament could look at to better reflect the community
that this Parliament represents. With those comments,
we will support the motion but will also be moving
amendments to it.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(13:50) — I move:
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amendments to the standing orders. It is disgraceful
behaviour by Ms Pennicuik in moving these matters
and is in fact totally against the spirit by which this
matter came to the Parliament and again replicates the
reprehensible collusion that has occurred between the
Liberal Party and the Greens during the course of this
term, setting a low benchmark for the way in which the
procedures of this Parliament are dealt with. It is an
appalling affront to the goodwill that, had it been —
Mr Morris — This is a bit rich coming from you.
Mr JENNINGS — Look, Mr Morris, you novice,
you have got through four years. You reflect on how
much you have learned in this term, Mr Morris — not
much. Your leadership has learned not much during the
course of this.
I do not care for any comments that are made by the
Leader of the Opposition that indicate that there was
some goodwill and generosity demonstrated by the
government in relation to responding to questions on
notice. Yes, we did set an expectation that questions
would be answered with accuracy and honesty and we
would acquit questions that were demanded of us
within the following day.

That this matter be postponed until the next day of meeting.

I do so because of the outrageous behaviour of the
Greens and the opposition. They have indicated in the
last few minutes, across the chamber, that they are
colluding yet again to change matters that had been
agreed to and make up decisions that will affect
standing orders going into the next Parliament in a way
that they had not foreshadowed to the government right
up until this debate commenced this morning. I think
that is an extreme act of bad faith by the Greens and the
Liberal Party yet again, a recurring element of the way
in which they have tried to run this Parliament for their
own benefit on many occasions during the course of
this term, setting a precedent for appalling behaviour
that they are continuing today by moving amendments
to some matters that were agreed at the Procedure
Committee, which is the basis by which this report was
tabled and moved by my colleague, Mr Elasmar, in
good faith about undertakings and understandings that
were made in the Procedure Committee.
If this was going to be a matter that was actually the
behaviour of the Greens and the Liberal Party today,
then I can assure you there would not have been an
agreed report from the Procedure Committee that came
to this Parliament and was moved in good faith by my
colleague, the Deputy President, in relation to this
matter. We would not have been considering this
report; we would not have been considering these

Good on you for the graciousness of recognising the
initiative taken by the government and the amount of
work that has been undertaken to try to achieve that.
Good on you for recognising at every turn when we
introduced proportionality into committees that that
was a goodwill gesture that was demonstrated at the
beginning of this term, when the precedent for every
Parliament beforehand had been every government of
the day seizing the chair of every committee that it
could.
For the first time we actually opened up the potential
for there to be a broader cross-section of representation
of chairs of committees and the representation of
committees. Good on you for recognising that,
something that has actually been used against the
government throughout the duration of this term, time
and time again, to work our members into exhaustion
for working through a program that suits yourselves.
In fact it was an extraordinary contribution by the
Leader of the Opposition, who said there is only one
day of general business in a parliamentary week. Well,
this Parliament, in my understanding, going back to
first principles, is meant to make laws. It is meant to
make the government account. It is actually to make
opportunities for constituents to be represented. Well,
according to those who want to live in opposition, they
actually want to maximise the Parliament’s time that
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contributes to everything but the legislative program.
They will obstruct the legislative program and they will
stop the primary function of government occurring time
and time again so they can waste time on the
adjournment, on constituency matters and in
committees — asking questions 10 times, and 10 times
getting the same answer, at great length in committees
of this Parliament — and in this last week they still
cannot understand forming a level of agreement.
After the outrageous behaviour of Good Friday, the
government granted a pair last week for the right
reasons. We did it for the right reasons — we did it not
because of any goodwill but because we should have.
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amendments put and there were amendments from
others put after the Procedure Committee actually
tabled their report. It is not unusual in relation to this. In
fact one of those amendments was the extension by
right of 2 hours, and I think the government has used
that extension by right of 2 hours most days of most
weeks of most months of four years in this house.
That was an amendment that was made separate to the
Procedure Committee in relation to the operation of this
house. So it is not unusual to have further amendments
to a Procedure Committee document, and that is what
we were considering —
Honourable members interjecting.

Ms Crozier — You are a disgrace.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I am not. I gave you a pair
because it was the honourable thing to do. Your leader
today has come into this place and she has trashed the
understandings that we had made in relation to why we
are here considering this matter today. It is again
goodwill —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Minister!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:56) — We came to this debate in calm
consideration in relation to —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Ms Wooldridge, please continue.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — We did come to this
debate with calm consideration in relation to these
matters. I have to say in relation to the entire Procedure
Committee we have been very calm and have tried to
be constructive in relation to consideration of all the
matters before us. There are some significant and
important matters in front of us today that we support
and that we think need to be taken forward, and we
understood we had agreement in relation to taking those
forward. We will not be supporting the motion to
postpone this important debate in relation to the
standing orders.
I do need to put on the record that Ms Pennicuik raised
yesterday with the opposition and with the crossbench
some further amendments that she had. My reading of
what happened in the debate on the Procedure
Committee report in the last Parliament was that
exactly that same thing happened. There were house

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Mr Ondarchie, please allow Ms Wooldridge to
complete.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — So given that there are
amendments put in relation to this motion, the
opposition are happy to consider them on their merits,
and that is exactly what we did. We showed the
courtesy of providing to the Government Whip our
view in relation to those amendments and that there are
a small number that we will support. We will not
support them all, but we do believe that constituency
questions have been a good benefit. That was a
recommendation by the government — it was their
amendments that they brought forward, and we have
supported them. I think people have used constituency
questions very actively. We support the suggested
amendment by Ms Pennicuik in relation to constituency
questions to enable us all to be effective representatives
of our constituencies.
We do not support this motion being postponed. We
support its continuation and the consideration of both
the document of the Procedure Committee and the
amendments proposed by Ms Pennicuik.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Production of documents
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:59) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Last sitting week you stated that the
tabling of personal financial, medical and legal
information of innocent Victorians by the Premier was
to comply with an order of the Legislative Assembly.
However, the Victorian solicitor-general has said that
neither she nor her office has produced the documents
in response to the order and, I quote, ‘I did, however,
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produce documents in response to the direction from
the Premier’. Given that, Minister, how has the
government satisfied itself that the Premier has not
breached section 2.7 of the ministerial code of conduct,
which states:
Ministers and parliamentary secretaries are to regard the skills
and abilities of public servants as a public resource, and are
expected to ensure that public servants are deployed only for
appropriate public purposes.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:00) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her question. I
stand by the answers that I gave last sitting week.
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extension, is it the government’s intention to extend
their contract by one year or more to reward them for
the poor performance they have exhibited?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:03) — I thank the member for his question. I will
seek a response from the responsible minister who, as
all members would be aware, is a member in the other
place. I would also perhaps remind Mr Davis that an
opportunity is available for his colleagues to seek a
response to such questions from Minister Allan in the
Legislative Assembly as well.
Supplementary question

Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:01) — It is very disappointing that the minister will
not engage in a direct question asked of him in relation
to some great specificity. In fact last week he said I had
not quoted a section of the code of conduct. This week I
have, and he still chooses not to respond to it. However,
I will ask a supplementary.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet warned the
Premier against the action that he chose to undertake.
The Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office was
ordered by the Premier to hand over reams of
documents, and some of the 80 000 pages detailed
personal financial, medical and legal information of
innocent Victorians. Will you now admit that the
Premier’s crusade, which saw this personal financial,
medical and legal information of innocent Victorians
tabled in the state Parliament, was a wasteful and
extravagant use of public resources and that due
economy was not observed?
The PRESIDENT — I do have some concerns
about whether or not the supplementary question is
actually apposite to the substantive question. It goes to
a totally new area, I would have thought. But I call
Mr Jennings.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:02) — The member has invited me to make a
commentary and join her in a commentary. In relation
to any matter of substance in relation to her
supplementary question, I believe that I covered this
content material last sitting week.

Transdev bus contract
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:02) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture, representing
the Minister for Public Transport. Minister, given that
the Transdev bus contract is due for replacement in two
years time and contains a trigger clause to provide an

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:03) —
Thank you for that elucidation. Minister, given
Transport Safety Victoria ordered an emergency safety
inspection at bus contractor Transdev’s depot in
September last year after routine tests by VicRoads
found safety breaches with 33 buses, wouldn’t any
extension or renewal of the Transdev contract be in fact
rewarding unacceptable or poor performance?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:04) — I will seek a written response from the
responsible minister.

Prison capacity
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:04) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, in March this year the Governor in Council,
on your recommendation, gazetted the maximum
number of prisoners that can be held at certain police
jails. Minister, since the order in council came into
force, on how many occasions have those maximum
prisoner numbers at these certain police jails been
exceeded?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:04) —
I thank the member for his question. The matter of
police cells has been an issue for all governments,
including the government that he belonged to. Indeed
the management of those cells and the coordination of
individuals in those cells does require a fair bit of work.
But can I say that in relation to the number of prisoners
in police cells they reached the highest they ever have
in the history of this state under his watch, at the point
of 372. The fact of the matter is that in terms of the
actual specific question he is asking me I do not have
that level of detail available to me at this point, but I can
honestly say that the number of people in prison cells
has not got anywhere near the capacity it reached under
his watch.
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Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:06) —
Thank you, Minister, for that answer. Minister, the
same gazettal that you recommended stipulates the
maximum number of days that a prisoner may be held
at those certain police jails. Minister, on how many
occasions has there been a breach of that order, where
the maximum number of days that a prisoner can be
held at police jails has been exceeded?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:06) —
Again, President, the member asked me a quite detailed
question that requires specific information, and I do not
have that available to me at this point in time. But again
what I can say is that in terms of police cell
management under this government it has been
managed much better than it was by the previous
government, and I —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY — It has. We never came close to
372. You were at absolute capacity. I am heartened to
see the good cooperation and the coordination between
VicPol, the courts, the Department of Justice and
Regulation and Corrections Victoria on this matter.

Police resources
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:07) —
My question is again to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, with overflowing police cells Victoria Police
members are continually having to transport prisoners
from one police station to another to find a spare vacant
police cell, diverting them from catching criminals to
babysitting criminals. Minister, in August and
September so far how many police hours have been
utilised transporting prisoners from one police station to
another to search for vacant cells, or is this measure not
tracked?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:07) —
Again, Mr O’Donohue knows full well that the
management of police cells is a management issue for
VicPol. He knows that. The fact of the matter is that we
have brought in over 400 police custody officers:
400 have been rolled out to assist in the management of
people in police cells across this state. That was not
seen under the previous government. We take our
responsibility seriously in relation to the management
of the justice system, but it is VicPol that manages
police cells.
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Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:08) —
Minister, the Andrews Labor government has failed to
plan for the significant rise in violent crime that we
have seen over the past four years and has failed to plan
for the increase in remand prisoners. We have a police
cell crisis across the state at this very moment, so I ask:
what immediate short-term measures will you
implement between now and the election to ensure
Victoria Police members do not have to transport
prisoners from one police station to another because of
this constant overcrowding?
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, President, and I
will seek direction from you, but I think that that is
probably more of a question for the Minister for Police.
The PRESIDENT — My intention actually is to
refer the substantive question to the Minister for Police
for response in any event because I agree with you that
the operational aspects that Mr O’Donohue referred to
in his question are to do with VicPol rather than your
own jurisdiction. So I am already doing that for the
substantive question, and I am okay about doing it for
the supplementary.
Mr O’DONOHUE — On a point of order,
President, the reason why police cells are crowded is
the mismanagement of the corrections system itself.
They are often full of sentenced prisoners who should
be in the corrections system, but because of the
bungling of the government they are forced into the
police cell system. I would say there is a direct
relationship, a direct responsibility, for which this
minister should answer.
Ms Tierney — On the point of order, President, the
fact of the matter is that it was a direct question about
the management that relates to the transportation of
prisoners between different locations. That is not an
issue for Corrections Victoria. And in terms of the
so-called mismanagement of the system, I would
suggest that —
The PRESIDENT — No, no debating. Minister, do
you wish to address the supplementary question at this
point?
Mr O’DONOHUE — On a point of order,
President, the supplementary question actually goes to
what measures the government take to address the
overcrowding in the police cells, which is a direct result
of the overcrowding in the corrections system.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I think that
this question does go broader than just the police
involvement in the imprisonment of people over what I
expect are relatively brief periods. I ask Mr O’Donohue
to re-read the question so that the Minister actually has
an understanding of what the question actually is —
just the supplementary.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Minister, the Andrews Labor
government has failed to plan for the significant rise in
violent crime we have seen over the past four years and
has failed to plan for the increase in remand prisoners.
We have a police cell crisis across the state at this very
moment, so I ask: what immediate short-term measures
will you implement over the next two to three months
to ensure Victoria Police members do not have to
transport prisoners from one police station to another
because of overcrowding in the corrections system?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:12) —
In terms of the assertion that there is mismanagement,
can I suggest that the member opposite actually listen to
a fairly comprehensive interview that took place last
Friday between Neil Mitchell and the corrections
commissioner, Dr Emma Cassar? It was an extensive
interview that went to a number of issues in the system.
Indeed I believe that it would prove to be quite
instructive to Mr O’Donohue to get an update in terms
of the reality of what occurs in the corrections system in
this state.
The fact of the matter is that we are doing a number of
things and that we do have a plan for the expansion of
prison beds in this state. We have already brought just
over 70 beds online at the Metropolitan Remand Centre
in recent weeks. Next month we are bringing on
70 extra beds at the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre. We also
are bringing on a further 300 beds at the Ravenhall
Correctional Centre before the end of this year.

Parkville youth justice centre
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:13) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, there have been at least 38 violent
assaults against youth justice workers in the Parkville
youth justice centre in this calendar year. I ask: is the
Parkville youth justice centre now the most dangerous
workplace in Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:14) — President, what I have seen over
the course of time from Ms Crozier is that she comes
into the house and makes assertions about assaults in
custody, despite the fact that we have actually
published category 1 incident report numbers on a
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quarterly basis for the first time — something that did
not actually occur under the previous government.
What we have seen is an increase in the number of
young people who are either sentenced or remanded
into custody. In fact the most recent Children’s Court
annual report shows a 54 per cent increase in the
number of detention orders made by the Children’s
Court since 2014–15.
Despite all the rhetoric from those opposite that
somehow there are no consequences for youth
offending, the facts show quite the contrary. As well,
the budget papers show that we are projecting more
young people coming into custody. Of course when we
have more young people in custody, including more
young people on remand in custody, we do actually
have quite an unsettled population. There is a zero
tolerance approach by management and staff in our
youth justice centres, and when these matters do happen
they are in fact reported to Victoria Police and action is
taken.
What we saw during the time of the previous
government was a change to the reporting system so
that these figures were actually covered up. We heard
evidence in the parliamentary inquiry, which you had
the numbers on, that showed that was in fact the case.
Staff numbers were cut, positions were not filled and
there was no investment in strengthening infrastructure.
By contrast, we have put in place more staff, created
more positions and made investments in infrastructure
and in supporting staff in many ways, giving them the
support that they need and that they certainly did not
have from those opposite.
With respect to the question that the member has asked,
I would just point out that the youth justice WorkCover
claims speak for themselves very strongly. During
2011–14, $8 351 246 was paid in youth justice
WorkCover claims. During 2015–18 there has been
$3 931 317 in youth justice WorkCover claim
payments. So there has been a 53 per cent decrease in
WorkCover payments to youth justice staff during our
time of government, because we have supported staff.
We have put more safety and emergency response team
(SERT) staff in in our response to the Armytage-Ogloff
report — our initial $50 million response to that. We
have funded 21 additional SERT staff. We have given
staff capsicum spray and other tools that they need to be
able to respond to issues. We put Corrections Victoria’s
security and emergency services group staff into our
youth justice facilities. We have given them the ability
to respond to these issues. An intelligence function has
been funded that never existed before. It has existed in
corrections, and it is now in the youth justice system.
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We are giving our youth justice staff the support they
need. They never got it under the Liberal
government —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — You cut staff. You actually cut
staff from the youth justice system. You did not invest
in Parkville. You put the master plan in the bottom
drawer; we know that, Ms Wooldridge. You defunded
and you cut things and you covered up the assault
numbers.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (14:18) —
I thank the minister for providing the figures in relation
to the WorkCover claims. Actually those payments
were made when Lisa Neville was the minister about
incidents when Lisa Neville was the minister, and you
know it. But my supplementary goes to —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER — Yes, well, that is when it
happened. Minister, the supplementary is —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, thank you!
Ms CROZIER — Minister, so I ask: how many
youth justice officers are currently on WorkCover leave
or have outstanding claims?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:18) — Clearly the member has not been
listening at all to my response to her substantive
question, because I have made the point that in relation
to WorkCover claims, the payments that have been
made have actually significantly decreased during our
time in government. They have significantly decreased.
Ms Wooldridge knows very well that we had some
very, very serious injuries of staff during her time as
minister. What she did in her first year as minister was
change the reporting system. We have got greater
coverage, greater transparency. Not only is the data
published more regularly but more types of incidents
are actually captured —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you!
Ms MIKAKOS — in the category 1 data. These
matters are now reported to the Commission for

Tuesday, 18 September 2018

Children and Young People for the first time as well.
We have put in place a range of transparency and a
range of measures to support our youth justice staff —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, the
minister has gone nowhere near answering this
question. It is pretty simple to ask what those figures
are. She provided the figures from a previous
government, which were the WorkCover claims from
the previous Brumby government. I ask you to direct
the minister in relation to the current WorkCover
figures that she would have.
The PRESIDENT — Order! One of the problems
that I have is that the minister was subject to a barrage
of interjections, which actually gave her, in my view, an
entitlement to really respond to those interjections
rather than to the question that had been put to her.
Members might consider that when they are seeking an
answer to a question. The minister to complete her
answer.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. The
member would know full well that this information is
published in the department’s annual report, and she
will be able to read it in the Department of Justice and
Regulation annual report shortly.

Ice Action Plan grants
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:20) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children,
representing the Minister for Mental Health. Minister,
can you confirm that earlier this year Ice Action Plan
funds, which were supposed to be used to tackle the
scourge of ice in Aboriginal communities, were in fact
used to purchase entry tickets to Funfields theme park
in Whittlesea?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:21) — I thank the departing member for
his belated interest in mental health issues and drug
issues. This is a matter that relates to Minister Foley’s
portfolio, but what I can say to the member is that our
government has a very proud record of investing in
drug services and dealing with the scourge that is ice in
our community. The government has invested a record
$259.8 million in drug services, representing an
increase in investment of 43 per cent over the last four
budgets. Our $184 million Ice Action Plan has already
been rolled out across the state. We had the minister
announce just recently additional investments —
$87 million for our Drug Rehabilitation Plan. This is a
key component of the Ice Action Plan stage 3. Nearly
$35 million is to address demand in alcohol and drug
treatment.
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The minister is in fact doing a number of things to
address the scourge that is ice in our community. We
know it touches on so many communities and so many
people right across the state, and that is why our
government has done a range of things and put a range
of investments in place around harm reduction
activities, as well as making sure that young people and
people right across the community can access drug
rehabilitation support when they need it.
In terms of the specific matter that the member has
asserted, obviously I do not have that level of
information, and I am happy to seek some further
advice from the responsible minister in relation to this
issue. But what I can say to the member is that our
record speaks for itself. We have a very strong track
record of investing in drug rehabilitation services. What
we saw from the previous government was a
recommissioning process that just caused havoc in our
drug services, in our mental health services. Wherever
Mary Wooldridge laid her hands, there was havoc.
The PRESIDENT — Minister! You saw my
guidance by a wave. You know that debating is not
permitted in the answer to a question. You have already
indicated that you cannot specifically address the
question today. That is not a reason to then supplement
debate. I take it that is the completion on that? No?
Ms MIKAKOS — I might add a bit more,
President, with your encouragement. I think it is
important just to put on the record that we have a very
strong record — an increase of 57 per cent since
2014–15. Our record on supporting those who are
affected by ice in the community speaks for itself.
Supplementary question
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:24) — I
thank the minister for her response; departing, yes, but
not forgotten. Minister, can you detail for the house
how much in taxpayer funds or grant funds were spent
on the Funfields day and if departmental officials or
even Minister Foley’s staff attended with grant
recipients?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:24) — Certainly the member is making a
number of assertions there in relation to this matter. I
am not in a position to be able to respond to the
assertions that he has made in respect to this matter. I
will certainly seek some further advice from the
responsible minister in relation to this.
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Prison capacity
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(14:25) — My question is for the Minister for
Corrections, Minister Tierney. Minister, is it the case
that the government has been assessing suitable
locations for a further prison facility that has not yet
been officially announced, as suggested in media
reports yesterday?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:25) —
I do thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. The fact
of the matter is that like any good government we
undertake a range of activities to plan for and meet
future demand. The government has planned for,
funded and announced one new prison,
Dr Carling-Jenkins, which will be maximum security. It
is a men’s facility, and it will be built near Lara, which I
know you are familiar with. We have not funded a new
prison beyond that and we have not announced a new
prison beyond that. Cabinet has not endorsed the
building of a new prison other than the plans we have
for Lara.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(14:26) — Thank you, Minister. I appreciate that
clarification. I acknowledge the demand that you are
talking about, with an overloaded system. The
announcement that was made, which now you have
confirmed is just a rumour, did cause some
consternation in the Werribee community. I just ask for
some assurance for that community. Given there are
already four prisons with a joint capacity of over
3700 prisoners within 23 kilometres of Werribee, will
you give an assurance to the community that any new
prison to be announced in the future will not be built in
this area?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — I will allow the minister to
respond, but I do not see how the minister can actually
make commitments or give assurances in respect of
future governments. We are not just talking about this
government; we are talking about future governments,
and they might have very different views. So the
assurance that might be given by this minister is really
not of much value to anyone. The context in which I
made that remark was not reflecting on the current
government or the current minister. As I said, the
question calls for an opinion. I will let the minister
answer, but I do indicate that I have a caveat on that
answer.
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Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:27) —
Thank you, President. Again I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins
for her question. What I can say to Dr Carling-Jenkins
is that the plan that this government has is for the prison
that has already been announced at Lara. Further to
that, we have had the 71 beds that have come onstream
at the Metropolitan Remand Centre. I also mentioned
earlier today that there is a 70-bed facility that will
come online next month at the Dame Phyllis Frost
Centre. There are also the 300 beds at Ravenhall that
have already been announced. There is also work that is
being done in terms of 102 beds at Fulham, which is
nowhere near where you are talking about. That is the
plan of the government.
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was offered at the time was to shelter indoors, avoid the
area and avoid using air conditioning and heaters to try
to minimise smoke inhalation by those particularly at
risk. The advice that I have is that there was not an
increase in respiratory presentations at nearby hospitals.
That is the advice that has been received. Neither
Ambulance Victoria nor nearby hospitals saw any
increase in respiratory presentations. But I will seek
some further advice for the member from the
responsible minister, being the Minister for Health, in
relation to the specifics that the member has asserted.
Certainly I would encourage any member of the
community that continues to have any ongoing health
issues following this fire to seek professional advice
and professional assistance through our health system.

West Footscray factory fire
Supplementary question
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (14:28) —
My question is to the minister representing the Minister
for Health. It has become clear that the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS) has not been
proactive in giving a full picture to our community of
the health impacts of the factory fire in West Footscray
on 30 August 2018. DHHS have advised via a council
Facebook page that their emergency data system has
not recorded any emergency room (ER) spikes since
the fire started, and they are encouraging people to go
to their GPs but are leaving it to the GPs to alert them to
any increases in patient presentations. Meanwhile, the
results from our community survey conducted in my
office almost immediately after the fire have over
60 per cent of 433 respondents reporting symptoms,
including children with week-long blood noses. The
most common symptoms reported were headaches and
dizziness. Given this and that PM2.5 reached over 90,
how can the government maintain that there has been
no risk to human health?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:30) — That was a very comprehensive
preamble to the member’s question. Obviously I am not
in a position to be able to respond to all of the assertions
that the member has made in her question, but what I
can say to the member is that it is important that there is
clear communication to the community about health
advice around these issues. There was a process that
was put in place in relation to this fire. The chief health
officer’s role was to give general smoke health advice,
which occurred through the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB) around issues such as health protection advice
during the course of that fire.
What I can say to the member further is that for those
who suffer asthma or are otherwise at risk of course we
would encourage them to take precautions whenever
there is a smoke event. Certainly the public advice that

Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (14:32) —
Thank you for your response. We appreciate that the
emergency processes were rolled out, but it is clear that
the communication from the authorities was inadequate
and not proactive. Since releasing our survey data even
more families have come forward at community
meetings, at town hall events and via social media to
tell us that they too had symptoms and are only now
presenting to ER as the symptoms have persisted.
People are still clearing ash from the fire from their
yards and vegie patches, and we must remember that
this is in the context of the environmental protection
agency finding volatile industrial solvent compounds
called BTEX — benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and
xylene — PFAS and fire combustion products in Stony
Creek, which is now dead. In the interests of public
safety, public health and maintaining public confidence
in our authorities to look after us after such incidents,
could the minister please advise if there is any
dedicated effort to proactively seek and collate all
health data and monitor the health impacts of the fire
over the long term?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (14:33) — I thank the member for her further
question in relation to this matter. The point that I was
making to the member is that in responding to any
emergency we need to ensure there is clear, accurate
and consistent messaging to the community. In this
case the MFB was in charge as the incident controller
for the fire. This included providing health advice about
smoke to the public, and the MFB did that from early
on in the morning when the fire broke out. I have
already explained to the member the advice that we
have received, or the department has provided, in
relation to presentations. Again I reiterate that I would
encourage anyone having ongoing health issues to seek
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assistance in relation to these matters, but if there is
anything further that I can provide to the member and
the local community from the health minister as the
responsible minister I will be happy to do that.

Climate change
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:34) —
My question is to the minister representing the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Climate
change is already wreaking havoc around the world and
here in Australia. Drought and bushfires in winter are
our most recent experiences of the climate changing
due to greenhouse gas emissions. Soon we will be
facing the heat of summer and people’s lives will be at
risk from extreme heat. Yesterday the Greens
announced our plans to transition Victoria to 100 per
cent renewable energy and away from burning coal and
gas. What plans does the government have to phase out
Victoria’s coal-fired power stations and give Victorians
a clean, green future after coal?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:35) — I thank Dr Ratnam for her question, which
of course I will refer to my colleague the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The
government does many things in relation to recognising
the climate change challenge and the obligation that we
have to drive a sustainable future and to address our
national and international obligations in relation to
greenhouse gas abatement, and our commitment to the
renewable energy sector is one demonstration of that.
This is a government that actually not only puts out
words, texts, social media commentary and petitions
but takes action to drive that investment and actually
support that investment. In fact in the last two weeks
between the parliamentary sitting weeks we announced
a significant investment that is going to be facilitated by
the government — supported by the government — in
relation to the best part of 1000 megawatts of
renewable generation capacity across the state. When
we make commitments in relation to driving 25 per
cent renewable power generation by 2020 and then
40 per cent by 2025, we have actions in place,
investments in place, market mechanisms in place,
industry facilitation in place and planning in place to
actually make that happen. We see the connection with
driving that investment. Industry is gravitating to
Victoria in relation to a national dearth of policy
settings that has actually meant that industry is crying
out for policy settings that enable that transition to the
renewable energy sector to occur.
That is what the government is doing. That is what the
government is committed to doing, because in fact if
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there is a policy objective, the policy objective needs to
be enacted, implemented and facilitated by government
action that actually incorporates all of those things —
not just words. Words are very easy to say. Words, in
terms of the policy commitments that you are asking us
about today, actually ignore the rate of transition, the
investment that is required and the existing latent
capacity in distributed energy that the coal sector does
provide now and will for quite some time into the
future. In fact the opposition would go into hyperdrive
if I gave you any encouragement in relation to the
facilitation or driving of that transformation beyond
where national marketplaces may lead.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — In fact here they go now,
jumping up and down, talking about the decision that
Engie made in France to reduce their asset base and
laying blame at the feet of the Victorian government
because it suits their political purpose to put their heads
in the sand and make no contribution to greenhouse gas
abatement, no commitment to the renewable energy
sector and no policy settings that actually address the
environmental and energy needs of this state and this
nation. Indeed when paltry efforts were made by the
federal government it led to the demise of a Prime
Minister and it led, ironically, to the promotion of the
person who led the failed policy settings in the federal
jurisdiction, who was making no contribution to
greenhouse gas abatement. The failure of that system
led to his now becoming the most senior Liberal in
Victoria within the federal jurisdiction.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, I think that is
debating, and I think you will agree.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, it might be debating,
President, and it might be the truth, though. The truth
actually may be that the failed policy settings at the
national level mean that there needs to be intervention
by the state of Victoria, and the Victorian government
is putting its actions where its commitments are.
Supplementary question
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (14:39) — I
thank the minister for his indication that he will ask the
minister to provide a substantive answer, and I thank
him for the preliminary answer, but it sounds like, from
those words, the government does not have a plan. I
remind the minister and everyone here that words about
climate change do not mean much if you do not tackle
coal, so given the fact that we need to phase out coal if,
as a global community, we are to address climate
change, and that more and more renewable energy
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means less need for coal-fired power, does that mean
the government is just leaving the workers and
communities in coal areas to the whims of the private
multinational corporations —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you. From the
top, Dr Ratnam.
Dr RATNAM — As I said, I thank the minister for
his commitment to getting a substantive answer from
the minister in the other place and for his preliminary
response, but it sounds like, from his response, the
government does not have a plan. Given the fact that
we need to phase out coal if, as a global community, we
are to address climate change, and that more and more
renewable energy means less need for coal-fired power,
does that mean the government is just leaving the
workers and communities in coal areas to the whims of
the private multinational corporations that own the
power stations?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:41) — Dr Ratnam should take some time to go
down to Latrobe Valley to actually have a look at the
support of the Latrobe Valley Authority, which was
created to deal with that transition at the time when in
fact Engie made a decision in France to close its asset
based upon its determination that it wanted to relinquish
its coal assets. The Victorian government took
responsibility to assist workers in those situations, to
assist communities, not only in actually allowing
transitional arrangements and alternative employment
arrangements for those workers but in supporting
generally the economic development of the Latrobe
Valley. We have done it now; we will do it in the
future. The extraordinary thing is that you need to have
plans, you need to have actions and you need to be able
to implement them. The great problem about this is the
Greens can only talk in words about these matters; they
have not implemented any of these policies and should
not give us lectures about the way in which we should
acquit our obligations.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:42) — There are 37 written responses to the
following questions on notice: 11 490, 11 513, 11 535,
11 579, 12 719–22, 12 729–30, 12 746, 12 749–50,
12 762, 12 778, 12 813, 12 829, 12 832, 12 845–56,
12 864–9, 12 871.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (14:42) — In respect of today’s
questions I seek a written response to Ms Wooldridge’s
question to Mr Jennings, just the substantive, and that is
in one day; and in relation to Mr Davis’s question to
Ms Pulford, the substantive and supplementary
questions, Ms Pulford indicated she would be quite
happy to obtain a written response from the minister in
another place. Mr O’Donohue’s first question to
Ms Tierney, the substantive and supplementary
questions, one day; Mr O’Donohue’s second question
to Ms Tierney, just the substantive question, that is two
days, because I believe it does involve a minister in
another place. Ms Crozier’s question to Ms Mikakos,
her supplementary question, one day. In relation to
Mr Ramsay’s question to Ms Mikakos, the substantive
and supplementary questions, the minister has indicated
she is prepared to obtain a written response from the
minister in another place, and that is two days.
Ms Truong’s question to Ms Mikakos, again
Ms Mikakos has indicated she is happy to follow up
with the minister in another place for a response to
those questions, the substantive and the supplementary
questions, and that is two days; Dr Ratnam’s question
to Mr Jennings, Mr Jennings has indicated that he is
quite happy to follow up with a written response, if
there is more to add, from the minister in another place
in respect of both the substantive and supplementary
questions.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:44) — My
question is for the Minister for Families and Children
and Minister for Youth Affairs and is in regard to the
future of the South Shepparton Community Centre after
the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
announced the impending sale of the property. On
8 February I called on the minister to ensure the future
of the South Shepparton Community Centre by finding
a suitable new home and funding relocation costs for
the centre. The minister’s reply in March typically
centred on needless attacks rather than providing an
actual commitment, but she did state that the DHHS
was working to find a more suitable premises for the
centre.
Management of the South Shepparton Community
Centre have recently informed me that since the
minister’s reply six months ago DHHS have failed to
identify a more suitable home for the South Shepparton

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

community house. Minister, what action have you and
DHHS taken to identify a suitable future home for the
South Shepparton Community Centre to ensure this
wonderful organisation continues delivering vital
programs to clients into the future?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:45) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing and concerns a constituent of
mine currently living in transitional housing. This
resident has been taking great strides and is currently
looking at going back to university so she can work
towards a better life for herself and her children.
However, she has been burdened by constant
uncertainty around her home. Firstly she was told it was
to be renovated, then she was told it would be
demolished and then she was told it was to be used for
victims of domestic violence. After I wrote to your
office to confirm its current status, she received a call
telling her that her property was scheduled for
redevelopment. How someone can be expected to get
their life back on track with this sort of chronic
uncertainty around their basic needs, I do not know. My
question for the minister is that he take action to give
security of tenancy to this resident, my constituent, the
details of whom I will provide via an email.
The PRESIDENT — The question is actually can
the minister provide certainty of tenancy. You cannot
call for an action in a constituency question, but we
know what you mean.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:46) — My constituency question today is for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety in the other place.
There is some suggestion around the Craigieburn area
that the draft plans for the Craigieburn Road duplication
are under consideration by Hume City Council. This
particular road is in my area of Northern Metropolitan
Region. The future member for Yuroke, Jim Overend,
has fought hard for this project, and the local residents
are keen to see any proposed plans so that they can
have their say before the state election. We have seen
other projects around Melbourne, like sky rail, that have
eventuated without local residents being consulted, so
my question is: could the minister please confirm if the
draft plans are available, and will he release such plans
for community consultation before the election?
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Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:46) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Police,
Lisa Neville, and is on behalf of constituents in
Geelong. Abuse, fights and thefts seem to be daily
occurrences in the Geelong CBD, particularly at the
Moorabool Street bus interchange, and they are caused
by a group of individuals termed ‘mall rats’ by the local
media. Security in the last couple of years has been
increased for the Market Square precinct. The security
staff are quick in responding and do their job well, but
they want to see police stop the antisocial behaviour
before it gets into the shopping complex. My question
to the minister is: what steps is she taking to address
this ongoing issue of antisocial behaviour in Geelong’s
CBD, which is getting out of control?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:47) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning. It
relates to a proposed childcare centre in Grovedale.
There has been significant community discord and
significant concern in the local community, and I have
been contacted by a number of constituents who are
very, very concerned about this particular proposed
childcare facility. I note that the Geelong council did
knock back the planning application that was proposed
for the facility and that this is now going to VCAT. I
follow my colleague in the other house Mr Katos, who
has raised this issue and has called upon the minister to
address this issue. The question I ask is: will the
minister detail to the community the actions that he will
take to ensure the will of the community is heard and
this childcare facility does not proceed?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:48) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police. On
21 August of this year I asked the minister when she
expected a police station to be operational in Point
Cook. Despite it being a particularly direct question, the
minister chose to give a far from direct answer. Indeed
the minister chose not to answer the question at all. The
Point Cook community deserves a police station.
Concern in Point Cook on this matter has been at
boiling point for quite some time. I ask again: when
does the minister expect a police station to be
operational in Point Cook?
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:49) — I
raise a constituency question for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. It relates to
recent power outages that a number of constituents
have reported to me in the Montrose area. The question
I have for the minister is: can she investigate this and
report back to me what has been causing these power
outages? I am advised by these constituents that on
many occasions appliances have been damaged and
significant cost has therefore ensued to replace them. It
has also been raised with me by John Schurink, who
has been talking to a number of community members in
Montrose. I would put that question to the minister, and
I look forward to her answer.

Standing orders

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:50) —
Today my constituency question relates to the Caulfield
to Dandenong rail line and the costs of that component
of the level crossing removal program. This is part of
my electorate, and I believe my constituents have a
right to know the costs of this project before the state
election. We know that overall the level crossing
removal program is 60 per cent over budget, starting at
$5 billion — there is no business case, but an estimated
$5 billion — and is now well over $8.1 billion, a 60 per
cent increase. But on the actual sky rail component, the
component from Caulfield to Dandenong in my
electorate, I am asking the minister: will you release the
costings before the state election?
To date you have publicly refused to do so — pointedly
refused to do so — and I ask: will you release the
costings so that the people in Southern Metropolitan
Region, my electorate, know how much you have
expended on this sky rail?
The PRESIDENT — Can I just seek guidance from
you, Mr Davis, that you have not asked that question
previously? I do recall you asking about cost in regard
to sky rail.
Mr DAVIS — I have asked for components of the
thing, but not the overall cost. The minister at the
opening of one of the railway stations refused pointedly
on air —
The PRESIDENT — That is okay. I just need to
know that you have not asked the same question
previously. Thank you.

Debate resumed.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(14:51) — The Greens will not be supporting the
motion put forward by the Leader of the Government. I
do regret the remarks that were made by the Leader of
the Government that were aimed at me, somehow
suggesting that I had no right to move amendments to
the motion put forward by Mr Elasmar. I say that it is
my right to move amendments to a motion or a bill at
any time in the chamber if I wish to do so on behalf of
the Greens.
I would also make the comment that it is up to the
chamber to decide which of the sessional orders go
forward as standing orders. We have a report of the
Procedure Committee which has made a
recommendation with regard to 10 particular issues that
should proceed forward from sessional orders into the
standing orders of the next Parliament. The chamber
itself and any other member in here can move an
amendment to the motion as put forward by
Mr Elasmar, so it is not outrageous for me to move
amendments to that motion. Indeed there were
amendments moved to the report of the Procedure
Committee at the end of the last Parliament and, if I
recall, on other occasions as well.
I would also make the point that I made it clear in the
deliberations of the Procedure Committee and again in
the debate today that while I supported the matters that
were going forward from sessional orders into the
standing orders for the next Parliament I thought that
other matters should also have gone forward. I did not
make that a secret. I think everybody in the Procedure
Committee was very well aware of my position on that,
particularly with regard to questions without notice and
constituency questions and with regard to the
self-referencing of committees. I have outlined all of
that in the debate on the motion.
Mr Jennings raised the issue of collusion. The only
collusion on these amendments was between me and
my Greens colleagues with regard to which
amendments we would put forward, and they were
circulated to all parties at the same time yesterday and
discussed in the business meeting briefly as well. I
would also say that the upper house, the Legislative
Council, has a different remit from the Legislative
Assembly. It is a house of review. It has a day of
general business. It is a different place from the
Assembly; it is not just all about government business.
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I have to also respond to what Mr Jennings said with
regard to government business. The Greens have not
been holding up government business. We generally
put up only one speaker on every bill, and while we
might move amendments in committee and ask
questions in committee, I am very confident in saying
that we do not overdo that or take that beyond what
amendments we wish to move and which questions we
want to have answers to with regard to some very
important legislation that goes through this house. It is
well within the rights of any member here to move an
amendment to the motion as put forward by
Mr Elasmar. The standing orders are very important. As
Ms Wooldridge said, we always end up basically
debating them in the last sitting week of the Parliament,
even though attempts are made to do so earlier. Perhaps
if we had there may have been more time for
consideration of the motion going forward and more
time for discussion amongst the parties as to what
should go forward, but as it turns out, as usually
happens, there is very little time.
I think the amendments that I have put forward are very
important. I have outlined in my contribution as to why
that is the case. Amendments 3 and 4 are pretty well
technical amendments and codify what already happens
with regard to written answers to questions. I have
pointed out the issue with regard to changing the
30 days to 14 days. That was not an issue that was
debated in the Procedure Committee, but it is one that I
think would move us forward. Questions without notice
with regard to the elimination of government questions
was a promise of the government. I think the people of
Victoria thought that was going to be a promise into the
future, not just a promise for four years. We think that
has worked very well, not having those questions.
Again, constituency questions, which both
non-government members and government members
can ask about matters raised with them by people in
their constituency about issues of importance in their
electorates have been a great development. Mr Jennings
also reminded us about the changes to the committee
system, and I have actually in this session of Parliament
mentioned that many times and paid respect to the
government for introducing those changes to the
committee system. With those few words, we will not
be supporting the motion.
The PRESIDENT — We are dealing with a motion
put by Mr Jennings, the Leader of the Government, to
adjourn debate on the Procedure Committee motion put
by the Deputy President until the next day of meeting.
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House divided on Mr Jennings’s motion:
Ayes, 15
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Mulino, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Noes, 25
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Motion negatived.
The PRESIDENT — The motion is lost, and we
return to debate on Mr Elasmar’s motion, which is
subject to amendments proposed by Ms Pennicuik.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (15:04) — I am pleased to make some
brief remarks this afternoon on the motion moved by
Mr Elasmar on behalf of the Procedure Committee and
the amendments which have subsequently been
proposed by Ms Pennicuik. I reflect that when I first
came to this place the nature of the standing orders that
the Council had was very different, in many respects, to
the standing orders under which we operate today.
What we have seen over that period of time is the
standing orders progressively becoming more
prescriptive and in some respects more constrained in
the way in which the house operates compared to the
standing orders which were in place for the 53rd and
54th Parliaments, which very much relied on practice
and precedent rather than black-letter law in the
standing orders to govern the way in which the house
operates. Many of those standing orders of that period
were quite archaic in the way in which they were
structured, and of course in the mid-2000s we had a
wholesale rewrite of the Council standing orders, which
delivered the standing orders we see today.
Some of the major changes we have seen in that time
are particularly related to the incorporation of
second-reading speeches, the incorporation of a number
of the procedural steps around the passage of bills and
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also the introduction, for the first time, of time limits
across a range of procedural matters in the Council. Of
course prior to the mid-2000s there were no time limits
in respect of any matter of business in the Council, and
generally that worked. It was really only after John
Lenders became Leader of the Government in this
place that we saw some of the more prescriptive
standing orders introduced, in many respects similar to
what we had at that time in the Legislative Assembly.
We now have a reasonably prescriptive set of standing
orders, and of course in each Parliament went tend to
amend those and adjust those to reflect the composition
of the house and to reflect particular needs and
concerns in an individual Parliament through the
passage of sessional orders.
What we have before the house this afternoon is the
Procedure Committee’s consideration of the sessional
orders that the house has operated under for the last
four years. A number of those sessional orders were
introduced progressively through the course of this
Parliament. They have been considered by the
Procedure Committee, and a number of them have been
recommended by way of the motion this afternoon
from Mr Elasmar, the Deputy President, for
incorporation permanently into our standing orders.
I note one that has not been included in this tranche of
proposed changes to standing orders is a sessional order
with respect to the sitting times of the Council. I have to
say that when that sessional order was first introduced, I
did have some hesitation as to how it would work in
practice for the house, but I think overwhelmingly the
current sitting hours we use have in fact been an
improvement. Starting the Council at midday on a
Tuesday and adjourning at 6.30 p.m., with the capacity
for two 1-hour extensions, and likewise the other
adjustment to sitting hours on Wednesday and
Thursday, which preserve the total number of debate
hours available to government and non-government
parties while ensuring that on Tuesdays, and
Wednesdays in a practical sense, the Council finished
earlier than was historically the case, has been a good
thing. I am disappointed to see that that has not been
brought forward in the overall package we are
considering for standing orders today.
The package that has come forward from Mr Elasmar
on behalf of the committee clarifies, as Ms Wooldridge
indicated, that ministers only dispose of adjournment
matters related to their portfolio. To reflect on the
original standing orders on adjournment and the
original practice on adjournment, certainly when I was
first elected here it was the practice of this house that
the adjournment was attended by all members. All
ministers participated in the adjournment debate and all
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members were typically in the house. Very often all
members would raise an adjournment item, and all —
in this case, five — ministers would be present and
would dispose of the matters related to their portfolios
and the portfolios they represent. We have seen a shift
away from that to a single minister being present,
which has made the need for this particular proposed
change to standing orders more necessary than it was
historically.
Amendments (2) and (3) remove the word ‘party’ in
respect of government and opposition for time limits.
That just gives effect to what we had adopted as a
sessional order practice, particularly with the opposition
coalition whereby we treat the two coalition parties as
one for the allocation of time limits. The removal of the
word ‘party’ in standing orders will give effect to that,
whether there is a coalition in government or a coalition
in opposition in the future.
Confirming the standing order with respect to general
business time limits is prudent. Since the introduction
of time limits in government business in the 2003
period, we have seen that they have worked reasonably
effectively. Initially we saw members speak to the full
extent of their time limit once time limits were
introduced. Often debates took longer following the
introduction of time limits than they had historically
without time limits, but that has dropped away and
members do not necessarily speak to their full time
limit now. Of course in general business we had seen
that the lack of time limits was at times used to
filibuster items. I think having a consistent approach to
time limits for general debate, for general business and
government business is an appropriate step.
Amendments (5) and (6) likewise pick up the omission
of the word ‘party’ to clarify that they apply to the
coalition.
Amendment (7) confirms that a procedural debate for
the adjournment of notices of motion will be procedural
debate under standing orders, which is entirely an
appropriate matter.
Amendment (8) relates to the content of answers to
questions without notice. We saw in this Parliament the
introduction of a new structure with respect to questions
without notice following an election commitment by
the Labor Party that was reflected through the will of
the house in sessional orders, including providing the
President with the capacity to order written responses to
questions without notice. That has been quite an
effective mechanism. The intent of amendment (8) is to
enshrine in standing orders that capacity for requiring
written answers, and we think that is a good way to
move forward.
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Amendments (9) and (10) relate to extending the time
for divisions from 3 to 4 minutes, with many members
now having office accommodation much further
removed from the chamber than was previously the
case. Amendment (11) does likewise. Amendment (12)
confirms our commitment to video-on-demand
publication of Council proceedings, which has been
well used by members despite initial concerns that it
may have been subject to abuse. The practice since that
sessional order was introduced appears to be that it has
worked quite effectively.
Amendment (13) relates to the constitution of
Legislative Council committees. It proposes a model of
eight members with regard to proportionality of parties.
Obviously that is something we have previously
decided by sessional order following the constitution of
a new Parliament, but using eight as the base number
for a committee in a house of 40 is a sensible way to
proceed, and it worked effectively through the course of
this Parliament.
Amendment (14) clarifies arrangements with respect to
the appointment of a chair and deputy chair of
committees and provides that it is a matter for the
committee. Amendment (15) provides that in respect of
the Privileges Committee:
“(4) The Chair of the Committee has a deliberative vote
only.”

This is something that we saw come into play with the
one Privileges Committee matter that was dealt with in
the course of this Parliament, and like other members I
hope that we do not see the Privileges Committee
convened into the future.
With respect to Ms Pennicuik’s amendments, the
coalition will support some of those amendments and
not support others. Regarding the first one, with respect
to the time frame for adjournment responses,
notwithstanding Ms Pennicuik’s comments about
electronic communications, an adjournment relates to a
matter seeking an action from a minister. The realities
of the processes of government is that that takes time,
and while for an outsider 14 days may seem reasonable,
when you look at the processes that are undertaken
within government, we believe that maintaining the
status quo of 30 days is a reasonable position to take.
So we will oppose that amendment.
Ms Pennicuik’s second amendment, with respect to the
numbers of questions without notice and not having
government members ask questions, reflects an election
commitment of the Labor Party, and that is why it
became a sessional order for this Parliament. I note that
was paired with ministers statements, which are not
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included as part of Ms Pennicuik’s proposal here. So on
those two bases, we will not support that proposal from
Ms Pennicuik.
Amendments 3 and 4 from Ms Pennicuik simply seek
to clarify the time frame in which written responses to
questions without notice are provided for ministers in
this chamber and ministers in another chamber,
clarifying the one and two-day time periods, and make
it clear that that relates to business days rather than
subsequent sitting days. We believe that is reasonable
and will support amendments 3 and 4.
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 5 seeks to insert in the
standing orders the provision we currently have in this
Parliament in relation to constituency questions. We
believe constituency questions have been a useful tool
for all members of the house to raise matters related to
their electorate. It is an extra forum that members have
to get information for their constituents. We believe it is
reasonable and will support Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment 5.
Amendment 6 from Ms Pennicuik relates to
self-references for committees. We believe that many
of the Legislative Council committee decisions need to
be made once the new Parliament is constituted. We
have established that we will have committee base
numbers of eight, but what we will need to see in the
new Parliament is the overall make-up of the house and
therefore the overall make-up of the committees. We
believe that matters relating to how those committees
can then operate are best determined by the Parliament
of the day having the knowledge and understanding of
the environment in which it is operating. So we will not
be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 6, but we
will support the two amendments clarifying the written
responses to questions without notice, which are
amendments 3 and 4, and Ms Pennicuik’s proposal to
retain constituency questions in our standing orders.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:17) — I
too would like to make a brief contribution to
Mr Elasmar’s motion to amend the standing orders and
Ms Pennicuik’s amendments to that motion as well. I
come from a position where I do not really know
Parliament without the existing sessional orders that we
have had, and I have to say that I have thought that
many of them have been quite good. At other times I
have been completely frustrated in here by the delays
and by the continuation of unnecessary debate.
In some ways I would like to have seen more being
done to address some of the filibustering that goes on in
this chamber and possibly look at what is happening at
the federal level, where they have the Federation
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Chamber, where some matters of business can be
debated so we could have two streams of business
operating concurrently. I think there are certainly
numerous examples over the last three or four years
where that would have been an effective way of people
exploring the legislation through the committee process
but also enabling other legislation to continue on. If I
am fortunate to be here in the 59th Parliament, I will
certainly be continuing to push for that.
Most of the amendments around speaking times I think
are necessary, although sometimes I have sat in this
house and listened to 10 people say the same thing, and
not even in a different way — just 10 people saying
exactly the same thing. I find that frustrating. I know
that general members of the public when they do from
time to time check in also question why this occurs.
Amendment 8, which is around the content of answers,
says the content of answers for questions without notice
must be direct, factual and succinct. I think that is
excellent. I only wish that this was expanded to answers
to constituency questions or even adjournment matters
and that we had the same commitment. I was told very
early on in the piece when I was elected that question
time is not answer time. I now realise just how true that
is, but certainly asking for succinct answers and asking
for direct answers and for answers that actually answer
the question is fair, and I think it is fine to have that in
the standing orders.
Not to disparage the Hansard, but with video on
demand I have certainly found the engagement with my
constituency, when I have been able to post a video as
opposed to just posting the Hansard, has had a
monumental shift. The response we get to videos,
where we can direct people very directly to the issue
that they are interested in, has been incredibly
successful, and I think that, while Hansard is an
interesting read for many of us, the immediate nature of
video certainly seems to have proven very popular with
my constituents especially.
Just turning quickly to Ms Pennicuik’s amendments, I
think they all make an absolute amount of sense. I do
not see why the government wants to reintroduce the
Dorothy Dixer. Frankly I was incredibly surprised to
see that we were removing ministers statements and
replacing them with Dorothy Dixers. I think the
response from our constituents and from Victorians has
been that they have appreciated the lack of Dorothy
Dixers, that they have appreciated that question time
was something that was possibly more robust and that
the ministers statements adequately met the needs that
the Dorothy Dixers attend to. So I am supportive of
making question time about questioning the
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government, not government asking the government
about just how great they really are.
On constituency questions I am in agreeance. I think
constituency questions certainly have been an excellent
way of being able to directly ask questions that are
raised with us. We all meet 10 or 20 constituents every
week in our non-sitting weeks, and they raise lots of
questions, and I have found the constituency question
process a great way really to be able to ask very specific
questions for very specific constituents.
I support the self-referencing of the committees.
Certainly it has been a privilege to be on so many of the
committees, and I have been very appreciative of the
work that they have done. I do not think that
self-referencing has been misused, and I think it should
be able to be continued and would save some time,
instead of endless motions about committee references,
if we could get agreement for committees to
self-reference.
I take on Ms Pennicuik’s comment about the prayer in
the morning. I too believe that now is the time to
rethink the reflection that we have at the beginning of
each sitting day, when probably a quarter of us do not
come into the chamber for that prayer because it is not
within our beliefs. I support anyone having freedom of
religion and that they can use that time, but I do
appreciate what I see in other parliaments where there
is a minute of quiet reflection and we consider the job
and the privilege that we have in being here, and we do
that in silence, and whether we say a prayer to our god,
we reflect in other ways or we just have a quiet minute,
I do think this is something that we should continue to
campaign on. Irrespective, I commend this report to the
house and the amendments.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(15:25) — I retrieved my notes for my contribution on
this matter from the bin after I was unsuccessful in
postponing it. The reason why I sought to postpone this
matter was that I was extremely disappointed on behalf
of the government that the government had agreed in
good faith to recommendations to the chamber from the
Procedure Committee in relation to how we incorporate
changes into the standing orders for the next term. We
did that. We could have chosen at the Procedure
Committee not to agree to anything, and in fact on that
basis there would not have been anything for these
amendments that Ms Pennicuik has circulated to be
attached to. We could have demonstrated a veto at the
Procedure Committee; we chose not to. We chose to
actually act in good faith on what we thought were
reasonable changes that we could accept on a principled
basis that they did not necessarily advantage a
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government and they did not necessarily disadvantage
an opposition or cross-party members. We tried to
apply rules that we thought were fair and reasonable,
whether you are in government or whether you are out
of government. That is the basis on which we chose to
agree to a range of matters — 10 matters.
Then in the stealth of night not only did Ms Pennicuik
decide that she was going to amend the motion but the
opposition decided to jump on the bandwagon in an act
that was consistent with the way that they banded
together earlier in the term to impose their will on the
chamber. That is the reason why I thought that the
Parliament should have stopped and reflected on
whether that was a wise or an unwise thing to do. But it
is a winner-take-all mentality — whatever coalition you
can form in this chamber prevails, and that is what we
are going to see again today.
This Parliament has had some successes in relation to
what changed from the sessional orders. We have also
had some downsides from what was imposed upon this
Parliament by the last Parliament through standing
orders that were introduced that were impractical and
could not be implemented and have not been able to be
implemented during the course of this term. I, for my
part, volunteer that I would have been happy to
successfully find a way in which documents motions
were dealt with. I put on the public record that I am
disappointed about that failure — that the standing
order that was imposed by the last Parliament on this
one, which does not account for procedures that the
Parliament should have considered at the end of the last
term, still remains unresolved at the end of this term. I
think that is a bitter disappointment for us all, and it
potentially will bedevil this government or an incoming
government in relation to the way in which they can
comply with documents motions. I think that is an
opportunity that we have lost.
I also think that the government made a series of
commitments at the election that we would get rid of
Dorothy Dixers — that we would make changes that
would try to improve the accountability of ministers in
this chamber by making sure that answers were
accurate and appropriate and, if they were not, to have
an opportunity for the first time for questions to be
reinstated. We agreed to that willingly at the beginning
of this term and we agreed to it willingly at the end of
the term. We are very happy to comply with that
expectation of the chamber.
We also, at the beginning of this term, recognised that
committee work was very onerous in terms of the
overlapping cover of joint parliamentary committees
and upper house committees. In fact we had concerns
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that it was very difficult for the Parliament to fill those
committees — to actually make sure that they had an
element of proportional representation or appropriate
representation across this chamber and the other
chamber. This government willingly entered into an
agreement with all parties in relation to proportional
representation, and we willingly represent that in terms
of the outgoing changes to standing orders. We
volunteered that; we drove that; we were committed to
that. In fact it was the Labor Party that introduced
constitutional reform that led to proportional
representation in this chamber. So we have a tradition
of supporting proportional representation in this
chamber. The people who are actually going to be using
their numbers today to impose their will on the
government are beneficiaries of the commitment of this
government to proportional representation. But we still,
willingly, in a spirit of goodwill and a spirit of
democratic representation, recognise that we should
insert that in standing orders, and we had agreed to do
just that.
But we do have unresolved questions, from the
government’s perspective, in relation to the structure of
committees and the role that they play across not only
the upper house but the Parliament overall. We do
recognise the huge burden that comes to government
members participating in committees. In this term the
opposition, the Greens and other members of the
Parliament may not have been mindful of the pressures
and the workload that has befallen government
backbenchers in relation to committees, but I am aware
of how onerous they are. I am aware of how difficult it
is for the government backbench to sit on one
committee after another that continue to have not only
references that come from the chamber but also indeed
self-referencing by the committees, which makes it
almost impossible for government members to acquit
their responsibilities. So the government is concerned
about that, and I put on the public record that we will
continue to be concerned about that whether we are in
government or whether we are in opposition after the
next election. I think the Parliament should be mindful
of that unresolved issue.
The government would have been prepared to introduce
many reforms in relation to making this Parliament
work more respectfully and more engagingly to acquit
its responsibilities to our constituents and the
community and to do the business of dealing
appropriately with legislation. The government is very
concerned that there is an inappropriate balance and
that there is one issue after another in terms of the time
that the Parliament sits and the way in which
procedures are used.
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In fact the reason why I was bitterly disappointed about
the element of trust that I believe was broken in relation
to the moving and the acceptance of the amendments
by the opposition was that sometimes you actually try
to rely on some degree of goodwill and cooperation,
and that once you reach an agreement, an agreement is
adhered to. I find it very bitterly disappointing that that
is not the case. I think that we have a huge obligation to
our citizens to act with mature and trustworthy
consideration, and I believe that we have not done so in
this instance. I believe that is consistent with what has
happened on a number of occasions during the course
of this Parliament. It may be very late in the day, but I
hope that we might learn from it and in fact that
whatever we pass on in the standing orders to the next
Parliament we actually recognise that we have some
obligations not only to comply with what is in the
standing orders but also in relation to the manner by
which we do business with one another, because I for
one am bitterly disappointed in the way in which we
have conducted ourselves during the course of this
term.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(15:35) — I move:
1.

Before paragraph (1), insert the following new
paragraphs:
‘(1) In standing order 4.13(1), omit the words “within
30 days” and insert in their place “within 14 days”.
(2) In standing order 4.14(1), omit the words “within
30 days” and insert in their place “within
14 days”.’

This amendment seeks to change the response time for
adjournment matters from 30 days to 14 days.
Amendment negatived.
Ms PENNICUIK — I move:
2.

After paragraph (7), insert the following new paragraph:
‘( ) Substitute the following new standing order in
place of standing order 8.04:
“8.04 Questions without notice

We have as a chamber successfully dealt with a large
volume of legislation, and for that I am pleased. With
the reforms that have actually led to proportionality
across the Parliament, I am pleased to continue those. I
am very pleased to continue those obligations for
ministers to be responsive and to be held accountable
for the answers that they give this place. I am also
interested in any further initiatives that we may take to
stop the monumental wasting of time that takes place
by very, very ordinary contributions that are made and
replicated time and time again during the course of a
sitting week. We are going to be subjected to that this
sitting week, our last sitting week of this Parliament.
I make it very clear that the government will support
Mr Elasmar. I apologise to Mr Elasmar. He moved a
motion that he believed was going to be
non-controversial and non-contentious. He took the role
on behalf of the Procedures Committee to introduce it
and recommend changes by agreement. I am very sorry
that his agreement, as he understood it, has actually
been affected by actions in the chamber. I will oppose
the amendments as a matter of principle and not on the
basis of any of the individual elements in them. An
agreement is an agreement, and trust should last from
one sitting week to the next sitting week.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Gepp) — Order!
For the house’s benefit, we will now deal with
Ms Pennicuik’s amendments one by one. I call on
Ms Pennicuik to move amendment 1 in her name.

(1) Questions without notice may be asked
at the time prescribed by Standing
Order 5.02 when any business before the
Council will be interrupted.
(2) Only non-Government Members may
ask oral questions without notice under
Standing Order 8.01(2).
(3) These questions will be allocated having
regard to the proportionality of parties
and independents in the Council.
(4) The time allocated for questions without
notice will be until a total of nine oral
questions (not including related
supplementary questions) have been
answered.”.’.

This amendment is to retain the standing order with
regard to questions without notice, such that there will
be nine questions without notice from non-government
members and no questions without notice from
government members.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 10
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms

Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 30
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms

Mikakos, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
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Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms (Teller)
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

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

Amendment negatived.

Noes, 14
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms

Amendments agreed to.
Ms PENNICUIK — I move:
5.

Ms PENNICUIK — I move:
3.
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After paragraph (8), insert the following new paragraph:
‘(9) After standing order 8.06, insert the following new
standing order:

In paragraph (8), omit subsection (3) and substitute:

“8.07 Constituency questions

‘(3) Written responses to questions directed to a
Council Minister’s portfolio will be required to be
lodged within one business day —
(a) at least 15 minutes prior to the time scheduled
for Questions if they are due on a sitting day;
or

()

At the conclusion of questions without
notice up to 15 Members may ask
Ministers an oral question relating to a
constituency matter.

()

A constituency question must —

(b) 12.00 noon if they are due on a day when the
Council is not sitting.’.
4.

In paragraph (8), omit subsection (4) and substitute:
‘(4) Written responses to questions directed to a
Minister representing a Minister from the
Assembly will be required to be lodged within two
business days —
(a) at least 15 minutes prior to the time scheduled
for Questions if they are due on a sitting day;
or

House divided on amendments:
Ayes, 26
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr

Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Ratnam, Dr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

be within state jurisdiction;

()

ask a question seeking
information; and

()

relate to a specific matter within
the Members’ constituency.

()

The time limit for each Member asking
a constituency question is one minute.

()

Answers to constituency questions
must be given to the Clerk in writing
within 14 days of the question being
asked.

()

A copy of the answer will be given to
the Member who asked the question,
and all answers will be incorporated in
Hansard.”.’.

(b) 12.00 noon if they are due on a day when the
Council is not sitting.’.

These amendments will clarify that written responses to
a question without notice from a Council minister will
be required within one business day and from a minister
in the Assembly it will be two business days.

()

This is to retain constituency questions and increase the
number from up to 10 to up to 15 members per day.
Amendment agreed to.
Ms PENNICUIK — I move:
6.

After paragraph (12), insert the following new
paragraphs:
‘( ) In standing order 23.02(4)(a) omit the words
“referred to them by the Legislative Council”.
()

In standing order 23.02(4)(b) omit the words “other
matters referred to them by the Legislative
Council” and insert in their place “matters that are
relevant to their functions”.’.
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This is to retain the ability of the standing committees
to self-reference matters that are relevant to their
functions.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 8
Bourman, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms

Ratnam, Dr
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 32
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (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 (Teller)
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms

Amendment negatived.
Amended motion agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT BILL
2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 July; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (15:57) — I am pleased to rise this
afternoon to speak on the Justice Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018. There is a certain
irony in the fact that we are virtually concluding this
Parliament with a justice amendment bill — and it is an
omnibus bill covering a very wide range of justice
portfolio-related matters — because as members of the
Victorian community know, justice has been the
bugbear of this government. What we have seen happen
in the justice system, the youth justice system and the
prison system and what we have seen with crime occur
in Victoria over the last four years has been a testament
to the multiple failures of this government on any
number of fronts.
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We see now as we approach the 2018 Victorian
election that many Victorian citizens are more
concerned about their safety than they have been at any
other time. We see crime in Victoria and concerns
about the justice system more generally in Victoria at
an unprecedented level. For the first time in Victoria’s
history — Melbourne’s history — we have Victorian
families, Victorian citizens, concerned about things like
carjackings, home invasions and gang attacks, things
which were unheard of in Victoria just four years ago,
yet they are things which have become part of common
discussion over the last four years.
As part of that discussion across the state is concern at
the lack of response from this government and this
government’s willingness to turn a blind eye to what is
happening in the Victorian community and to the things
that are concerning Victorian citizens. In the omnibus
bill we have before the house this afternoon we do not
see any solutions to address those problems and those
concerns which afflict the Victorian community. We
have seen over the last three or four years virtually a
complete breakdown in the youth justice system.
We have got the minister responsible in this chamber,
Minister Mikakos, who has repeatedly come in with
excuses for failure — repeated failure — in that system,
where we have seen the people detained in the youth
justice system having the run of the system. Rather than
that system carrying out its function with respect to
keeping the Victorian community safe by keeping those
people incarcerated and rather than that system carrying
out its function of rehabilitation and training to allow
re-entry into the community by those people detained in
the justice system, we have seen complete chaos. We
have seen, as Ms Crozier covered in question time
today, the fact that parts of the youth justice system
have now become the worst workplaces in Victoria in
terms of the number of WorkCover claims which are
lodged for serious injury as a consequence of staff
being attacked and staff being overrun.
We have seen the debacle of the facilities being trashed
by the young people that are detained in them, and the
response from the government has been to provide
pizzas and soft drinks to try and somehow use that to
contain the level of outbreak, violence and disruption
that has been occurring in those centres. It does not
provide the Victorian community with confidence
when the best response that the government can come
up with is to provide pizzas and soft drinks in the case
of outbreaks in youth justice centres. The Victorian
community is not reassured. It does not have
confidence that the government is on top of the
problem. All it can conclude from that is that the
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government has lost control, that the government has
given up and that the minister has given up.

provide confidence to the Victorian community that the
government is on top of this problem.

We have seen more recently the damning
Auditor-General’s report which reported in relation to
the youth justice system:

We have seen of course the increase in aggregate crime,
up by more than 10 per cent since the change of
government in late 2014. We have seen attempted
murder and manslaughter offences up by some 42 per
cent. Burglary and break and enter are up by some
33 per cent. Assaults are up by 17 per cent. All are far
in excess of population growth. This is not a problem
that can be attributed to a growing population. It is a
problem that reflects more crime occurring in the
Victorian community under the Andrews government
and the Andrews government failing to make the
decisions, failing to put in place the supports to Victoria
Police, failing to put in place the changes to our
correctional system and failing to put in place the
changes to our judicial system which are required to
ensure that that trend in crime rates and serious crime,
violence against the person offences, is halted.

… a system under pressure —

and it refers to the two key sites —
due to incidents at both sites in 2016 and 2017, which resulted
in reduced accommodation and subsequent overcrowding.

The Auditor-General went on to report on the increased
number of assaults in the youth justice facility — a
77 per cent increase in assaults. It reported on the
increases in self-harm among young people in those
facilities and drug and alcohol offences among those
young people. The number of riots and serious injuries
since June 2015, category 1 offences — and we have
heard numerous exchanges in this place about
category 1 offences — have increased by more than
600 per cent. That is a sign of a system which is out of
control and a government which has lost control. In fact
we have seen more than 50 riots in youth justice
facilities over the life of this government. That is just
one example of where this government has lost control
of the justice system. Of course this comes at vast
expense to Victorian taxpayers, with more than
$70 million needing to be expended on repairs for the
damage that has been done and upgrades and
fortifications for some of those youth justice facilities.
So we have seen a youth justice system in crisis. We
have seen widespread concerns in the Victorian
community about the bail system. The Victorian
community is seeing effectively a revolving door bail
system for people who are charged with violent
offences. We have seen a raft of those over the last four
years. They are now front of mind for many Victorian
citizens as a result of what we have seen with gang
violence, carjackings, home invasions and individual
assaults. Too often Victorians have seen people who are
caught and charged with those offences subsequently
being released on bail. We have quite often seen people
who are on bail for those offences go on to commit
subsequent offences, which again provides no
confidence to the Victorian community that the
government is on top of the problem. In fact the
perception in the community is that the government has
allowed this problem to grow and has allowed this
problem to run away from it. We are not seeing those
issues addressed in this bill today, probably the final
justice bill this Parliament will pass before November’s
election. We are not seeing measures which will

We have seen robberies go up by 33 per cent in
Victoria over the life of this government when at the
same time in New South Wales it has fallen by more
than 27 per cent. So it is not a problem that has spread
across Australia; it is a problem which uniquely has not
been addressed in Victoria, and it is a problem which is
now very strongly front of mind in the Victorian
community.
Carjackings, as I said before, are something which were
unheard of in Victoria. If you go back five years, when
people talked about carjackings they thought of places
like South Africa — Johannesburg or Cape Town.
They did not think of Melbourne. We have seen now
that carjackings have become commonplace and a point
of common discussion among the Victorian
community. It should be to our absolute shame that we
have a society now where there is concern that when
driving on a Melbourne street or a Melbourne freeway
you may be subject to a carjacking. It is something that
is to all our shame that we have got to a stage where
that is now in the common lexicon, in the common
level of concern, for many ordinary Victorian citizens.
This is something that I see particularly out through my
electorate in south-eastern Melbourne in areas like
Cranbourne and Narre Warren South and even in the
bayside Assembly seats — Mordialloc, Carrum and
Frankston. All of those have very high levels —
increased levels — of crime under this government and
increased levels of community concern.
It is not just the fact that we have seen increases in the
level of recorded crime over the life of this government;
it is the fact that it has an impact on the community —
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the community’s perception of their safety in those
communities, concerns about being out on the street,
concerns about moving around in the community. The
constant reporting of the increased level of crime has a
very deleterious effect on community wellbeing and the
perception that people have as to their ability to move
and the safety they can expect in moving around their
community. That is something that we think is a sign of
this government’s failure to deliver on a very core
function of government — to keep the Victorian
community safe and to ensure that the community has
confidence that it is safe.
Allied to those broader criminal issues is the issue of
gangs — the problem that, we have been told by this
government, Victoria does not have, yet if you talk to
many citizens of Mr Finn’s electorate, the area Mr Finn
represents in the western suburbs of Melbourne, they
will tell you their experience is quite different. While
the government has played semantics with whether
there are gangs or, as the Minister for Youth Affairs I
think said, loose associations of young people, the
effect is the same. If you have a gang of 20 young
people fighting in a park or overrunning a shopping
centre in your local suburb, that is going to have a very
significant effect on community safety and on the
perception of community safety.
The government’s solution has been to say they are not
gangs; they are loose associations of young people. Yet
at the same time we have the government saying,
‘They’re not gangs; there’s not a problem’, we have
also seen Victoria Police announce that it is equipping
itself with new weaponry — for want of a better
term — to target gang activity. So we have got
completely contradictory messages with Victoria Police
saying they have new capability to address gang
activity — gang violence — at the same time as the
government is saying, ‘There are no gangs in Victoria;
there’s not a problem’. The Victorian community
knows there is a problem. They have seen what has
happened in many of the western suburbs, but not just
the western suburbs, where homes have been invaded
by gangs, where Airbnb properties have been invaded,
where shops, shopping centres and community centres
have been trashed by these gangs. It is a real problem.
The community knows it is a real problem. What they
have not seen is the Victorian government addressing
that problem.
What we have this afternoon is an omnibus bill which
is also not going to address these problems. This is, as I
said, the last justice bill this Parliament is likely to pass.
However, it does not address many of the concerns that
the Victorian community have around the justice
system in this state. What the bill before the house this
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afternoon covers off are around 15 separate substantive
amendments to a range of legislation. I will run through
those individually.
The bill amends the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 to require statutory minimum sentences to be
applied for minors aged 16 years or more who are
convicted of indictable offences as if they were adults.
It makes various amendments to the Coroners Act 2008
related to what is a reportable death and consequential
amendments to the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996. It amends the Crimes Act 1958
to require the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service to be
notified when an Aboriginal person is taken into
custody and in relation to forensic procedure orders.
The bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 in
relation to witnesses, recorded evidence, indictable
offences that may be heard and determined summarily
and Director of Public Prosecutions appeal rights. It
amends the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 in
relation to domestic building work disputes and
publication of directions. It amends the Estate Agents
Act 1980 in relation to rebate statements that have left
estate agents exposed to claims for the recovery of
commission paid on the basis of technical
non-compliance.
The bill amends the Evidence Act 2008 to require that
improper questions be disallowed. It amends the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008 in relation to the
relationship of orders with certain conditions under that
act with certain orders under the Sentencing Act 1991.
It amends the Honorary Justices Act 2014 in relation to
retired bail justices and justices of the peace. It amends
the Personal Safety Intervention Orders Act 2010 in
relation to the relationship of orders within certain
conditions under that act with the Sentencing Act 1991.
The bill amends the Retirement Villages Act 1986 to
provide for making regulations prescribing different
infringement penalties for different classes of persons.
It amends the Rooming House Operators Act 2016 in
relation to licence disqualification criteria and other
rooming house operator provisions. And it amends the
Sentencing Act 1991 and makes consequential
amendments to the Crimes Act 1958.
As you can see from that quick summary of the bill, it
is an omnibus bill which covers a large range of largely
technical matters with respect to the operation of
various aspects of the justice system but also other areas
I will touch on in a bit more detail, such as the
operation of certain functions in the real estate industry.
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Among the key provisions that I would like to make
comment on is, firstly, the amendments to the Coroners
Act 2008 with respect to the capacity for appeals from
decisions of the Coroners Court to be brought by parties
related to coroners determinations and coroners
inquiries. The Coroners Court is an unusual part of the
judicial system and one that typically does not have a
lot of visibility for many members of the Victorian
community. Fortunately many members of the
Victorian community do not have contact with the
Coroners Court to the extent that they have any contact
with the judicial system at all. It is typically through the
other three courts rather than the Coroners Court, which
of course has a very special function with respect to
conducting inquests into certain reportable deaths and
certain other deaths of Victorian citizens.
Typically the Coroners Court may be involved in
investigating and making findings on a death where
somebody has been involved in an accident or in some
other event, such as when someone has been the victim
of crime, has been involved in an accident or where
their death is otherwise suspicious, unexpected or has
occurred through unusual circumstances. Typically, if a
deceased person is the subject of a coronial inquest, it is
because of unfortunate circumstances surrounding their
death. Of course, that means there are implications for
the family of a deceased person. It must be very
difficult for the family of a deceased person who is the
subject of coronial inquest. The very nature of the fact
that they have become the subject of an inquest means
that the circumstances of their death are unusual or
unfortunate in terms of criminal or otherwise
involvement, so it is a process that has a great deal of
sensitivity around it and a great deal of concern where
family members are involved.
One of the challenges with the Coroners Court and the
work of the Coroners Court is in providing finality in
determining what happened with a death that comes
before the court by determining the cause of death,
determining whether it related to foul play or another
cause and giving settlement, finality, to the family
members involved. There is an imperative for the court
to reach a conclusion, an outcome, but there is also the
need to balance that with the needs of the family of the
person who is deceased in being able to accept that
decision of the court and agree with the decision of the
court.
Where that family or those relatives have concerns
about the decision of the court or the conclusions the
court has reached, the question then arises as to the
extent to which that family should have the capacity to
seek an appeal to a higher jurisdiction, such as the
County Court or the Supreme Court. Of course, that is a
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balance, because one of the overriding considerations is
that the Coroners Court needs to find a conclusion as to
a death, and the capacity to revisit that through an
appeal process does throw the balance in reaching that
finality, giving that certainty as to an outcome, into
question. This bill seeks to address that by
re-examining the scope of the way in which appeals
from coronial decisions can be made. It is something
that the coalition does not oppose in considering the
totality of this bill.
I note that in a previous role I saw a number of coronial
reports with respect to workplace deaths. It was always
interesting, so I made a point of reading coronial reports
when they came across my desk. It was always
interesting to see the conclusions the coroner had
reached and in particular the recommendations the
coroner had reached. It was interesting to reflect on
those decisions, often made in a vacuum from the
circumstances of those workplace deaths, the
circumstances of the workplace environment, and
reflect on the recommendations that a coroner had
made and how those recommendations could in
practice be implemented in a worksite rather than in the
theoretical context in which they had often been put
forward. It is interesting to watch the responses to
coroners reports and the reporting of coroners inquests
and recommendations from coroners inquests — in a
whole different range of areas; not just in relation to
workplace deaths but also other accidental deaths —
and the types of recommendations that are made and
the practical implications of some of those
recommendations.
One of the other amendments the bill makes is to the
Crimes Act 1958 with respect to requiring the Victorian
Aboriginal Legal Service (VALS) to be notified when
an Aboriginal person is taken into custody. This is not a
provision that the coalition opposes, but a question has
been raised as to the identification of an Aboriginal
person, the subsequent notification to VALS, the
obligation placed on the officer who has taken the
person into custody to actually identify or make a
determination as to the Aboriginality of the person
being taken into custody and how the consequential
notification to the Aboriginal legal service is made.
Concern has been raised about that function sitting with
a person who is taking someone into custody, the need
for them to make a determination and whether it is
made with the support or without the support of the
person being taken into custody. That is one area we
may seek to consider in further detail in the committee
stage.
One of the other areas I will touch on is in relation to
amendments to the Estate Agents Act 1980. This is one
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of the more significant aspects of the bill. The bill seeks
to retrospectively correct a situation which has called
into doubt the legitimacy of some rebate statements
which have been issued by real estate agents in Victoria
who have followed, as I understand it, a pro forma
issued by Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) for rebate
statements associated with the sale of properties. These
real estate agents have used a pro forma contract based
on a form issued by Consumer Affairs Victoria in order
to enter into agreements for the sale of properties with
vendors. It has subsequently been determined by the
court that those pro forma contracts in the form
published by CAV in fact do not comply with the law,
therefore the validity of those contracts has been called
into question, and the obligation for vendors to pay
commissions to real estate agents on the basis of those
contracts has also been called into question.
Some real estate agents have indicated that this is a very
substantial issue for their businesses, with tens of
millions of dollars of commissions in doubt based on
the most recent court decision and based on that
standing without this bill subsequently providing an
amendment. That is a significant part of the bill, and it
is one of the areas of the bill that has a lot of
community interest, particularly from the real estate
industry. It is an area, however, where there are some
questions for the government, in seeking to put this
retrospective provision in place by way of clause 54 of
the bill, as to how it will address matters which have
already been the subject of action by vendors,
particularly where legal costs have been incurred by
vendors and where, under this bill, those vendors will
not have the capacity to take action to seek not to pay
commissions under those contracts.
In circumstances where vendors may have incurred
legal costs in seeking to not pay or to recover
commissions paid under these contracts on the basis the
court has found these contracts invalid, we are now
seeking through this bill to not endorse that invalidity.
That is what the government proposes where some
parties may have incurred costs already and will
subsequently have their right to seek recovery of
commissions on the basis of that decision no longer
being available to them. It is always difficult for the
Parliament to go back and close a loophole
retrospectively where a decision has been made by the
court, and the government in the committee stage will
need to explain how some of those loose ends will be
covered off with respect to the practical operation of
this provision should the bill pass in its current form
today.
One of the other key areas I would like to touch on is in
relation to the issue of honorary justices and the
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Honorary Justices Act 2014. The bill makes a relatively
small amendment with respect to bail justices and
justices of the peace to allow those who have retired
from those roles to retain postnominals as BJ (Retired)
or JP (Retired). We think this is an appropriate step in
recognition of the service provided by our bail justices
and justices of the peace here in Victoria. We know
over the last four years that there has been some
disquiet among the population of bail justices and
justices of the peace as to the way they have been
treated by the Department of Justice and Regulation
and the government more generally in undertaking
what is a public function, in delivering what is a public
good.
As many members of Parliament would know, because
they probably come into contact with justices of the
peace and bail justices more frequently than perhaps
most members of the community, the people who
volunteer as justices of the peace and bail justices make
a very significant contribution to our community. They
undertake work often on a regular rostered basis and
they make themselves available — in the case of bail
justices, often at very short notice and at very odd hours
of the day — to undertake in a voluntary capacity a
quasi-judicial function in dealing with bail matters out
of hours. Likewise justices of the peace, who quite
often are rostered on to attend police stations and serve
any number of functions at those police stations for the
public, who come in needing documents certified,
affidavits sworn et cetera, provide a very, very
significant public service.
The government has not looked after those people
properly over the last four years and has not respected
those justices of the peace and bail justices properly
over the last four years, and we think it is very
appropriate that this measure is in the bill to allow those
who retire from active performance of those functions
to retain the title in a modified form. Certainly many of
the justices of the peace that I see in my local
community have provided service as JPs for decades at
a time — that is many, many years spent providing
services to the community, in many cases on call, in
many other cases on a regular rostered basis to ensure
that there is access to someone who can take stat decs
and swear affidavits. That is a very significant service
to the community. The alternative course is to take up
police time or often to require members of the
community to have to go to lawyers and pay for
documents to be notarised et cetera.
They provide a very significant service to the
community. For many of them it is over many decades,
and it is appropriate that that is respected and
recognised. Particularly with justices of the peace, for a
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number of them, having done it for decades and
reaching an age where they can no longer continue to
provide that service, it is appropriate that in retiring
from formally providing those services their service
continues to be recognised by allowing them to retain
the appropriate title that recognises the service that they
provided.
One of the other areas that I would like to discuss and
one of the other major areas of this bill is in respect of
the provisions that relate to offences against emergency
workers in Victoria. The previous coalition government
recognised that our frontline service providers — our
emergency workers, ambulance paramedics, police
officers, firefighters and Victoria State Emergency
Service volunteers — all provide incredible service to
the Victorian community. What they do not expect, and
what they have the right not to be subjected to when
they are carrying out their functions as a first responder
attending an emergency, is being assaulted and attacked
by the people they are seeking to assist, yet we have
seen with increasing frequency in the Victorian
community those types of offences being perpetrated
against our frontline emergency services workers. That
is something which I think the community finds
abhorrent, it is something that the previous coalition
government found abhorrent and it is something that we
as a Parliament need to ensure does not occur.
The previous government put in place some
amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991 and I think the
Crimes Act 1958 to ensure that when somebody did
come before the court for a violence offence against an
emergency services worker the court had appropriate
regard to the nature of that offence and ensured that the
minimum penalty was put in place. Now, as with all
legislation, that legislation provided for special reasons.
It provided for exceptions where the judiciary could
exercise its judgement when a particular case indicated
that special reasons or special circumstances should be
taken into account.
I think it is appropriate that there is judicial discretion
maintained wherever possible where decisions can be
made by the court in relation to individual matters, but
the difficulty is that we are seeing increasingly that the
Parliament indicates its intention and its will with
respect to legislation, be it minimum sentences,
baseline sentences or mandatory incarceration for
certain offences, and discretion is provided to be used
in exceptional circumstances. We are seeing the
judiciary disregard the intent of the Parliament and use
those special exemptions or special reasons, where
provided, to continue what it has always done in the
face of what the Parliament intended and in the face of
what the Victorian community expects.
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Regrettably we have seen that with the regime which
was put in place by the previous government to provide
that protection to emergency services workers and to
send the very clear message that an offence against an
emergency services worker was more serious and did
demand a minimum statutory penalty. We have seen,
regrettably, that the court has not acted in the way the
Parliament intended with that regime and has sought to,
basically, use the special reasons provided in the
legislation — the discretion that was provided,
recognising that from time to time there will be cases
with special circumstances — and use that discretion
not to act in the way that the Parliament expected.
Perhaps front of mind for many Victorians, given the
media coverage it received, is the case involving Paul
Judd, an ambulance paramedic who was attacked by
two young perpetrators while he was performing his
emergency services role. He was attacked very
viciously and sustained very substantial injuries. Those
two perpetrators were subsequently caught and
prosecuted in the Magistrates Court. One received a
custodial sentence of eight months and the other
received a custodial sentence of four months. However,
those two custodial sentences were subsequently
overturned in the County Court. That is an exact
example of where the expectations of the Parliament
were not delivered through the judicial process. So we
have a bill before the house now which is seeking to
narrow those special reasons which are provided in the
act and which allow the court to determine that special
circumstances or exceptional circumstances exist
around a case of violence against an emergency
services worker and apply those special reasons to that
case. The bill before the house now seeks to effectively
narrow those special reasons to require that they be less
available to the court in deciding appropriate sentences
on matters of this nature. The coalition thinks that is a
positive step.
We do regard the way in which the government has
gone about this as a less than optimal outcome. The
shadow Attorney-General, Mr Pesutto, in the other
place, in fact introduced a private members bill which
sought to make changes to the special reasons
exemptions in the act and which sought to reduce them
further than this bill does. It is our view that while the
direction this bill is heading is appropriate, the
government should have gone further in putting these
provisions in place. There are a number of differences
between the special reasons exemptions changes which
this bill makes and those which the coalition thought
were necessary. For example, under the current act
there is a provision for a special reason to exist if:
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the offender has assisted or has given an undertaking to assist,
after sentencing, law enforcement authorities in the
investigation or prosecution of an offence …

That is a special reason to be taken into consideration
by the court. The coalition’s view is that that should be
restricted to be only if the offender has assisted or has
given an undertaking to assist, after sentencing, law
enforcement authorities in the investigation or
prosecution of an offence and the Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP) or the Chief Commissioner of
Police certifies that the assistance has been or will be
substantial and has made or will make a significant
contribution to the investigation or prosecution of one
or more serious offences. We thought that that
particular special reason should be constrained further
to the DPP or the chief commissioner certifying that the
assistance would be substantial or that the assistance
had been or would make a contribution to a police
matter. In this bill the government has elected not to
change the current provision at all. That is but one
example of where we think the bill does not go far
enough in tightening those special reasons exceptions,
and we think there is scope for further tightening to
ensure that we see the will of the community and the
expectations of the community with respect to offences
against emergency services workers actually reflected
in the decisions of the court.
I am loath to read the full list of reasons, because they
are quite detailed, and the difference between what the
coalition is proposing and what the government is
proposing is fairly complex and would take a fair bit of
the house’s time.
I make the point that of the six special reasons that are
currently provided for in the act, the coalition was
seeking to repeal three of them and to amend two of the
others. This bill leaves four of the current special
reasons unamended or unchanged from their current
form. In that regard we think the bill does not go far
enough in providing the intent that was indicated by the
Parliament when the legislation was passed in 2014 as
to the penalties that should apply for someone who
assaults an emergency services worker. We believe that
government should have tightened and constrained
those special exemptions further than it has in this bill.
This bill is, as I said, an omnibus bill. It covers a very
broad range of justice and justice-related matters, most
of which I have only just touched on on the way
through. Some of them do require further clarification
in committee, and I look forward to that discussion in
the committee stage. The community’s key concern
with respect to this government is its failings in the
justice portfolio and its failings in relation to crime and
community safety. Regrettably this bill — one of the
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last that this Parliament will deal with — does nothing
to advance those concerns of the Victorian community.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (16:41) — I
also rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018. I am pleased that
this bill will have the support of the house — I certainly
hope it does. It is a bill to provide the very support
which is needed by emergency workers who put
themselves in harm’s way to attend to our citizens,
people who need them in the most vulnerable of times.
The last thing ambulance officers, paramedics, police
officers or firefighters — all of whom are emergency
services workers who attend to crises and to saving
people’s lives — should expect is to be attacked.
We need to send a strong message to the community at
large and to offenders that it is not okay to attack
emergency workers who are attempting to save lives,
and that if you attack an emergency worker you will be
given special treatment. That is what the bill does. Yes,
we are giving special treatment for special offences. We
are making an exception so that if you attack an
emergency worker, you will be dealt with a bit
differently to any other person. That is not because we
believe we should discriminate between humans.
Everyone should be equal; that principle is sound. But
what we are saying here is that you will be harshly dealt
with if you attack emergency workers.
As Mr Rich-Phillips said in his contribution, the
previous government made some amendments to that
effect in the last Parliament, but since then there have
been a number of court cases which have shown some
weaknesses in those amendments. This government is
learning from that and trying to make sure we close
other loopholes and strengthen the intention of the
Parliament to make sure our emergency workers are
protected.
I can think of a number of cases, but I refer to a recent
case in Sydney where ambulance workers were under
attack from the family while they were trying to save a
particular individual’s life. The ambulance union
submitted that they got it wrong, but I suppose that is an
example where the paramedics attending the scene need
to understand that sometimes parents and loved ones
may be under enormous pressure because they could be
about to lose their loved one. What the emergency
workers or paramedics are trying to do is to save the
lives of the very persons who are loved. Tension is
quite normal in those situations, and people do things
without thinking them through.
What this bill will do — and a fair bit of education
should go with it — is basically educate people at large
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that it is not okay to go and abuse or attack a paramedic
who is trying to save you or save your loved one. You
have got to let them do their job without applying any
fear or intimidation or even attacking them.
We have seen a number of cases in hospitals. A very
well respected surgeon lost his life over a smoking
argument, and that was a huge tragedy. When nurses in
hospitals attend to patients — in some cases they are
elderly patients — they sometimes get abused not by
the patients themselves but people related to the patient.
As far as I am concerned it does not really matter what
the excuse is. No-one should be abused or threatened at
work for doing their job. People should be able to go to
work without being subjected to any harassment or
physical or mental abuse. So there are a number of
examples this bill is trying to address to make sure that
our nurses, doctors, paramedics, firefighters, police
officers, state emergency service and other emergency
workers are not subjected to any attacks or any abuse,
whether it is physical or mental, when they are
attending, doing their job and saving lives. That is why
these amendments in the bill will address some of these
points and give the judiciary some guidance in relation
to how these cases should be dealt with.
This is a commitment given by the government to make
sure that we will continue to work with unions and
through the emergency worker harm reference group,
which the Premier established some 12 months ago,
and we will continue to work through that to make sure
that the intent of this legislation is implemented. I will
just go briefly through what the bill will specifically
address. The bill will ensure that courts cannot impose a
community correction order (CCO) for further serious
offences including carjacking and home invasion. Also
the community correction orders regime we inherited
was too broad, so CCOs have been applied in situations
where custodial sentences were much more appropriate.
Mr Rich-Phillips talked about the estate agents, so I will
not cover that. Also the bill talks about improving the
experience of victims and witnesses. The bill makes a
range of important improvements to criminal trial
processes to reduce delays and protect victims and
witnesses. These reforms again build on the
government’s significant investments in the statewide
intermediaries scheme — skilled communications
specialists who will work with victims and help them
give evidence to police and in court.
There are also other changes in the bill. Coronial
appeals will make it easier for families to have coronial
findings reviewed, and the changes will ensure that the
Coroners Court has the power to set aside findings in
historical cases.
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The bill will also ensure special reasons exemptions
will apply to all statutory minimum sentence
provisions, and these will be substantially narrowed by
the bill to only apply in genuinely unique
circumstances. The restriction of special reasons will
include changes that mean impairment due to alcohol or
drugs can no longer be used as an excuse and the
psychological immaturity of a young person cannot be
used as a special reason, and it also clarifies that if
substantial and compelling circumstances are relied on,
they must be truly exceptional and rare.
The bill will also give new powers to the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) to appeal sentences. So the
bill will strengthen the DPP’s appeal rights so that they
can appeal whenever special reasons are found to exist.
This change addresses a gap in the legislation.
The bill will also prevent the use of community
correction orders for an additional seven serious
offences, implementing a commitment in the 2018–19
community safety statement. Under our changes a
custodial sentence will be the only sentencing option
for two additional category 1 offences, including
aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking.
The offences of home invasion, carjacking, culpable
driving causing death, dangerous driving causing death
and armed robbery in certain circumstances will require
a custodial order unless special reasons apply.
The bill will also give further consideration to statutory
minimum sentences for 16 or 17-year-olds. So the bill
will require courts when sentencing a 16 or 17-year-old
accused as an adult to take into account any statutory
minimum sentence that applies where an adult commits
the same offence. As I mentioned earlier, the bill will
also make a number of reforms to criminal proceedings
to improve the experience of victims and witnesses in
the criminal justice system. The bill will amend the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to move to the trial court
the limited cross-examination of witnesses that occurs
during the committal hearing in sexual offences
involving children and impaired complainants. This
will improve the experience of victims in these cases by
helping to address delays that prolong the resolution of
the case and inhibit the victim’s opportunity for
recovery. The reform will also allow for more efficient
and effective cross-examination in these cases.
It is important to put in place legislation, but in addition
to the bill it is important to put in place the
infrastructure and investments to support it — for
example, the 2018–19 state budget has delivered
$7.2 million for the victims assistance program to
provide enhanced support to victims, including through
case management and recovery support, the victims of
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crime helpline and support workers, and a further
$2.9 million to extend the intermediary scheme, which
involves communications specialists helping children
and vulnerable people provide evidence to police and in
court. These investments build on the Andrews Labor
government’s $28.5 million victims package in the
2017–18 budget, which established the intermediary
scheme in line with a recommendation from the
Victorian Law Reform Commission. That also funded
the Office of Public Prosecutions to recruit more victim
support workers. So there is a bit of investment as well
to make sure we are providing support to the victims of
these crimes.

it covers a range of areas, including amendments to the
Estate Agents Act 1980 to ensure that vendors pay
commissions owed to estate agents under sales
authorities and technical amendments to the Domestic
Building Contracts Act 1995 and others to the Estate
Agents Act, the Retirement Villages Act 1986 and the
Rooming House Operators Act 2016. It also makes
some amendments to the Coroners Act 2008 to
implement key recommendations of the Coronial
Council of Victoria’s appeals reference report and a
number of technical amendments to the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009 and the Honorary Justices Act
2014, amongst others.

I will finish off by going back to where I started. This
bill has been put in place to give our emergency
workers the protections they need. It sends a message to
the community at large that it is not okay to attack
emergency workers when they are attending to saving
the lives of Victorians and protecting Victorians,
whether they are firefighters in bushfire situations or
attending a house or other structure, or paramedics
attending when someone is having a heart attack or at a
car accident, or nurses attending to patients in hospitals.
They should not be subject to physical or mental abuse.
They should not be subjected to being spat on, which
we have seen on a number of occasions, or being
punched, or police being attacked in the line of duty. So
this bill will send a message to the perpetrators that they
will be given additional attention. There will be
mandatory sentencing and they will be locked up.
Judges will be required to look at these sorts of cases a
bit differently from a normal situation. So if someone
attacks a non-emergency person versus an emergency
person, they will know they will be likely to get an
additional sentence as a result of that.

It is fair to say most of those are technical amendments.
I certainly do support the amendments to the Coroner’s
Act. I have taken a long interest in what goes on in the
Coroners Court, and I did move some amendments to
the Coroner’s Act in 2008, such as to require agencies
that are subject to coroners’ recommendations to report
on their response to those recommendations within
three months. Anybody who cares to have a look at
how that has worked out over the last 10 years will see
that it is quite useful to see what agencies’ responses to
those are. Prior to that it was very opaque as to what
would happen with regard to coroners’
recommendations to agencies such as WorkSafe, the
Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria or others, for
example.

I think our emergency services deserve our recognition
and our protection because they give tremendous
service to the state and they are already under a lot of
stress and pressure while doing their job, attending
these traumatic situations. I think they have enough on
their plate, and the last thing we need is to add to their
concerns and their stressful situations by someone
attacking them because they are doing their job —
someone bashing them because they are doing their job.
I think this bill will send the right message to the
community at large that it is not okay to attack an
emergency worker, and if you do, you will be dealt
with harshly. With these comments, I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:56) — The Justice Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill 2018, which we are debating this
afternoon, is an omnibus bill. As has been pointed out,

It is fair to say that the most far-reaching amendments
in this Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment
Bill are to the Sentencing Act 1991. In particular the
bill proposes mandatory minimum sentences for serious
injury offences committed against emergency workers,
custodial workers and youth justice custodial workers
who are on duty, whether or not the serious injury is
recklessly or intentionally caused. The Greens, with
everybody in this chamber and everybody in the
community, are deeply concerned by attacks on or
abuse of any of our emergency workers and the injuries
they cause, including ambulance workers, hospital
workers and custodial workers. We agree strongly that
no-one should have to work in an environment where
they are at risk of being injured. Every person deserves
to be safe at work, whatever their workplace.
The question before us though is whether the provisions
in this bill will make emergency workers safer. I would
say the government needs to look at more practical
measures on a day-to-day basis to improve the safety of
emergency service workers as they go about their
important work for the community. Mandatory
sentencing is not the way. The evidence is very strong
that mandatory sentencing does not act as a deterrent
and does not make the community safer. It is other
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measures that will do that. Mandatory sentencing, as I
have mentioned many times before in this Parliament,
results in unjust outcomes and simply exacerbates
social disadvantage and injustice. It disproportionately
incarcerates vulnerable groups whose offending may
relate to entrenched disadvantage, intergenerational
trauma, inequality, mental health status, drug and
alcohol dependency, psychosocial immaturity et cetera.
The Greens have a longstanding opposition to
mandatory sentencing, and we do not support it for any
offence.
We are also concerned about the creation of certain
classes of victims, which I have also mentioned before.
Emergency services workers are a particular class of
victim or person against whom an offence has been
committed, as opposed to other members of the public,
for example. An offence which causes an injury and/or
death to this class of person is regarded more seriously,
and a minimal mandatory sentence applies when that
would not apply to another member of the public. There
are two things to consider: there is the classification of
certain occupations as attracting a mandatory minimum
sentence just because a person served in that
occupation; and an offence against such a person is
seen to be a more serious offence than, for example, a
similar offence against a person’s partner or a similar
offence carried out against a child or an offence carried
out against someone walking home at night on their
own. They are all serious offences, and it is our view
that none of them should attract minimum mandatory
sentences.
It is the Greens’ longstanding view that it should be up
to the discretion of the courts to impose the appropriate
sentence in every circumstance. Every single case that
comes before the court, be it the Magistrates Court, the
County Court or the Supreme Court, is a different case.
It involves different offenders, different circumstances
and different people who have had offences perpetrated
against them. The Sentencing Act, notwithstanding all
the amendments that have been made to it over the last
few years to make it more complicated and less flexible
for the judiciary to apply the most appropriate sentence
in every circumstance, still outlines in its guidelines
what the court should take into account when
sentencing. The courts have the expertise and
experience to be able to take into account aggravating
and mitigating circumstances in every case that comes
before them. Mandatory minimum sentencing takes
away that discretion.
I note in the statement of compatibility the word
‘proportionate’. The Attorney-General has said these
sentences are proportionate. It is impossible for an
arbitrary minimum sentence to be declared

5017

proportionate when it is applied across the board in an
arbitrary way to every single case. That is not
proportionate. What is proportionate is taking into
account all the circumstances of a case and applying the
proportionate sentence with regard to the offence. I go
back to the provisions in this bill, which make no
distinction between someone recklessly causing an
injury and someone intentionally causing an injury. I
think those two adverbs are very important. There is a
big difference between ‘reckless’ and ‘intentional’, and
yet this bill brings them together as if they are the same
thing.
The statement of compatibility also mentions equality
before the law — and I note Mr Melhem used that term
as well — but there is no equality before the law if
according to the person who was the subject of an
offence you are immediately, as the offender, faced
with a mandatory minimum sentence based on that as
opposed to any other offender who may come before
the court having committed a very similar offence but
not against the categories of worker outlined in the
Sentencing Act 1991, as already exist and with a few
more added by the bill.
The Greens are not the only people who have raised
concerns about this bill. In fact a submission was sent
around — I am presuming to all members of
Parliament — back in June. In it a very large coalition
of people raised concerns about the bill, including the
Fitzroy Legal Service, Darebin Community Legal
Centre, St Kilda Legal Service, Peninsula Community
Legal Centre, Law & Advocacy Centre for Women,
Moonee Valley Legal Service, Villamanta Disability
Rights Legal Service, Federation of Community Legal
Centres, Eastern Community Legal Centre, Women’s
Legal Service Victoria, Criminal Bar Association of
Victoria, Flat Out, Victorian Alcohol and Drug
Association, Aboriginal Catholic Ministry Victoria,
Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service, Democracy in
Colour, the Mental Health Legal Centre, Goulburn
Valley Community Legal Centre, Liberty Victoria’s
Rights Advocacy Project, Liberty Victoria, Yarra Drug
and Health Forum and the Law Institute of Victoria.
Foremost amongst their concerns was a lack of
consultation regarding the bill beyond the emergency
services unions. These particular groups, which are at
the front line in dealing with these issues, were not
consulted about the bill and have raised many concerns.
As I mentioned, partly they raised concerns about the
lack of proportionality in the laws in that all injury
offences to emergency workers are to be classified in
the same category as serious offences — category 1
offences — whether or not the injury or behaviour was
serious, and there will no longer be some special
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reasons applying to that, which I will refer to a little
later on in my contribution.
They raised concerns particularly with regard to the
disproportionate effect that the bill will have on
vulnerable persons, such as those with mental health
conditions, young persons and those with substance
abuse problems, bearing in mind that police and
ambulance paramedics are often called to incidents
involving persons with mental health and/or
drug-related issues. The practical implication of this is
that the very persons who are going to be excluded by
way of the provisions limiting the special reasons under
section 10A of the Sentencing Act 1991 are the very
people who the emergency services workers will most
often come into contact with.
Their concerns also included the increased risk of
disproportionate incarceration of Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people, who are already 12 times more
likely to be in prison than non-Aboriginal people.
Aboriginal people also suffer more ill health and more
mental illness than non-Aboriginal people and are thus
more likely to be in contact with the workers in a
distressed or a disturbed emotional state. They are also
already overpoliced, so mandatory sentencing will only
exacerbate this problem.
We met with these groups back in July, when we went
through the bill and listened to their concerns. They
also raised the potential increased risk of frontline
workers, families and victims of family violence not
calling 000 because of their fears regarding the
potential subsequent prosecution and incarceration of a
patient, relative or partner.
What was certainly said to us in our meeting was that
the government has done a great deal with regard to
family violence, but in fact the provisions in this bill are
contrary to what the government has done in that area.
These groups are concerned about the particular effects
of the provisions of this bill on women, both as workers
and in support roles, and the effect of the law in family
violence situations, and that those involved in family
violence situations will no longer call emergency
services because they would be concerned about what
would happen to people who may accidentally
recklessly injure an emergency services worker and so
bring into play these provisions. In fact they said that
they had already had reports of people not calling 000.
This is a very serious issue with regard to the contrary
nature of the provisions of this bill in relation to other
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. As such, I have prepared an
amendment, which I am happy to have circulated.
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Greens amendment circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — The amendment that I have
circulated and that I will move in committee is an
amendment to clause 79 of the bill. It would insert a
new paragraph (f) into section 10A(1) of the Sentencing
Act 1991. Under the provisions in this bill, there is a
removal of special reasons that exist under
section 10A(1) of the Sentencing Act that would allow
a court not to impose mandatory minimum sentences.
They include psychosocial immaturity for young
people, impaired mental functioning caused by alcohol
or drugs and consideration of reasonable prospects for
rehabilitation of those aged 18 to 21. We are very
concerned about the removal of those special reasons,
as are all the groups that I mentioned before that made a
submission on the provisions of this bill.
Notwithstanding that, we would like to add a new
special reason, and it goes to what I was talking
about — the disproportionate effect that the provisions
in this bill will have on those experiencing family
violence. Proposed new paragraph (f) says:
… a state caused by serious trauma, including sexual,
physical and psychological abuse and family violence within
the meaning of the Family Violence Protection Act 2008;”.’.

That would also be a special reason that the court could
take into account so as to not impose a minimum
mandatory sentence under the provisions for
emergency service workers or injury of emergency
service workers.
There are so many problems already with what is in the
law with regard to mandatory minimum sentences.
There is a lack of evidence, as I said, that they prevent
crime, make communities safer or act as a deterrent. It
interferes with the independence of the judiciary and
the ability of the courts to take into account all of the
circumstances of every case before them, and it creates
a hierarchy of victims. The Greens say that mandatory
sentencing is contrary to the principles of natural
justice, judicial discretion and the independence upon
which our court system is based. I particularly draw
attention to clause 76(8), which says:
In determining whether there are substantial and compelling
circumstances —

which is a change from ‘exceptional circumstances’ —
under subsection (2H)(e), the court—
(a) must regard general deterrence and denunciation of
the offender’s conduct as having greater
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importance than the other purposes set out in
section 5(1) —

which is the sentencing guidelines —
and
(b) must give less weight to the personal circumstances
of the offender than to other matters such as the
nature and gravity of the offence; and
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the mental health of emergency services workers,
particularly those suffering post-traumatic stress
disorder. It is an issue that I have actually raised in this
Parliament many times — the need for more attention
to be paid to emergency workers and police for the
mental health issues that they may suffer as a result of
their work. I read the Cotton report as to what was
involved with that, and it has taken a long time to get
more attention paid to those issues.

(c) must not have regard to—
(i)

the offender’s previous good character (other
than an absence of previous convictions or
findings of guilt); or

(ii) an early guilty plea; or
(iii) prospects of rehabilitation; or
(iv) parity with other sentences.

This is almost the worst part of the bill. It takes away
the ability of the courts to take these things into account
when sentencing and when looking at the
circumstances of a case. Every case is different and will
involve a complex set of circumstances, and we should
leave in place all options for the court. We have already
lost suspended sentences, which were not widely used
but were appropriate in many cases. It was the most
appropriate sentence to be given to a person in
particular cases.
We have already lost home detention, which has not
been put back in by this government. Home detention
was most often used at the end of a sentence to allow a
person to go home and be detained. I remember at the
time saying that home detention had allowed the
offenders — the prisoners — and their families a sort of
halfway stage to adjust between being incarcerated and
being released. We have lost those options. We have
now got mandatory minimum sentences in the
Sentencing Act for a range of particular offences and
particular classes of victims. We have now got special
reasons being taken away, which will actually really
impact on the most vulnerable people in the
community.
This is not going to make any difference to whether
emergency services workers are injured or not. I do not
want to see any emergency services workers injured. It
is the more practical measures that can be taken on a
day-to-day basis with regard to how ambulance officers
work, how custodial officers work, how police work et
cetera that need to be taken into account. I take up
Mr Melhem’s point about the stress that is experienced
by these workers — ambulance workers and the police,
for example — and I welcome the announcement by
the government that there will be more assistance for

There are many concerns with this legislation that is not
going to make emergency workers safer. Sadly this bill
will not do that, but it will impact on vulnerable people
in the community. I took the time — a couple of times,
actually — to read the reasons by Her Honour Judge
Cotterell for the sentence she gave in May 2018 to the
two women who had assaulted the emergency services
worker Mr Judd. I send my feelings to Mr Judd. I feel
for him and the injuries that he received. The reasons
for the sentence are laid out by Judge Cotterell, and I
would suggest people read through them. This was of
course two years after the event. The reasons outline the
circumstances of those particular women, the measures
that they had taken to bring their lives back on track in
the two years since the event had taken place and,
thereby, the reasons that the judge had for changing the
sentences and imposing the corrections orders.
Basically she was saying that it would not have been a
just outcome for those women to have been
incarcerated and that it was a more just outcome and
more in line with keeping the community safe and the
rehabilitation of those two women, so that they would
not reoffend, to impose the corrections orders, as the
judge did. She did also at the end of her reasons reach
out to Mr Judd, saying that she understood his suffering
and that he was perhaps not feeling that justice had
been done. I think this case bears out the difficult job in
front of judicial officers every single day of the week to
balance all of the considerations they need to balance in
coming to sentencing outcomes.
Often we see particular cases being covered in the
media, but we must keep in perspective that there are an
awful lot of cases that go through the courts that never
get any media attention, many of them just as difficult
and complicated as this one and just as traumatic for the
person who suffered an injury. I know Mr Judd suffered
a significant injury, and I feel for him in that regard —
and for any other emergency worker who does. But this
bill will not fix that situation; it makes the situation
worse in the broader context for community safety,
rehabilitation of offenders and just outcomes in every
case.
So the Greens have great concerns with this bill. I will
move one amendment to address what has been raised
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by those who work in the family violence sector about
their very, very deep concerns about how this bill will
impact those experiencing family violence. In fact the
biggest deterrent this bill will have will be for people
experiencing family violence to call emergency
services, and I am sure that was not the outcome that
the government was looking for, but it is certainly the
one that all of those community groups and legal
groups involved with working with family violence
have raised very strongly, I know, with the government
and with everyone else. For those reasons the Greens
will not be able to support this bill.

driving causing death or serious injury. This
amendment seeks to remedy the defect in the current
law which came to my attention and to that of the
Victorian public and Victoria Police following the
tragic death of Jalal Yassine-Naja, who was killed by
a driver who simply should not have been on the road.
The driver was unlicensed and had already been
before the courts for driving without a licence. The
penalty the driver subsequently received was solely
related to minor offences and took absolutely no
account of the fact that the driver’s actions led to the
death of a 13-year-old boy.

Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(17:25) — I rise to speak this evening on the Justice
Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018. I will
only speak briefly on the bill. I note that the bill is very
well named. It seeks to amend some 13 principal acts to
deal with various aspects of the criminal and civil
justice systems. Apart from this there is no obvious
unifying principle to the bill, so the inclusion of the
word ‘Miscellaneous’ in the title is very apt. However, I
guess that saves time, doesn’t it? I think it would be fair
to observe that in each provision of the bill the intent is
to remedy a loophole or defect or to clarify the
operation of the law in a particular area, so I believe it is
a very important bill to pass tonight.

As those of you in this chamber would be aware, I
initially sought to remedy this defect in the Crimes Act
with a private members bill, which would have created
a new offence specifically dealing with causing death
or serious injury while unlicensed. I welcomed the
referral of that bill to the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee for inquiry. This inquiry
heard evidence from police, from legal experts, from
Jalal’s mother, Olivia, and from community members
who were supporting her call for a change to the law in
an initial attempt to remedy this defect. I note in
particular finding 4 of the report that was tabled this
morning, which says that:

I do not intend to address each of the 13 areas, just to
note that they are there. I would like to note part 5 of
the bill, which seeks to further streamline the
procedures in criminal cases while reinforcing the
protection of the victims of sexual offences, especially
children and those with a cognitive impairment,
throughout the trial process. I want to commend the
government for this provision; I welcome it in the bill.
Part 4 of the bill is the part that I am most interested in
because it seeks to amend the Crimes Act 1958 in two
respects. Firstly, it seeks to amend the Crimes Act in
relation to processes relating to Aboriginal persons
taken into custody by ensuring they can access the help
of the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service. Secondly, it
proposes a minor amendment in relation to forensic
procedure orders. During the committee of the whole I
intend to move an amendment to part 4, which I ask to
be circulated now.
Independent amendments circulated by
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — The main
amendment that has just been circulated in my name
seeks to further amend the Crimes Act 1958,
specifically section 319, which deals with dangerous

The principal aim of the bill, which is to acknowledge the
seriousness of unlicensed driving that results in serious injury
or death, may be better achieved with alternative legislative
reform within the current framework of driving offences.

This finding came in particular from the evidence of
Professor Gans, who canvassed the possibility of
amending the existing offences of dangerous driving
causing serious injury or death. He said:
Alternatively, and this would fit with this current offence, you
could have as an instance of dangerousness some aspects of
unlicensed driving — knowing unlicensed driving — as an
aspect of dangerousness, and then it is just built into the
existing offence of dangerous driving causing death.

So as a result of this finding and this evidence, and after
seeking the advice and the assistance of the
Attorney-General, the Honourable Martin Pakula —
who has been supportive of my efforts to remedy this
defect in the law, and I acknowledge him for that — I
have now adopted this different approach.
So based on the proposal raised during the inquiry by
Professor Gans, rather than introducing a standalone
offence this amendment will add to the offence of
dangerous driving causing death or serious injury a
provision that if the prosecution proves that at the time
of driving the accused was knowingly or recklessly in
contravention of section 18 or section 30 of the Road
Safety Act 1986 it is to be presumed, in the absence of

JUSTICE LEGISLATION MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

evidence to the contrary, that the accused drove the
motor vehicle in a manner that was dangerous to the
public. This wording I believe accommodates the range
of circumstances that might arise. It intentionally does
not capture the circumstance covered by section 30AA
of the Road Safety Act 1986, which relates to driving
while a licence is suspended for non-payment of fines,
as this bears no relation to poor driving history.
Standing in solidarity with Olivia Yassine and the
Justice for Jalal crusade and with those many members
of the Victorian public who, as Professor Gans noted,
believe that the penalty for taking a life should
acknowledge a death, I urge members to support the
second reading of the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill and during the committee stage to
support the amendment that I will move in memory of
Jalal.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:31) — The
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill
2018 reflects the government’s attitude to law and order
in this state — it is weak. That is why we have a law
and order crisis in this state — because the government
does not regard law and order as an important issue.
The government does not regard keeping the criminal
elements in this state under control as being an
important issue. This Andrews Socialist Left
government does not believe that protecting the
community is important, and that is why we have a law
and order crisis in this state. That is reflected by this
bill, because this bill is weak. It goes nowhere near
where it should go. It is a start, but it is slightly beyond
a start. It does not go much further than a start.
Quite frankly there are a lot of people in this state who
have had a gutful of this government. They have had
enough of a government that does not care about the
personal safety of Victorians. I know many in my
electorate — I am particularly thinking of people
around Tarneit, Werribee, Caroline Springs, Taylors
Hill and even into Sunbury and Essendon — who are
very, very concerned that we have a government that
just has no interest in protecting them, a government
that knows what is going on and sees what is going on
but does not want to actually do anything to stop it.
They see the gangs, they see the violence, they see the
carjackings, they see the home invasions and they see
the robberies of stores where gangs just walk in and
take whatever they want and nobody can stop them.
They see all that. The government sees all that, and
what does it do? Very, very little to stop it. It is a case
of, ‘Let’s look the other way, and hopefully nobody
else will notice either’.
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I have got to tell the house and indeed the government
that the people of Victoria have noticed. They have
been noticing now for the past almost four years.
Whilst this law and order crisis has been running
rampant throughout our state, yes, the people of
Victoria, who it effects, have noticed. They have seen
what is going on and they have seen the lack of action
from a government that seems committed to doing
precious little to protect people in the community. We
have seen that in the youth justice area.
This bill is a bit of a dog’s breakfast of a bill, it has to
be said. It covers a whole range of totally unrelated
matters. I suppose it was put together by people who
really did not have much to do. There is a bit chopped
off here and a bit chopped off there, and then they put it
all together. It is a bit like that pie which is made up of
all the leftovers. The name of it will come to me. That
is what this legislation is like — all the leftovers put
together. That is where we got this bill. It covers just
about everything known to man.
I noticed that it amends the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005. Whilst discussing that, it is probably
important at this point in time that we reflect upon what
has happened in youth justice in this state over the past
four years under the ministerial maladministration of
Jenny Mikakos. You would have to say she has been an
unmitigated disaster as a minister — a total absolute
disaster as a minister. We have seen riots. We have
seen escapes. We have seen youth justice facilities
taken over by the inmates. And what did the minister
do? She sent in the pizzas. That is what she did. Here
we have a situation where we need strength in
leadership. We need strength in law enforcement. But
what did we get instead? We got Coke, and we got
pizzas.
Ms Mikakos — You’re giving the same speech.
Mr FINN — Ms Mikakos says it is same speech.
That is because she keeps doing the same things. You
would reckon after four years of failure she might
actually catch on that perhaps she might try something
else. I would do that myself, but she is obviously a bit
slow on the uptake. Here we have a situation where a
minister has handled her portfolio so poorly that even
the inmates know that she is a joke.
I know Ms Mikakos is going to say to me, ‘Talk about
something else’. I have no doubt she will say that,
because I am going to talk about what happened down
at Werribee South a few years ago. You might
remember Werribee South. It was where Ms Mikakos
decided she was going to put a high-security youth
detention centre down near the market gardens, near the
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tourist area of Werribee. It is a very impressive tourist
area, with the zoo, Werribee manor, the golf course, the
equestrian centre and the rose garden. People come
from all over the world to visit Werribee just to see
those things, but Ms Mikakos decided that what
Werribee South needed more than anything else was a
high-security youth prison. The minister may have
thought that, but guess what? The people of Werribee
had other ideas, and not just the people of Werribee but
the people of Point Cook as well. They had other ideas.
Mr Morris — Do we know what the local member
thought?
Mr FINN — I do not know what the local member
thought because we could not actually find him. We
could not find Mr Pallas, and we could not find
Ms Hennessy, who of course is the member for Altona,
which covers Point Cook. We did not know where they
had gone. In fact a lot of people have been asking that
same question for some years.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — More than four years, Mr Morris.
They have been asking for some years, ‘Where are
these jokers? Where have they gone? They’re certainly
not representing us’. That is what the people of
Werribee and Altona make the point of raising
continually. We are going to see a very, very interesting
situation in November this year. I think Mr Pallas at
least is very worried. I know he is very worried, and I
think he has got —
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — No, he does not live there, and nor
does Ms Hennessy, but that is just the Labor way; that
is what we would expect. You would not expect a
Labor MP to live in their own electorate.
Mr O’Donohue — What about Telmo?
Mr FINN — We are not sure where Telmo lived.
Mr Morris — What about Don?
Mr FINN — Donny? He lived down at the beach.
Look, I like the beach, but I have always said if I
wanted to live at the beach, I would represent the
beach — but that is just me. To get back to the point of
Ms Mikakos and the Werribee South debacle, some
7000 or 8000 people gathered in the middle of
Werribee —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President —
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Mr FINN — I can understand why Ms Mikakos
wants to shut this down.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Mr Finn, there is a point of order.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Finn is very prone to delivering the same
speech every sitting week, but I do point out that this is
a bill about emergency services workers. I have been
listening to Mr Finn now for a few minutes. I have not
heard a single thing about the bill —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Thank you, Ms Mikakos.
Mr FINN — On the point of order, Acting
President, clearly the minister has not read the bill,
because this is an omnibus bill which covers a whole —
Ms Mikakos — You just want to waste time.
You’re just filibustering.
Mr FINN — If she had been listening, she would
know that.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Thank you, Ms Mikakos. I do not uphold the point of
order from Ms Mikakos and I do not uphold the point
of order from Mr Finn. Ms Mikakos, it is actually a
quite extensive omnibus bill. It has all sorts of moving
parts in it, which Mr Finn, I am sure, is going to refer to
very shortly.
Mr FINN — I am certainly happy to do that and to
continue to refer to those matters. I just raised that as an
example of the debacle that youth justice has become in
this state under Ms Mikakos —
An honourable member — Chaos.
Mr FINN — Total chaos. It is a debacle. If it was
not so serious, you would say it was a joke, but nobody
is laughing — or perhaps some of the inmates are, the
ones on the roof with the Coke and the pizzas. They
think it is very funny indeed.
Moving on to the emergency workers section of this
bill, again this bill does not go anywhere near where it
should. It is, again, weak. It reflects this government’s
attitude not just to law and order but indeed to
emergency services workers, particularly police
officers. The Labor Party has long had no respect for
our police. The Labor Party has long had no desire to
do the right thing by our police. Here we have this
legislation. Anyone who assaults a police officer should
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go to jail. Would you have to be a Rhodes scholar to
work that out? It is so simple even I can understand it.
Anybody who takes the law into their own hands to the
extent of assaulting a police officer should — must —
get a custodial sentence.

some of the issues around ensuring that vendors pay
commissions owed to real estate agents are remedied in
this bill. Sadly, though, they were disappointed that it
was in a bill about mandatory sentencing, which is what
I will focus my contribution on.

Assaulting a police officer is a much more serious
offence than just assaulting a human being, which is a
serious offence in itself. It is an assault on our system; it
is an assault on the state, because the police are the
people charged by this Parliament with the authority to
protect each and every Victorian. They go about their
job every day, and they do a great job — when police
command will let them — out there on our streets
protecting us. If anybody jumps in and says, ‘We are
going to prevent those police officers from doing their
job and we are going to use violence in order to do
that’, then they should go to jail. It is a pretty simple
proposition, but unfortunately, despite what the
government has said to various unions around the place
in years gone by, this legislation does not specify that.

I have to say that I am embarrassed that we are debating
this bill. I am embarrassed, and I can understand why
the community is saying to both the major parties, ‘A
pox on both your houses. You do not represent us. You
are not delivering for our community’. This bill will not
deliver for the community. We will see this politics of
fear, and the Libs and the Nats will come forward on
this, and instead of someone breaking through with
some common sense, we actually see Labor trying to
close that gap and work in lock step on laws that will
not work but will enable them to keep this fever of fear
in our community. This bill is not about the safety and
welfare of Victorians; it is about winning an election.
That is what it is about, and you both should be
ashamed, because this is not tough on crime. This is
stupid on crime. I could not be more deeply concerned
about this.

We have seen situations where paramedics and
firefighters also have been victims of violence. Quite
frankly I do not understand how anybody could assault
a paramedic or a fiery who is doing their job — again,
protecting the community — although with the drug
surge that we have in this state, some of the dreadful
drugs like ice send people troppo, and there are a few
examples around here I could talk about. It is
something that we as a Parliament and we as a
community must take very, very seriously indeed. We
must fully protect police officers, we must fully protect
paramedics, we must fully protect ambulance officers,
and indeed any emergency services worker going about
their duty must be fully protected. Unfortunately this
government does not seem to understand that, and I do
not know why. I think it goes deep into their
philosophical objection to authority or something
similar, but they do not understand that, and I think that
is a very, very sad thing indeed.
The opposition is not opposing the bill, and I commend
Dr Carling-Jenkins for her amendment, which I think is
a very good one. We will not be opposing this bill. We
wish it was a lot more effective, but as things stand it
covers some ground towards restoring equilibrium in
our law and order system, so on that basis we will not
oppose the legislation.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:46) — I
rise to make a contribution on this largely omnibus bill.
As previous speakers have gone through all of the
various wideranging areas of this bill, I will not,
although I will just give a shout-out to the Real Estate
Institute of Victoria, which was very pleased to see that

If I thought that this bill was going to protect frontline
workers any more, I would be the first to sign up to this
legislation. Our frontline workers do noble and
challenging work, and they deserve to feel safe on the
job, but the problem is that these laws do not and
cannot make them safer. They will not achieve that
outcome, I assure you. It is absolutely clear from the
evidence not just in Australia but around the world that
mandatory sentences do not have a deterrent effect on
crime. In fact evidence suggests that imprisonment
actually increases an individual’s prospect of
reoffending, so we are going to have a criminal who
then goes out and commits more crimes. This will not
reach its intended goal.
If I felt that this was going to protect the fire services
and ambulance workers — my friends who work in
those jobs — if I thought it was going to do that, I
would be here defending this legislation, but I am not,
because I look at the evidence. I look at the evidence
and I look at the results. I look at the results in New
South Wales, I look at the results in Victoria and then I
look at places like the Netherlands, that now imprisons
half the people per head of population that we do in
Victoria. They imprison half the number of people, yet
they have got lower crime rates than us. They imprison
less people, and they have less crime. That is not
because they are soft on crime. Their reoffending rates
are lower because of the results of their comprehensive
rehabilitation programs. They have less repeat
offending, which means that they have less offending
overall and they have a safer society. And that is not
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just limited to Europe. We are seeing the same thing
occurring in places like Texas, where an
ultraconservative government are moving away from
mandatory sentencing because the evidence shows
them it does not work. It does not make their
community safer, but I can tell you it makes lovely
press releases from both sides of this house about fear.
I cannot believe it, but I am actually going to talk to the
Institute of Public Affairs (IPA). I have met with them
about this bill. I suspect it is not often that I quote the
IPA in this house, but the reports that they have
presented to me cut entirely across the grain of this
reform. Their reports comparing the cost of justice
systems around the world found that Australia’s system
is expensive by world standards and has not delivered
significantly better results in terms of recidivism or
even the public perceptions of safety. But I am not
surprised when you have got Mr Finn telling us that we
should live in fear and when we have got federal
members of Parliament saying they are afraid to go to
restaurants in Flemington or Kensington. I am going to
quote the IPA here:
… Australia’s criminal justice system is not performing well.
In Australia right now, there are more victims and more
criminals than there were 10 years ago, despite a massive
increase in incarceration and criminal justice expenditure. The
rate of adult offending has increased by 15 per cent since
2008–9, and the incarceration rate has increased by 40 per
cent in the last 10 years. Australian governments now spend
$4 billion annually on prisons. Fifty-nine per cent of prisoners
have been incarcerated before —

fifty-nine percent of criminals reoffend.
Taken together, these statistics form a prima facie case for
reform …

So what we find is that the more we spend on criminal
justice, the worse the results, and mandatory sentencing
is clearly not the solution. In contrasting Australia with
the USA, again the IPA notes:
Criminal justice reform in the United States has slowed the
rate of growth of incarceration, reduced recidivism, and
saving money.
The reform agenda has had bipartisan input and support, with
reforms being implemented in many cases with
Republican —

conservative —
leadership.

This is one of our conservative neighbouring countries
that has always been thinking that jail is the answer —
‘Lock ’em up!’. That is exactly what I am hearing from
Labor and Liberal here today. But do you know what
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the USA is saying? The principles of successful
criminal justice reform, based on lessons from the
USA, should note, firstly:
Community safety is paramount, and can be increased by
reducing recidivism and unnecessary incarceration …

because we know that incarceration is linked to our
recidivism numbers. Secondly:
The criminal justice system should be subject to fiscal
oversight, and the system can be rationalised towards
community safety by redirecting money from incarceration to
increased community supervision and policing.

There are better ways to keep our frontline heroes safe.
Thirdly:
Reform is consistent with traditional moral principles like
personal responsibility, redemption, and just punishment.

You would think I was reading a Liberal Party
manifesto. No, I am not, but I am quoting the IPA.
Unfortunately neither side of the house is listening to
the evidence. Neither side of the house is paying
attention to what would work — what would keep our
ambulance drivers safe, what would keep our
firefighters safe. They are dog whistling, they are using
the politics of fear and they are hoping that it will get
them re-elected. Frankly I think this is what is driving
the community away from the major parties. You are
not listening to academic advice. We know that even
our Ombudsman advised in 2015 that our prison
population has soared by 20 per cent, yet 44 per cent of
our prisoners are reoffending in the first two years and
60 per cent of them will reoffend.
The solution is not locking offenders up; it is
prevention. It is interesting. When I was starting the
campaign for the supervised injecting centre, I spoke to
the ambulance union. They did a survey, because they
were increasingly worried about needlestick injuries
when going out and helping people with overdoses,
particularly in North Richmond. They were given a
choice. They were asked, ‘If you had the choice, would
you like a vest that would help you prevent a
needlestick injury, or do you want a supervised
injecting centre or another form of treating people with
addiction?’. Hands down, treatment was what they
wanted. Treatment and prevention were what they
wanted. Early intervention programs prevent
reoffending.
The danger of mandatory sentencing is that it fetters
judicial discretion and has led to demonstrable
injustices in other jurisdictions around the world.
Currently in Victoria when an offender is sentenced in
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court the judge must balance punishment, deterrence,
denunciation, rehabilitation and community protection.
I am also very concerned about the effect that
mandatory sentencing has on our judicial staff — on
our judges — who we know have been suffering from
mental health issues at an alarming and increasing rate.
We send out this message that we in this house do not
trust judges — that they cannot be trusted, that they are
weak — so we have to tell them what to do, because
apparently we in this house feel that we know better.
We do not. When a court gets a decision wrong we
have open and good appeal processes. We have a
system that self-corrects.
A reasoned solution is to be smart on crime. Let us use
evidence-based, smart-on-crime approaches to reduce
offending and reoffending. I think Ms Pennicuik picked
this up and certainly the Federation of Community
Legal Centres and the Fitzroy Legal Service in my area
picked up on absolute concerns about the unintended
gendered impact of the government’s proposed
mandatory sentencing reforms. This really should have
given us all great pause for thought, and I am somewhat
surprised that the government has ignored their
submissions and ignored the fact that there are a lot of
people out there who have concerns — concerns that I
share — that this will actually increase family violence
and will reduce the number of people reporting family
violence.
As I mentioned, the Fitzroy Legal Service, the Centre
for Excellence in Child and Family Welfare and other
peak bodies have all written to me, and I know they
have written to everyone here. 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 the risk of harm
and forcing family violence further underground. They
provided two examples: families caring for loved ones
with mental health issues or drug problems who choose
to manage that dangerous emergency alone for fear that
their son, who is drug affected and has a mental illness,
may lash out against an emergency services worker and
may have mandatory detainment in jail; and victims of
family violence choosing not to call police for fear of
retribution from their partner should that call lead to
that partner being locked up.
An injury under this proposed legislation is set at such a
low bar — and I look forward to the committee process
and exploring the definition of injury further — that
these sorts of injuries could occur incidentally in the
course of any arrest, particularly where the family
member is affected by mental illness, alcohol or drugs.
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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.
Comments have been made to me that it might take just
one arrest, injury and imprisonment in a marginalised
community — and I look at some of the commission
housing in my area — before the whole community is
reluctant to call the police. It means that all the work
that we are doing on family violence will be undone. I
commend the government on the work that they are
doing on family violence and I commend the
opposition on supporting much of that work. I do not
understand how you can reconcile your reforms around
protecting women and families from family violence
with your support for mandatory sentencing, given that
mandatory sentencing regimes may strip away
protections for family violence victims and potentially
silence many women who may fear the consequences
of calling the police.
I want to do everything to protect our emergency
service workers, but this bill does not achieve that.
Worse, it has many deleterious effects. I have got to say
that I have had a number of calls from firefighters,
ambulance workers, paramedics and police since the
opening of the supervised injecting centre, and they
have all said that that made their job better and made it
safer. There is an excellent example where frontline
staff have been protected by treatment and prevention
and not by locking someone up and turning them into a
recidivist offender. I think this bill will do more harm
than good and I simply cannot support it, but I will be
asking questions in the committee stage.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (18:02) — I
am pleased to rise and make a contribution to the
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill
2018. This bill is an omnibus bill that covers a lot of
territory, and I am only going to talk about a number of
particular parts of it. I begin with the amendments to the
Estate Agents Act 1980 in relation to the rebates
statements that have left real estate agents exposed to
claims for the recovery of commissions paid on the
basis of technical non-compliance. This is something
the government has been slow to respond to but is
something that has been understood for some while by
the sector, by the industry that has brought it to the
government’s attention. I am pleased to see the
government is finally taking a step on that. I think that
the real estate sector will be pleased with that, if not
with other recent legislation proposed by the
government.
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I also want to deal with some of the mandatory
sentencing aspects of this bill. I indicate that the
opposition will not oppose this bill. We think that many
of our measures would be tougher than this bill, and
indeed there are a number of key sections that we
would strengthen if in government, but to the extent
that this bill is an improvement, we are not going to
oppose those aspects of the bill. But what is clear, and
Mr Finn did lay out some of this quite clearly, is that
we do have a significant crime problem in this state.
We do have serious issues that have developed.
The government allowed the weakening of bail laws
and parole arrangements early in its period of
government and also allowed the decisions of the Court
of Appeal to stand unchallenged where they struck
down a number of baseline sentencing arrangements
that had clearly communicated the community’s view.
The community is sick and tired of the weakness and
sick and tired of the decisions of the judiciary in many
areas to repeatedly allow offenders to roam free. We
have seen it in this chamber when the minister has been
at the table and questioned about youth justice issues,
when she has lost control of her portfolio on many
occasions and when there have been significant riots
and other issues, and yet the response has not been
serious enough by this government or by the judiciary. I
make the point that the weakness of this government
has seen crime increase over its period in government.
Violent crime is up by 17 per cent. We have seen crime
increase in areas in my own electorate of Southern
Metropolitan Region.
I particularly want to draw the chamber’s attention to
the aspects of this bill that clarify jurisdiction for
recklessly causing serious injury against emergency
workers and others. We brought legislation to this
chamber in 2014 to strengthen the provisions with
respect to emergency services workers and indeed
health workers as well. As the statement of
compatibility says:
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 …
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.

And it goes on. Whilst the amendment is technical in
nature, it is important, and it is important that a signal is
sent. We would introduce a series of tougher sentencing
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arrangements, and we make no bones about that fact.
We make no bones about the fact that, where offenders
have assisted or given an undertaking to assist law
enforcement authorities in the investigation or
prosecution, we would change the law, whereas Labor
would not.
Where the offender proves, on the balance of
probability, that at the time of the commission of the
offence he or she had impaired mental functioning that
is causally linked to the commission of the offence and
substantially reduces the offender’s culpability — that
is the current arrangement — we would make it clear
that that can only be where there is temporary
impairment. The government is not prepared to take
those sorts of steps.
In the case of an offence against section 18 of the
Crimes Act 1958 committed by a young offender
against an emergency worker on duty, a custodial
officer on duty or a youth justice custodial worker on
duty, a court may make a finding that a special reason
exists. We will repeal that provision; Labor would leave
that unchanged. So there are very clear steps that we are
prepared to take, and I am not detailing all of them. I
am only detailing a number of those that we would be
prepared to take to strengthen these provisions.
Look, the fact of the matter is that Labor are very weak
on crime, and it has gotten worse. This bill is a small
step in the right direction, but it is not nearly far
enough. The Greens position is appalling on this bill. It
is ill thought through. I heard the contribution from a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region, Fiona
Patten, just a moment ago. She laid out that there is no
evidence that things are worse and that there is no
evidence that this is a way forward. Well, as the Labor
Party has weakened the law, the crime rate has grown.
As gangs in this community have understood that they
can act with impunity, things have gotten worse. Their
outrage and their actions have become more frequent
and more heinous, and we have seen time and time
again across the city, including in my own electorate,
significant impacts on families and on businesses. All
of them have a legitimate claim to be very angry with
this government, and I think they have a very good
claim to be angry with the member for Northern
Metropolitan Region and her contribution just a
moment ago.
They have a legitimate gripe against the Greens too.
We heard Ms Pennicuik speak before; I have read what
Ms Thorpe said in the lower house and I have read time
and time again the weak position that the Greens have
adopted which would allow these criminals to roam
free, with some bleeding-heart approach that actually
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does not understand that certain penalties need to be
applied and certain clear positions need to be put in
place. I am particularly disturbed at some of the points I
read in the contribution of Ms Thorpe, the member for
Northcote in the lower house, that mandatory
sentencing will not act as a deterrent. Well, that is
rubbish.
This bill proposes mandatory sentencing for injury
offences committed against emergency workers,
custodial officers and youth justice custodial workers
who are on duty, as well as offences of aggravated
carjacking and aggravated home invasion. Let me just
say that what the state government has been doing on
these matters has not been working. We have seen so
many injuries of emergency services workers, we have
seen home invasions and carjackings increase and we
have seen the severity and the nastiness of many of
those crimes go right off the Richter scale over the
period of this government as the government has
weakened the law and weakened it time and time again
and has been unprepared in terms of taking steps in this
chamber and in this Parliament to actually send further
signals to the judiciary about what the community’s
view is. The community do not want to be the butt of
these attacks, do not want their homes invaded, do not
want their cars jacked and do not want to see
emergency workers hurt, threatened or violently
bashed. The importance of getting a clear position on
this cannot be underestimated. The Greens say:
We do not support the creation of specific offences and
punishments.

And:
The Greens have a longstanding position against mandatory
sentencing and statutory minimum sentencing for any
offence … The Greens believe it is critical to maintain the
discretion of the courts to apply a sentence relating to the
specific circumstances …

The problem is the courts have not been doing what
they need to do. The courts have been letting these
offenders out again and again and allowing them to
commit further crimes whilst on bail, whilst out and
whilst roaming free, when they should, frankly, be in
jail. The outcome should be that there is less crime
being committed because some of these dangerous
people are actually in jail. I can tell the member for
Northern Metropolitan Region one thing: they do not
commit offences against people in their home when
they are in jail. They do not. They might try and climb
on the roof of one of your justice centres, as we have
seen, and you might try and bribe them, Minister, to
come down off the roof with pizzas and Coca-Cola, but
I can tell you while they are in jail they do not invade
homes. They do not do carjackings, and the families
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who have been the butt of those attacks do not in fact
face that.
Let me be quite clear here. The coalition is determined
that there will be tougher penalties. We are not
opposing this bill, because it takes a number of steps
that are closer to where we need to be. I want to
particularly pick up also the contributions of
Mr Hibbins in the Assembly to a number of bills
recently — firstly, the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Unlawful Association and Criminal Appeals) Bill
2018. He said of the member for Essendon:
His contributions in this place of attacking the Greens are not
the solution to the problem of the Labor Party losing votes to
the Greens …

Goodness, that is what is motivating him on this. He
also said:
The Greens strongly oppose this bill. We need to shift our
focus away from this punitive system that just criminalises
more and more young people …

If young people are undertaking criminal activities, they
should be treated in a clear way. I think you need to be
quite clear. Mr Hibbins has also said on a number of
occasions that the Greens are always opposed to
mandatory sentencing. Goodness, what on earth do
some of these people need to do to get the sentence that
is required under the Greens regime? He has said we
cannot simply use incarceration as a way out of the
problem of crime. Let me just say one thing that is clear
here: these violent people who commit nasty and
violent crimes against families and against people who
do not deserve these violent crimes — emergency
services workers in some cases — do not commit these
crimes when they are incarcerated.
Mr Hibbins has also said that we need to strengthen our
non-custodial sentencing options. Well, a lot of our
non-custodial sentencing options have been used and
used and used again, as these people are given
opportunity after opportunity and chance after chance
after chance. Mr Hibbins, weak on crime, does not
understand that in his area — in Prahran, in South
Yarra and in Windsor — there have been a series of
very significant crimes committed. The crime rate is up
in South Yarra, the crime rate is up significantly, and
the terrible robberies that have occurred in a number of
the jewellery shops there, including Imp Jewellery,
frighten people. People are concerned. And then people
say, ‘Oh, it’s all just a perception’. No, actually it is not
just a perception. It is actually that people have been
attacked and that the robberies have occurred. People
know they are occurring. They know that this is a
problem, and they know that this is a threat to them and
their family and their business.
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That is the fact of the matter. It is a problem, and I say
to those who constantly wring their hands and say,
‘There is no issue here. It’s all fine. There’ll be nothing
to see here’, that we have seen time and time again as
the gang violence has exploded across this state that the
minister and the Premier have been too weak to
respond to this, too tardy and too slow to actually deal
with what is actually a crisis that this state continues to
face.
We actually need clear and strong penalties. We do not
need the weakness from the Greens and the excuses and
the constant preparedness to let people get away with
these sorts of attacks, to let people go and to say, ‘Away
you go. You can go out and do it again. You can do this
to another family, you can hurt another emergency
services worker, you can hurt someone in the process of
a carjacking and you can put people at risk on a wide
level’. I have seen too much of this across our city. I
have seen too much of it, and I have seen it worsen over
the last four years. I have seen home invasions that I
never thought I would see at close range in my own
electorate. I think Mr Hibbins in particular has forfeited
his right to represent the electorate of Prahran because
he has been so weak and so tardy, so unprepared to
fight for his community, so unprepared to fight for
police resources, so unprepared to stand up on behalf of
his local community and so unprepared to stand up for
the victims. It is time Mr Hibbins, Labor, the Greens
and Fiona Patten’s Reason Party actually listened to the
victims rather than the perpetrators.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (18:17) — I am
pleased to be able to make a contribution to the Justice
Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018. As
other speakers have said, this amendment bill is well
named, given that there are a lot of miscellaneous bits
and pieces to it. It is an omnibus bill — it has about
15 different parts to it and a number of main provisions.
The bill amends the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, requiring statutory minimum sentences to be
applied for minors aged 16 years or more who have
been convicted of indictable offences as if they were
adults. It also makes various amendments to the
Coroners Act 2008 relating to what is a reportable death
and consequential amendments to the Births, Deaths
and Marriages Registration Act 1996. I want to refer
back to that particular amendment and the contribution
made by the shadow Attorney-General, John Pesutto, in
the other place in respect of a couple of families that
were a driving force for those changes to the Coroners
Act.
The bill also amends the Crimes Act 1958, requiring
the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service to be notified
when an Aboriginal person is taken into custody and in
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relation to forensic procedure orders. It amends the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 in relation to witnesses,
recorded evidence, indictable offences that may be
heard and determined summarily and the Director of
Public Prosecution’s right of appeal. It amends the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 in relation to
referred domestic building work disputes and
publication of directions. We have not heard much of
that in contributions this afternoon, but we may well
seek some clarity around that in the committee stage.
The bill amends the Estate Agents Act 1980 in relation
to rebate statements that have left estate agents exposed
to claims for recovery of commissions paid on the basis
of technical non-compliance. I just want to briefly talk
about that. It amends the Evidence Act 2008 to require
that improper questions be disallowed, which is
something that we may well want to enforce in this
house, Acting President, given — actually I will not go
there; we will just quickly move on.
The bill amends the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 in relation to the relationship of orders with
certain conditions under that act with certain orders
under the Sentencing Act 1991. It also amends the
Honorary Justices Act 2014 to allow the titles
JP (Retired) and BJ (Retired). I will make quick
mention of that. It was in fact Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips
who talked about the importance of valuing and
acknowledging the work of our justices of the peace
(JPs) and bail justices (BJs), given that they are
honorary positions, and those that I know — and I
know a number of JPs, more so than bail justices — put
themselves out and make themselves available day and
night with respect to signing the appropriate
documentation or statutory declarations that are
required by our community. One person I do want to
acknowledge is Graham Christie, who is a Vietnam
War veteran but also a justice of the peace. Graham has
over many years served in that role with a generosity of
spirit. He has made himself available at any minute of
the day or night with respect to serving or providing
witness to documentation that is required under the
orders of a justice of the peace. So people like Graham
do need to be acknowledged, and I think with respect to
this amendment it is well justified.
The bill amends the Personal Safety Intervention
Orders Act 2010 in relation to the relationship of orders
within certain conditions under that act with certain
orders under the Sentencing Act 1991, and it amends
the Retirement Villages Act 1986 to provide for making
regulations prescribing different infringement penalties
for different classes of persons. It also amends the
Rooming House Operators Act 2016 in relation to
licence disqualification criteria and other rooming
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house operator provisions, and it amends the
Sentencing Act 1991 and makes consequential
amendments to the Crimes Act 1958.
So there is quite a clean-up of miscellaneous
amendments in this bill, but there are a couple of issues
I want to raise, and Mr Davis has raised them as well.
There is a concern that I have had over a period of time
about the lack of respect for our frontline emergency
services workers. Mr Leane may well remember that
during the previous Parliament we sat on a committee
looking at the impacts of the use of methamphetamines,
and we heard many stories during the inquiry from
witnesses that came before many of the regional
hearings that we had. Those that were affected by this
drug in particular were exposing those emergency
responders to both mental and physical harm. I
understand many of those addicted to the drug are
responsible for their actions but because of the drug do
not understand the severity of their actions when they
are assaulting and causing harm, particularly to
emergency services workers who are first on scene in
responding to an incident.
To my mind, regardless of whether you are under the
influence of a drug or are knowingly causing harm to
emergency services workers, there should be both
responsibility and consequence for that action. I note in
the contribution of Mr Pesutto in the Assembly that the
proposed amendment here does not go far enough with
respect to minimum sentencing and custodial
sentencing. It is important that we as a community
insist on upholding the respect that emergency services
workers and police in particular should receive from the
community in relation to their duties. If in fact there are
sections of the community that want to harm our
emergency services workers, regardless of their
physical or mental attitude at the time they should face
significant consequences for not upholding that respect
for law and order that unfortunately we are losing right
across the nation, not just in this state.
This bill does go part of the way to holding to account
those who want to cause harm to emergency services
workers. As I said, the proposed changes fall short of
what we announced in 2014. It is a small improvement,
but it would appear that the bill could still allow
offenders to avoid a jail sentence. I would be interested
to know in the committee stage exactly how the
government is going to provide the deterrent needed to
stop our emergency services frontline workers from
being attacked and the perpetrators knowingly escaping
a jail sentence. It should be very clear that if you attack
an emergency services worker, you will do jail time —
no ifs or buts — and this amendment would appear not
to provide that certainty.
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Also I would like to bring to the notice of the chamber
and, if I may, paraphrase some of Mr Pesutto’s
contribution with respect to the changes to the Coroners
Act 2008. I want to make note of the families that have
been the drivers of the proposed changes to the
Coroners Act which have finally made their way to this
house through this miscellaneous bill. There are a
number of people who are responsible for significant
changes to the Coroners Act, certainly Elizabeth Ryan
and Phil O’Donnell, who are the mother and stepfather
of Melissa Ryan, who tragically died while driving her
Volkswagen on a freeway some years ago, and also
Natalie Handsjuk and her grandfather, Lorne Campbell,
who have been fierce advocates for reform to the
Coroners Act.
Both sets of families have led the charge for this reform,
most of which is embodied in this bill that we are
debating today — not all but in the main. Like
Mr Pesutto did, I do want to place on record recognition
of the role that these two families have played in the
reform process and acknowledge their contributions to
that. They have fought a very tough fight, as Mr Pesutto
said, in the circumstances, when their reform efforts were
met — if I may use his words — in the initial stages with
a lot of scepticism about the need for change and with a
misunderstanding of what many families go through
when the coronial process is afoot. So I would like to
acknowledge Natalie and Lorne, and Liz and Phil for
their efforts in creating this significant change.
I would also like to note under the government’s
changes in this bill the special reasons clause, which
seems to contain a very open-ended provision where an
offender has assisted or given an undertaking to assist
after sentencing law enforcement authorities in the
investigation or prosecution of an offence. I understand
this is seen as a special reason, and it would seem
relatively easy on the face of it to access that clause,
which is very different from the bill that the shadow
Attorney-General moved on behalf of our colleagues,
which would have required the Director of Public
Prosecutions or the Chief Commissioner of Victoria
Police to certify that that assistance has been substantial
and has made or will make a significant contribution to
the investigation or prosecution of one or more serious
offences. So it is certainly the view of the shadow
Attorney-General that that threshold was easy to satisfy.
In relation to the Estate Agents Act, which is contained
in part 7 of the bill, these amendments arose out of very
unfortunate circumstances.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
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Mr RAMSAY — I was just talking about the
amendments to the Estate Agents Act, in particular to
section 49A, which has resulted in agents facing claims,
including many retrospective claims, from clients of
theirs who are arguing correctly under the current law
that because their commission documentation does not
contain the prescribed rebate statement those agents are
not entitled to commission. Certainly this is no minor
matter — it runs into tens of millions of dollars. In fact
one agent who Mr Pesutto referred to confided in him
that they have around about $45 million at risk because
of this quirk of the law. This obviously was not
intended.
I note that the Greens have amendments and
Dr Carling-Jenkins has amendments, and we are going
to committee stage, so without going into too much
more detail about this bill, our position is that we do not
oppose the bill but we are disappointed to see that it
falls well short of what we proposed in 2014. We
believe there are still matters outstanding in relation to
dealing with law and order across the state of Victoria.
We do not believe it will give a huge amount of
confidence to our frontline emergency services workers
that they will be protected through those who perpetrate
harm against them being sentenced and doing jail time.
There still seem to be potential outs for those
perpetrators, and obviously we would have liked to
have seen this bill and this series of amendments be a
lot tougher to address what we see as a total breakdown
in law and order across the state.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (18:32) — I rise
to make my contribution on the Justice Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018. Following my
colleagues, I note that the most important takeaway
point from this bill is that it does not go far enough in
protecting our emergency services workers and it does
not go far enough in protecting our community from
the law and order crisis that we are currently
experiencing here in Victoria. I note that there was a
home invasion today in western Victoria, in Ararat of
all places, in the Assembly seat of Ripon, which is very
ably represented by Ms Staley. It would have been
unthought of a mere four years ago for a home invasion
to occur in Ararat. However, with the state of play in
Victoria today, this is the type of occurrence that is an
all too regular happening.
We do know that our emergency workers should be
protected, and under a Matthew Guy government they
would be protected. Unfortunately what we are seeing
from Labor is a half-hearted effort to protect our
emergency services workers, who should be afforded
the full protection of the law. We know that our police
officers, our ambulance officers and our firefighters go
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out and protect our community and they in turn deserve
the protection of the law and the protection that this
place can afford them.
I was fortunate just last week in my electorate office to
have three former police officers come and discuss
some of the issues surrounding police officers and the
concerns that they have about the lack of support that
this government is providing to them. These three
police officers —
Mr Bourman interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed. Of these three police
officers, one of them had been shot, one of them had
been stabbed and the other one had had many
sufferings as a result of the very difficult nature of the
job that they undertake. Those three former police
officers were very pleased with the announcement that
had been made just that morning by the Leader of the
Opposition, Matthew Guy, about the post-traumatic
stress disorder support that the Liberal-National parties
will provide if we are fortunate enough to be elected in
November this year.
I am disappointed that Ms Patten is not here because I
did want to talk about some of the issues that she raised.
She referenced what I believe was a Scandinavian
country in which there are fewer people in jail and there
is a lower crime rate than we are experiencing here in
Victoria, and crime rates are also falling there. I would
point out to Ms Patten that the difference between
Victoria and the place that she was talking about is that
there are fewer people committing crimes there. I think
Ms Patten was trying to associate the fact that there are
fewer people in prison with the lower crime rate there,
but as we well know, there is not a direct causal link
between the number of people in jail and the amount of
crime being committed in a community.
When there are masses of crimes being committed in
the community — when there are home invasions,
carjackings and police car rammings occurring on an all
too regular basis — then we as legislators need to
respond to what is happening. A government should
respond to a crime tsunami it is experiencing.
Unfortunately that is not what we are seeing from this
government. This bill certainly does go in the right
direction but it does not go far enough in protecting our
emergency services workers.
I do note that this bill does amend a large number of
acts, including the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005. The main provision in this bill with regard to that
act is to require statutory minimum sentences to be
applied to minors aged 16 or over who are convicted of
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indictable offences as if they were adults. It is certainly
high time in Victoria that we adopted a mandatory
sentence model, because we know what is happening in
the community, and that is that the community is losing
faith with our justice system. We know that on an all
too regular basis there are sentences that are just
completely out of line with community expectation, and
that is a massive flaw. The result of that is — and it
happens on an all too regular basis — that we hear
about people wanting to take the law into their own
hands because they feel unsupported by the justice
system. They feel that sentences given to repeat violent
offenders are not commensurate with the offences they
are committing. It is a significant problem when the
average person on the street is losing faith in our justice
system and saying that our justice system is not
providing a disincentive to those who are committing
crimes.
This is something that we see all too regularly — the
revolving door nature of criminals being granted bail,
time and time again, against the will and against the
advice of Victoria Police. That is why we know how
critical it is to ensure that we change that. If we are
elected in November, we will be very committed to
ensuring that if police oppose bail for an offender, then
that offender is going to be remanded, because Victoria
Police are in the best position to be able to assess
whether or not a person accused of a crime is a threat to
the community going forward. If we are not taking the
advice of Victoria Police, then one must ask whose
advice we are going to be taking. Whose advice are we
going to be taking if it is not Victoria Police’s advice,
because they are at the coalface. They are that thin blue
line which ensures we are kept safe in our community.
Earlier today I saw once again that shocking footage of
the police officer being kicked and stomped on in the
shopping centre. It was a shocking crime. An attack on
a police officer is really an attack on the fabric of our
society. That crime did not result in a sentence that
would deter people from committing such offences
again, which is why we must ensure that if you are
going to attack an emergency services worker, you are
going to go to jail. Attacks on ambulance officers, on
firefighters or on police officers are abhorrent. They are
an attack on the fabric of our society, and as a result
people who commit such offences deserve a very
significant jail sentence.
Another example of this is the matter of police car
rammings. Police car rammings have been an absolute
epidemic in western Victoria in the last two years. I
certainly congratulate Mr O’Donohue on introducing
his bill that ensures that anybody who rams a police car
will be given a mandatory sentence. This is something
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that sends a very strong message to the community that
if you are going to ram a police car, you are going to go
to jail. When this bill was released, I was having a
discussion with a journalist about this particular matter
and I was asked the question, ‘Do you think this is
going to deter people from ramming police cars?’. I
said, ‘Well, I certainly hope it does, but if people are
not going to be deterred from doing it, at least they’re
going to have two years in jail during which they’re not
going to be ramming another police car, at which point
the community is going to be safe from this offender
committing another offence’.
It is critical that we take on board not just the rights of
the offender but the rights of victims and the rights of
the community as a whole to be protected from further
crimes committed by people who have already
committed violent crimes. Unfortunately what this
government has lost sight of is that it is not just the
criminal in our justice system who has rights; it is also
the victims of those crimes whose rights should be
placed in order of magnitude above those of criminals.
It is society as a whole whose right to be safe should be
placed higher than the rights of a criminal. The
criminal, by committing that offence, has lost the right
to liberty that they may have once had, having attacked
a police officer. That is something that this government
has certainly lost sight of. They place the rights of
criminals above those of victims.
I have significant concerns if this government were to
be returned post-November, and we know the only way
that this government could be returned would be in
coalition with the Greens. It is very concerning what
that would mean for our justice system in Victoria. We
already know there is chaos. There is chaos in our
prison system; there is chaos in our youth justice
system. Our police are in demand. The Police
Association Victoria came out last week talking about
the massive cuts to frontline police that have been
experienced under this government, and I know this all
too well. There have been significant cuts to frontline
police in Ballarat. I know Brian McKiterick, our
excellent candidate for Bellarine, a police officer of
many years standing, is fully aware of the pressures that
are placed upon police officers on a daily basis and that
this government is not appropriately resourcing the
frontline police to do the important work they need to
be able to do. When we have increases in crime and
when we have increases in population, they need to be
supported with increases in police numbers, not a
reduction, as we have seen under this government, or a
cutting of police numbers. Our community deserves an
increase in police numbers to keep our community safe.
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Unfortunately in Ballarat earlier this year we had a cut
of 18 frontline police from the numbers that were
present in November 2014. Since November 2014
Ballarat has grown somewhere in the order of
magnitude of about 8000 people, and yet we have
18 fewer frontline police protecting our community. All
the time we have seen massive increases in crime,
particularly in places like the bus interchange at the
Bridge Mall. I am very pleased to say that we will be
providing protective services officers (PSOs) for patrols
of the Bridge Mall seven days a week to keep
commuters safe from the antisocial behaviour that has
been experienced there. I quote John Marios, the
manager of the Bridge Mall Traders Association, who
described what was happening there as ‘a cesspool of
crime and antisocial behaviour’. I do not think anybody
could describe it more aptly, which is why we must
commit to protecting the community there; that is why
we need to have PSOs protecting the community there.
What does the government have to say about that?
They say, ‘We’ll leave that to others to decide’. Well, it
is time for this government to get hands-on and deal
with the crime tsunami that we are experiencing in
Victoria. We should be appropriately resourcing
Victoria Police. We should be ensuring that there is a
further expansion of PSOs, as we have committed to, to
keep our community safe. Unfortunately we know that
the Minister for Police disparagingly refers to our PSOs
as plastic police. That is a shameful indictment of the
person who is supposed to be leading our police force
and our PSOs. She is someone who chooses to
disparage them rather than support them and provide
them with the important resources they need to keep
our community safe.
In concluding, the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous
Amendment Bill 2018 is a tippy toe in the right
direction. Unfortunately we know that there is only one
way that we are going to take the massive leap that we
need to be able to take to keep our community safe, and
that is by electing Matthew Guy and a Liberal
government on 24 November this year.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (18:46) — It
gives me pleasure to speak on the Justice Legislation
Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, which is made
up of many things, most of which I will not comment
on as it has been done ad nauseam to date. What I am
going to do is comment on the sentencing provisions to
do with the assaulting of emergency services workers.
I was a police officer at one time. I was assaulted
numerous times, but only charged someone with it
once. Assaults on police officers can go from just being
a fairly simple thing — which seems to be the worry,
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that someone is just going to get a six-month jail
sentence for a tiny little resist or something like that —
to some fairly heinous and serious assaults. Over my
time I have seen some officers beaten to a bloody pulp.
Notwithstanding the physical injuries, there is
obviously the mental strain that goes with that and the
fact that at some point in time they go back on the beat.
It is actually surprising to see a government that one
would normally think would be soft on crime doing
something like this. It is pleasing, which the Greens
will no doubt disagree with. I think it is pleasing that
these steps are being taken. It is a reflection that the
judiciary still are not handing out sentences that the
community are happy with. It is a reflection that people
have an expectation that is not being met, and I actually
think it is sad that we need to do this. I think that the
judiciary should be taking it upon themselves to have a
review of the sentencing and make it simpler. Should
we need to be doing this? No. Do we need to do it?
Yes. The ambos are getting pounded, which is
something that is relatively new. Back when I was a
police officer it happened occasionally — I remember
one occasion fairly vividly, which was an
out-of-control drunk — but it was not an ongoing thing.
I could sit here and try and spend the next 43 minutes
trying to analyse why, but I am not going to. I am going
to just commend this bill to the house. I look forward to
the next step that the government — whichever
government next year — takes towards strengthening
sentencing.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(18:49) — As previous speakers have outlined, this is
an omnibus bill that makes a number of important
changes to various justice-related pieces of legislation,
and I will not go through them because they have been
canvassed to a significant extent, but I can touch on the
coronial appeal reforms. The reforms to appeals and
reviews in the coronial jurisdiction represent one of the
outcomes of the Coronial Council of Victoria review
commissioned by the Attorney-General. Families
involved in the coronial system, such as the families of
Phoebe Handsjuk and Melissa Ryan, have been tireless
advocates for these changes.
We have heard from the opposition that, in their view,
while these reforms are a step in the right direction they
do not go far enough. We believe the amendments in
the bill implement all of the legislative
recommendations made by the Coronial Council of
Victoria in its report on appeals from the coronial
jurisdiction. The government is proud to have acted
quickly to respond to the review. We want to ensure
that we do all we can to support families in the coronial
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jurisdiction. That is why, under the government’s
amendments passed in the Assembly, these
amendments will be subject to a statutory review in
three years to make sure that they have achieved their
intention.
The opposition also raised the non-legislative
recommendations of the coronial council, in particular
the recommendations relating to establishing a client
advocacy office, a legal advice service and a restorative
justice program. The government is giving serious
consideration to these recommendations, noting that
they will have systemic and funding implications on
which consultation will be required. In respect to
emergency worker sentencing reforms, we understand
that the opposition has indicated, in its view, that the
reforms to sentencing for attacks on emergency services
workers should have gone further, particularly in
tightening the special reasons exemption to statutory
minimum sentences.
The opposition has also raised a number of specific
issues with the scope of the special reasons as modified
by the bill and with the drafting used to achieve the
objective of narrowing these provisions. The
government considers the language used in the bill will
give simple and clear guidance to courts in determining
whether special reasons apply. We believe it is false to
assert, as the opposition has, that it would be very easy
to avoid the application of a statutory minimum
sentence. This bill significantly tightens special reasons
and will ensure that statutory minimum sentences will
overwhelmingly apply in most cases, and it is
appropriate to retain a very limited exception for
remarkable extenuating circumstances.
In relation to the Greens and Fiona Patten’s Reason
Party, they have indicated that they oppose the reforms
to sentencing for offences of injuring emergency
services workers. The Greens argue that the courts
should have complete sentencing discretion in all cases
to choose an appropriate outcome and that these
reforms interfere with their independence, but these
reforms do maintain appropriate judicial discretion. It is
true that the courts will be required to impose a
minimum sentence or a custodial sentence in more
cases; this is the intent of the reforms. Where an
offender can demonstrate that they have special
reasons, a court will not have to impose a statutory
minimum sentence or a custodial order for a category 2
offence.
The Greens and the Reason Party have described these
reforms as mandatory sentencing, which they are not.
Statutory minimum sentences are not required to be
applied where special reasons exist. The courts retain
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discretion to set appropriate sentences above the
statutory minimum. The Greens party further argues
that the statutory minimum sentences will not act as a
deterrent, particularly in relation to a person with a
mental impairment, and will not reduce attacks. The
Reason Party has argued that these reforms will not be
an effective deterrent against attacks on emergency
workers. I think this misses the point. Violence against
paramedics must never be tolerated, and those who
commit these awful crimes must face the toughest
penalties. It is not acceptable that those who protect and
care for us when we are at our most vulnerable are
assaulted and abused just for doing their job.
The Greens party have said that these reforms will have
an impact on vulnerable persons such as young people,
Aboriginal people and those with mental health issues.
This is not the position of the government. The
government, through the emergency worker harm
reference group, will monitor the implementation of the
reforms to ensure there are no unintended
consequences. The Greens party have said that these
reforms create a hierarchy of victims, whereby attacks
on some people are treated differently to others.
In the view of the government what the laws do is
recognise the nature of emergency services work.
Emergency and custodial workers keep us safe,
perform critical response duties on behalf of the
Victorian community and also perform a unique role in
the supervision and management of offenders who pose
a risk to the community in high-pressure, closed
environments. It is appropriate to recognise the unique
risk of occupational violence that confronts these
workers.
The Greens and the Reason Party have stated that these
reforms will deter people, particularly victims of family
violence, from calling police and other emergency
workers. The government simply disputes this. The
reforms in this bill that aim to better protect our
emergency workers are not expected to deter family
violence victims from contacting the police. Statutory
minimum sentences already apply where a person
injures a police officer or another emergency worker.
The government remains strongly committed to
addressing family violence, which is one of the most
significant issues in our community, and our biggest
law and order challenge.
Finally, the Greens party argue that the changes will
prevent Aboriginal people from accessing the Koori
Court. It is not expected that these changes will impact
on or deter people from utilising the Koori Court.
Offenders who meet the eligibility criteria will still be
able to engage with the court. The Reason Party has
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also argued that the judicial system has the capacity to
self-correct by way of appeals against sentence, but the
bill recognises this by strengthening the rights of the
Director of Public Prosecutions to appeal where special
reasons are found.
With respect to estate agent commissions, the
opposition has queried what the government has done
to address situations where any party faces a detriment
by way of legal costs which will be lost because they
were vindicating their rights. Legal costs are ultimately
a matter for the courts to determine. Parties who enter
into legal proceedings generally do so in awareness of
the costs involved and that costs may be awarded
against them. The amendments apply to all sales
authorities entered into before the day the bill receives
royal assent. Any legal proceedings commenced before
9 June 2018, the date on which the amendments were
announced, will also be affected by the remedial
provisions. Subject to the passage of these amendments
estate agents may have the right to recover costs from
vendors who have taken action against them. Vendor
rights of action will be extinguished.
With respect to custody notifications for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people taken into custody, the bill
amends the Crimes Act 1958 to require an investigating
officer to inform the Victorian Aboriginal Legal
Service when an Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander
person is taken into custody. Notification assists in
decreasing preventable injuries and deaths in police cell
custody, increasing legal and health protections for a
person in police cell custody, and promoting family and
community safety. The opposition has raised queries
regarding how a person taken into custody will be
identified as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander and
who will make this assessment. The notification
required largely reflects current notification processes
in the Victoria Police manual. The bill provides that in
forming an opinion that a person is Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander the investigating officer must take
into account any statements made by the person in
custody. It also provides that the investigating officer
must ask the person whether they are Aboriginal or
Torres Strait Islander as soon as practicable after they
are taken into custody and in any event before any
questioning starts.
In relation to the amendments that are before the house
this evening, the government will not oppose the
amendments to be moved by Dr Carling-Jenkins, and
with respect to the other amendment that is to be moved
by Ms Pennicuik, the government will not be
supporting that amendment. I look forward to the
committee stage, and I thank all members for their
contributions to this debate.
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House divided on motion:
Ayes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
Melhem, Mr

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

Noes, 6
Dunn, Ms
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms

Ratnam, Dr
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms (Teller)

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, line 2, omit “custody and” and insert
“custody,”.

2.

Clause 1, page 2, line 3, omit “orders;” and insert
“orders and dangerous driving;”.

Ms PATTEN — Minister, clause 1 sets out the
purposes of this bill of course, which include various
amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991. The minister
acknowledged in her second-reading speech that it
establishes new categories in which a court must
impose a mandatory custodial sentence. The Sentencing
Advisory Council publication Sentencing Matters:
Mandatory Sentencing on page 18 states:
Studies on the implementation of mandatory sentencing in the
Northern Territory and in Western Australia indicate that it
disproportionately affected young people, Indigenous people
and women …

So I am wondering: did the minister take the
recommendations of this report into account before
introducing a new mandatory sentencing regime in
Victoria?
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Ms TIERNEY — Essentially the crux of the issue
that Ms Patten raises — and it is a question really for
the Attorney-General, or for the government
generally — is: won’t these changes disproportionately
impact on Aboriginal people?
Ms Patten — Young people, Indigenous people and
women.
Ms TIERNEY — Let us deal with Aboriginal
people in the first instance. This government has an
overarching policy commitment to Aboriginal
self-determination by furthering it in the justice system.
The government gives consideration to Aboriginal
over-representation in the criminal justice system in the
development of legislation and where appropriate takes
steps to address this issue. Importantly this bill also
contains an amendment to the Crimes Act 1958 to
require Victoria Police to notify the Victorian
Aboriginal Legal Service 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. Similarly, recent amendments to the Bail
Act 1977 which limit an accused person’s ability to
seek bail from a bail justice contain an exemption for
Aboriginal persons to ensure that they have every
opportunity to be released on bail where appropriate.
The emergency worker harm reference group, as I said
in my summary comments, will monitor the
implementation of the legislative reforms over the next
12 months to ensure that there are no unintended
consequences.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. I appreciate
your response, in particular around our Aboriginal
community. But my question really went to mandatory
sentencing and the fact that the Sentencing Advisory
Council publication Sentencing Matters found that
mandatory sentencing disproportionately affects young
people, Indigenous people and women. I note also that
from your own ministers statement on Aboriginal
prisoner rehabilitation you obviously had a great
concern about the over-representation of Aboriginal
people in Victoria’s prisons. Again, we know that
Aboriginal people will be disproportionately
represented, and that is what the advisory council
found, so did the government consider that report and
consider the recommendations before introducing the
sentencing regime?
Ms TIERNEY — In relation to the impact on
young people, the changes relating to statutory
minimum sentences for category 1 offences and
category 2 offences only apply to the sentencing of
offenders who were adults at the time of offending.
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These changes will affect offenders aged between 18
and 21 in particular, given that there will no longer be
any special reason applying specifically to them.
However, young offenders can continue to rely on the
special reasons that apply to adult offenders such as
impaired mental functioning and substantial and
compelling circumstances. While neither these changes
nor statutory minimum sentences apply to those under
the age of 18, the bill does introduce a requirement for
the County and Supreme courts to have regard to a
statutory minimum sentence applicable to an adult in
relation to the sentencing of an offender who was aged
16 or 17. The intention of this change is to ensure that
the courts have regard to the gravity of these offences.
This amendment will not affect judicial sentencing
discretion or the principle that children should only be
detained in custody as a last resort.
Ms PATTEN — Just a final follow-up. I appreciate
those responses, but my question still is: did we take
into account the fact that mandatory sentencing
disproportionately affects young people, Aboriginal
people and women? What I am trying to tease out
relates to the Sentencing Advisory Council statement
that it does disproportionately affect those people and
our commitment in the Victorian Aboriginal Justice
Agreement to try and do everything to stop the
over-representation of Aboriginal people in our prisons.
Given the statement that you support trying to reduce
the over-representation of Aboriginal people and the
acceptance of the Sentencing Advisory Council’s
publication that acknowledges that mandatory
sentencing disproportionately affects young people,
Indigenous people and women, how did you reconcile
that with the decision to have mandatory sentencing?
Ms TIERNEY — I am advised that the views
obviously were taken into account. Essentially the
question is: what did the government have regard to
while it was developing these reforms? Essentially the
government considers that attacks against emergency
workers are just unacceptable. These laws will send a
strong message that violence against emergency
workers will not be tolerated, and the government will
monitor the impact through the terms of reference that I
have mentioned already in the committee and in my
summing-up statements.
Ms PENNICUIK — Just following on from the
questions raised by Ms Patten with regard to, as she
pointed out, the Sentencing Advisory Council finding that
mandatory sentencing has a greater impact on Aboriginal
people, young people and women, when we are talking
about young people we are talking about people between
18 and 21, referred to as ‘young people’, as opposed to
‘minors’, who are under 18, are covered by the Children,
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Youth and Families Act 2005 and are not subject to
mandatory sentencing. How can the government say that
was taken into account when in fact one of the special
reasons provisions, psychosocial immaturity, applying to
young people — that is, those between the ages of 18 and
21 — has been removed from the bill? The concern about
the impact of mandatory sentencing on young people is
going to be exacerbated by the removal of that provision
from the act.
Ms TIERNEY — I thought I had dealt with this in
terms of how it will affect young people when I was
responding to Ms Patten, but I may not have in
Ms Pennicuik’s view. Again, the changes will affect
offenders aged between 18 and 21 in particular, given
that there will no longer be any special reasons
applying specifically to them; however, young
offenders can continue to rely on the special reasons
that apply to adult offenders, such as impaired mental
functioning and substantial and compelling
circumstances. And again, while neither these changes
nor statutory minimum sentences apply to those under
the age of 18, the bill does introduce a requirement for
the County or Supreme courts to have regard to any
statutory minimum sentence applicable to an adult in
relation to the sentencing of an offender who is aged 16
or 17. And again, the intention of this change is to
ensure that the courts have regard to the gravity of these
offences. This amendment will not affect judicial
sentencing discretion or the principle that children
should only be detained in custody as a last resort.
Ms PENNICUIK — I do not follow the logic of
that, because you are saying that the bill does not
remove judicial discretion, but in fact it does, because it
removes the special reason, such as psychosocial
immaturity, that applies to young people aged between
18 and 21. The reason that has always been there is that
18 is a bit of an arbitrary age and some people are more
mature at 18 than others. That is why there has always
been an understanding of young offenders who are not
minors but they are still young offenders and why we
have in place those special reasons. Minister, could you
explain to me why you are saying that this bill
maintains judicial discretion when in fact it is removing
provisions for special reasons — a number of special
reasons — which would allow a court not to impose a
statutory minimum sentence, so it will then result in
less discretion being available to judicial officers?
Ms TIERNEY — You are saying that what is
before the chamber is way too prescriptive and asking
how much judicial discretion is left. Courts will be
required to impose a minimum sentence or a custodial
sentence in more cases. This is the intent of the reforms.
These reforms ensure that offenders are adequately
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punished whilst acknowledging that a specified term of
imprisonment may not be appropriate for every single
offender. The bill retains appropriate sentencing
discretion. Where an offender can demonstrate that they
have special reasons, a court will not have to impose a
statutory minimum sentence or a custodial order for a
category 2 offence.
For the objectively serious offences that are in
category 1 and category 2, courts do retain discretion to
decide the length of the custodial sentence and may
choose not to require that an offender spend any further
time in custody beyond that which they have spent on
remand.
Also, offenders with particular mental and cognitive
impairments who injure emergency workers will not
need to receive a custodial sentence but can instead be
placed on a treatment order.
Ms PATTEN — I just want to go back to a
comment and a submission that was made by the
Federation of Community Legal Centres. They state:
Families will feel unable to call for help when their kids are
experiencing crisis and trauma. It’s a terrible position to be
in — to need help in a time of crisis while fearing whether
that call will send your child to prison.

I wonder how the minister and the government propose
to reconcile this advice with the introduction of the
mandatory sentencing regime. Just as a way of
speeding things up, I also ask about the consultation
with the sector in regard to these changes.
Ms TIERNEY — In relation to the first aspect that
you raised, these laws are not intended to stop people
from contacting emergency services, and I also dealt
with this in my summing up remarks. The government
will continue to consult with relevant agencies and
communities to ensure that people who need assistance
are confident in seeking that assistance. Emergency
workers by the very nature of their job routinely engage
with people who are in distress and diffuse and manage
such situations without the need to involve police.
When the situation escalates and an emergency worker
is injured, police may be contacted and may choose to
proceed with criminal charges. The government has
consulted with ambulance services representatives and
nurses on these reforms and will continue to work with
them to ensure these provisions operate as intended.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you. I think what I heard
from that is that you will continue to consult with the
sector, particularly with groups like the Federation of
Community Legal Centres, and that this legislation is
not intended to cause the type of situation where
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families do not feel able to call the police. But the
community is saying that it will. I am just wondering
again how the government has reconciled that.
Ms TIERNEY — We do not believe that, because
that is the advice that we have sought from people that
are constantly in these sorts of situations at the front line
dealing with vulnerable people in distress. In terms of,
for example, family violence, we obviously remain
committed to addressing the issues of family violence
and we do recognise it as one of the most significant
challenges in our community and one of the biggest law
and order challenges. We do not believe these changes
will deter family violence victims from contacting the
police when in need of assistance. The law already
requires that a minimum term of imprisonment be
imposed when a person injures a police officer. Whilst
this bill strengthens these laws, it does not create any
reason for a victim of family violence not to contact
police or other emergency services when in need of help.
Emergency workers, including police, routinely engage
with people who are in distress. They understand the
complex environments that can lead to distress and
violence, and they are skilled in de-escalating, diffusing
and managing such issues. When an emergency worker
is injured, police, if not already in attendance, may be
contacted to attend. Following an assessment of the
situation, police may choose to proceed with criminal
charges in accordance with the Victoria Police manual,
which assists police in making lawful, ethical and
professional decisions. And of course, if charges are
laid, their appropriateness will be considered by the
prosecution, the defence and the court in accordance
with normal processes.
Ms PENNICUIK — I have some questions on the
amendments circulated by Dr Carling-Jenkins.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Committee resumed.
Ms PENNICUIK — I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for
putting her amendments forward. I looked this morning
at the report on the bill from the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee and I had a look at the
proposed amendment. I am not sure whether the
minister is going to respond to my question about the
amendment or whether Dr Carling-Jenkins is, but the
amendment seems to work in conjunction with the
Crimes Act 1958 offences of section 319(1), which is
that driving at speed or in a manner that is dangerous
and causes the death of another person is an indictable
offence with 10 years maximum imprisonment, and
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section 391(1A), which is that a person who by driving
a motor vehicle at a speed or in a manner that is
dangerous et cetera causes serious injury to another
person, and that is an indictable offence with a five-year
maximum. This amendment proposes to insert:
In a proceeding for an offence against subsection (1) —

which is the death of a person as a result of speed or
dangerous driving —
or (1A) —

which is the serious injury of a person in the same
circumstances —
it is to be presumed … that the accused drove the motor
vehicle in a manner that was dangerous to the public having
regard to all the circumstances … if the prosecution proves
that the accused, at the time of the driving, was —

either unlicensed or driving while disqualified. This
amendment seems to be saying that despite anything in
the offence of section 391(1) or section 391(1A) that
the accused is presumed to have been driving in a
dangerous manner only because they were driving
unlicensed or disqualified. It seems very confusing.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I am happy to
respond to that question, Ms Pennicuik. I will just point
out one thing. You missed out in reading the
amendment the words ‘in the absence of evidence to
the contrary’. That allows some discretion there. But I
will confirm that this does seek to close the gap that
was identified after the death of Jalal Yassine-Naja.
Driving will now be seen as dangerous if in
contravention of section 18 of the Road Safety
Act 1986, which covers driving a motor vehicle on a
highway without a licence or permit to drive that
category of vehicle. That means, for example, if
someone is driving a car when they only have a
motorbike licence, so they would obviously know. It is
a person who knowingly or recklessly fails to renew
their licence, or a person who was unable to renew their
licence because they were medically unfit to drive , so
these are people who would know that they are driving
when they should not be.
Section 30 is also covered in this amendment, and that
relates to a person driving on a highway while their
licence is suspended or the person is disqualified. That
covers people who have had their licences suspended or
who have been disqualified from driving because of, for
example, an accumulation of demerit points, speeding
fines, drink-driving offences or more serious
infringements. I note at this point that section 30AA
does not apply, so that means there is an exclusion
there. There is no connection whatsoever if a driver is
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suspended under part 8 of the Fines Reform Act 2014,
so there is no deliberate negligence being assumed if
fines have been accrued and a licence has been lost for
parking fines, failure to vote, toll fines et cetera.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you for your
explanation, Dr Carling-Jenkins. I can see how the
provisions that you have just described would operate
on their own, but in this case they are operating in terms
of an alleged offence already having been committed of
driving at speed and killing a person or driving
dangerously and killing a person or driving at speed and
dangerously and injuring a person. Adding this other
part, it says that in the process of prosecution of that
offence it is taken to be the case that if the person was
either unlicensed or disqualified they were driving in a
dangerous manner. It is putting the two together where it
seems to me that the most important part in terms of the
causing of the injury was whether the person was
speeding or driving dangerously, not whether or not they
were licensed or unlicensed.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I am happy to address
that one as well, if that is okay with the minister.
Ms Tierney — Sure.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I would invite the
minister to make a response as well. Ms Pennicuik, I
understand what you are saying. My position on this
amendment is simply that to drive without a licence and
to cause death or serious injury at that time is equivalent.
This is about acknowledging death. This is what a
community response has been demanding as well, but
also I personally believe this is about acknowledging a
death. If someone drives negligently or they are
knowingly driving without a licence, they should not be
on our roads and they are going to be held responsible
under this amendment — unless the prosecution find the
absence of evidence or evidence to the contrary.
Ms PENNICUIK — I fully understand what you
are trying to achieve. I just cannot see how it works
with these provisions in the Crimes Act differently
from what you are saying. Dr Carling-Jenkins is saying
that someone is deemed to be driving dangerously if
they are unlicensed and they are knowingly unlicensed
and they are knowingly disqualified. I can see how you
could put that as a standalone provision, but this is
embedded in the other provisions in the Crimes Act,
which are already about speeding and/or dangerous
driving. I am not sure whether the minister can explain
this further, but I am still not clear as to how these
provisions work. And which would take precedence,
the fact that the person was speeding or driving
dangerously or the fact that they were unlicensed?
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Ms TIERNEY — Victoria’s driving licensing
system is integral to road safety and the regulatory
regime. The government supports the intention of the
amendment — namely, to provide a further deterrent
against driving while unlicensed or disqualified and to
ensure that the criminal law can appropriately respond
to the grave outcomes that may result from this
behaviour. The proposed amendment intends to ensure
that individuals who choose to drive while unlicensed
or disqualified and in doing so cause death or serious
injury to another person may face prosecution for
serious offences under the Crimes Act 1958 in addition
to existing offences under the Road Safety Act 1986.
I should point out that the amendment provides that an
accused may rebut the presumption that they were
driving in a dangerous manner — for example, by
pointing to evidence that they were driving safely. The
government supports this aspect of the provision,
noting that it is intended to provide fairness and to
avoid unintended consequences. Can I say that the
government will also closely monitor the effect of the
amendment to ensure that it achieves the objective of
responding to the risks inherent in unlicensed driving
and does not apply in an unfair or unintended way.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer. It has actually just made it more confusing
because we are talking here about a prosecution that is
already underway for an offence under section 319(1)
or (1A) of the Crimes Act. Then you stated to me that
the person could then rebut that they were driving in an
unsafe manner. They could suggest that they were
driving in a safe manner when they have already been
charged with causing the death of someone by speeding
or dangerous driving. So in fact I think your answer
made this worse rather than better. Sorry.
Ms TIERNEY — It has been explained to me that
this is what they call a deeming provision to facilitate
prosecutions for dangerous driving in those
circumstances. If the accused drove dangerously, the
prosecution can proceed on that basis.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. Again, I
do not think the question has been answered. My
concern is that you have said that a person who has been
charged with dangerous driving or speeding can rebut
that by suggesting they were driving safely. That is what
you said in your answer to the question. This is
conflating the issue of the licensed or non-licensed status
of the person with the behaviour of the driver. The next
question is: why didn’t the government just draft this
such that driving without a licence or while disqualified
would be an aggravating circumstance for these
offences? I think that would have worked more easily,
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and I am just pretty concerned about the way it has been
put with regard to this section of the Crimes Act.
Ms TIERNEY — The advice provided is no,
rebuttable presumption limited to this additional
provision is not intended or expected to affect when an
accused drives in an otherwise dangerous manner, such
as speeding. Making unlicensed status an aggravating
factor alone would not facilitate proof of the dangerous
driving offence. It also utilises existing offences which
have been tested by the courts.
Ms PENNICUIK — I still have problems with the
way this amendment has been drafted, notwithstanding
that I completely understand what Dr Carling-Jenkins is
trying to get to. I had a look at the committee report that
was tabled this morning, and I understand the whole
issue will be going — is it still going to the Department
of Justice and Regulation to look at it, Minister?
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New division heading
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I move:
3.

Page 16, after line 20 insert the following heading—
“Division 3— Dangerous driving”.

This amendment creates a new division heading.
New division heading agreed to.
New clause
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — I move:
NEW CLAUSE
4.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 19 and
the heading proposed by amendment number 3—
‘19A Dangerous driving causing death or
serious injury

Ms TIERNEY — I would need to seek advice from
the Attorney-General on that.

After section 319(1A) of the Crimes Act
1958 insert—

Ms PENNICUIK — Certainly that was a
recommendation of the committee, that the issue be
referred to the department of justice for them to look at
any of the unintended consequences. I am just
concerned this will have unintended consequences
which may not in fact achieve the outcome that
Dr Carling-Jenkins is trying to achieve.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I have listened to this
interaction between Ms Pennicuik, Dr Carling-Jenkins
and the minister with some interest. I have some
sympathy for the point Ms Pennicuik has raised. I think
the drafting of this is somewhat convoluted; the way it
interacts with section 319 of the Crimes Act contingent
on the Road Safety Act 1986, sections 18 and 30.
Nonetheless, we certainly appreciate the intent of
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s amendment and note that the
government has also accepted it. Clearly
Dr Carling-Jenkins is keen to capture the circumstances
we saw with that very unfortunate case which is well
known to members of the house, where the perpetrator
was either driving unlicensed or while disqualified. I
think this will have the effect of doing that. It is not an
elegant way of doing it, but I think it will have the
effect of doing it. We certainly support
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s intent with this amendment, and
therefore the coalition parties will be supporting
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s four amendments tonight.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 2 to 19 agreed to.

“(IB) In a proceeding for an offence
against subsection (1) or (1 A), it is
to be presumed, in the absence of
evidence to the contrary, that the
accused drove the motor vehicle in a
manner that was dangerous to the
public having regard to all the
circumstances of the case if the
prosecution proves that the accused,
at the time of the driving, was
knowingly or recklessly in
contravention of section 18 or 30 of
the Road Safety Act 1986.”.’.

This will be Jalal’s law.
New clause agreed to; clauses 20 to 72 agreed to.
Clause 73
Ms PATTEN — Minister, I am referring to the
definitions in clause 73, particularly proposed
section 3(1)(cc) of the Sentencing Act. It inserts a new
category 1 offence of ‘causing injury, intentionally or
recklessly’ to ‘an emergency worker on duty, a
custodial officer on duty or a youth justice custodial
worker on duty’.
On 29 May this year after this legislation was proposed
the Premier on ABC radio in discussing this legislation
stated:
The injury needs to be of a significant nature. We’re not
talking about a scratch.
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Does that statement by the Premier remain a true
statement with respect to this section?

covered. The injury must have been caused by the
attack.

Ms TIERNEY — The statutory minimum sentences
apply when a worker is injured or seriously injured. An
injury under the Crimes Act 1958 is defined as:

Ms PATTEN — Thank you, Minister. That is
right — it has to cause injury, so thank you for that. Just
one last question on these definitions. In the course of
the same program on ABC radio that the Premier was
on in May, the presenter, Jon Faine, asked the Premier:

(a) physical injury; or
(b) harm to mental health …

This definition was introduced by the previous
government in 2013. Physical injury is defined as:
… unconsciousness, disfigurement, substantial pain, infection
with a disease and an impairment of bodily function …

This inclusive definition indicates that the injury needs
to be of some substance. We are not aware of any
superior court decisions that have interpreted injury to
include minor injuries such as a scratch.
Ms PATTEN — That is great. I will take that as a
‘Yes’. As you say, it must be of a significant nature in
order to invoke a mandatory jail term. This flows on
from your answer that something less than an injury of
significant nature is not captured by this definition — I
guess, just to doubly confirm.
Ms TIERNEY — Yes, that is the understanding.

So the drunk woman at the Melbourne Cup who pushed a
policeman into a rose bush, she’d go to jail for six months. Do
you think that’s right?

To which the Premier answered, and I quote, ‘No’. So
can the minister categorically rule out that type of
incident as attracting a mandatory jail term?
Ms TIERNEY — A person cannot be charged with
a statutory minimum offence against an emergency
worker unless an injury results. A push that does not
result in an injury would not be covered by these laws.
Ms PATTEN — I think we have possibly clarified
that the injury would have to be substantial, and
scratches, pain from an existing injury or temporary
mental harm is not included in that. So can the minister
rule out injuries that might occur incidentally to, say,
police during the course of an arrest scuffle, like a
scratch, a bruise or a scraped knee?

Ms PATTEN — That is great. To clarify, so an
injury, for example, would have to be something —
you mentioned ‘mental harm’ — more than temporary
mental harm?

Ms TIERNEY — Again, the injury must be of
some substance and caused by the accused. The
circumstances of the injury do not form part of the
offence.

Deputy President, while the minister is getting that
information on temporary mental harm, I would just
like to add another example, which would be to clarify
that it would be something more than any kind of pain
but an actual physical injury. I am trying to I suppose
exclude just pain and clarify that it has to cause an
injury. If you already had a sore leg, like me, and I
bumped you, that would make my leg very sore, so it
has to be an injury, not an existing injury, that would
cause pain?

Clause agreed to; clauses 74 and 75 agreed to.

Ms TIERNEY — There are two parts. The injury
includes harm to mental health, but it is clear that the
definition of ‘harm to mental health’ is intended to
capture more than transient or minor distress. The
definition specifically excludes distress, grief, fear or
anger. Psychological harm is required. Although
temporary impairments are covered, they would need to
be substantive.
In terms of the second point that you raised, about your
leg, Ms Patten, pre-existing injuries would not be

Clause 76
Ms PENNICUIK — My question is with regard to
clause 76(8), which starts on page 55 of the bill and
continues to page 56. It says:
In determining whether there are substantial and compelling
circumstances under subsection (2H)(e), the court—
(a) must regard general deterrence and denunciation of
the offender’s conduct as having greater
importance than the other purposes set out in
section 5(1); and
(b) must give less weight to the personal circumstances
of the offender than to other matters such as the
nature and gravity of the offence; and
(c) must not have regard to—
(i)

the offender’s previous good character (other
than an absence of previous convictions or
findings of guilt); or

JUSTICE LEGISLATION MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

(ii) an early guilty plea; or
(iii) prospects of rehabilitation; or
(iv) parity with other sentences.

My question is: in removing the ability of the judiciary
to consider all those considerations can the government
maintain that it is retaining the discretion of the
judiciary, given that these are very often or almost
always considerations by the judiciary in terms of
sentencing?
Ms TIERNEY — The bill significantly refines
when an offender will be able to rely on the substantial
and compelling circumstances special reason. In
developing the laws with Victoria Police and the Office
of Public Prosecutions it was agreed that it was
appropriate to retain a very limited exception for
remarkable extenuating circumstances. The bill makes
it clear that run-of-the-mill factors will no longer meet
this threshold. The government is confident that the
changes substantially narrow the substantial and
compelling circumstances ground, and clearly signals
the intention that the ground should only be used in
truly exceptional circumstances.
Ms PENNICUIK — I know what it does. My
question was: how can the government maintain that it
is retaining judicial discretion while removing these, as
you call them, run-of-the-mill considerations that the
judiciary would take into account in almost every case
that comes before them?
Ms TIERNEY — I have dealt with this previously.
The courts will be required to impose a minimum
sentence or a custodial sentence in more cases, and that
is the actual intent of the reforms. These reforms ensure
that offenders are adequately punished. While
acknowledging that a specified term of imprisonment
may not be appropriate for every single offender, the
bill retains appropriate sentencing discretion. Where an
offender can demonstrate that they have special
reasons, a court will not have to impose a statutory
minimum sentence or a custodial order for a category 2
offence. For the objectively serious offences that are in
category 1 and category 2, courts retain discretion to
decide the length of the custodial sentence and may
choose not to require that an offender spend any further
time in custody beyond that which they have spent on
remand. Courts are not restricted in which sentencing
considerations they have regard to. These changes only
apply to one of the special reasons.
Clause agreed to; clauses 77 and 78 agreed to.

5041

Clause 79
Ms PENNICUIK — I move:
Clause 79, after line 29 insert—
‘(b) after paragraph (e) of the definition of impaired
mental functioning insert—
“(f) a state caused by serious trauma, including
sexual, physical and psychological abuse and
family violence within the meaning of the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008;”.’.

This amendment will insert a new subclause into
section 10A of the Sentencing Act. By way of
background, section 10A refers to ‘Special reasons
relevant to imposing minimum non-parole periods’ as
follows:
(1) In this section—
impaired mental functioning means—
(a) a mental illness within the meaning of the
Mental Health Act 1986; or
(b) an intellectual disability within the meaning
of the Disability Act 2006; or
(c) an acquired brain injury; or
(d) an autism spectrum disorder; or
(e) a neurological impairment, including but not
limited to dementia.

My amendment would add:
(f)

a state caused by serious trauma, including
sexual, physical and psychological abuse and
family violence within the meaning of the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008 …

which would be included as a special reason relevant to
imposing minimum non-parole periods so the court
could take into account whether a person was in a state
caused by serious trauma. I move this because victims
of family violence, child abuse and neglect who have
experienced trauma may get caught up in the
mandatory sentencing provisions. It is not uncommon
for community legal centres to represent offenders who
have assaulted or injured an emergency worker who
has attended a family violence incident, because these
incidents are highly charged and complex,
demonstrated in the fact that the police can misidentify
the aggressor in as many as one in 10 incidents.
This is to address the concern raised by those who are
dealing with people experiencing family violence who
may call emergency services and, because of the
trauma et cetera that they are suffering or experiencing
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due to that, may get caught up in these provisions. This
is to allow for a special reason to be heard by the court
and that it be allowed to not impose a mandatory
minimum sentence, along with the other five special
reasons.
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Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr

Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 80 to 97 agreed to.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition will not be
supporting Ms Pennicuik’s amendment. As I noted in
my second-reading speech, one of our concerns with
the current regime has been the way in which the
special reasons have been interpreted by the court,
giving rise to the need to narrow those special reasons,
which is one of the purposes of this legislation that the
house is dealing with this evening. For that reason —
we are seeking to narrow the special reasons — we will
not be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s proposal, which is to
broaden the scope of the special reasons. We think that
it is necessary to have special reasons, as I indicated in
the second reading, to allow some discretion to the
court. However, practice to date has indicated that those
special reasons have been used more widely than the
Parliament intended, so we would be reluctant to
support a further widening of those special reasons, as
is proposed by Ms Pennicuik. Therefore we will not
support her amendment.
Ms TIERNEY — The government does not support
this amendment. The change proposed would apply
generally to all offences to which a statutory minimum
sentence applies — that is, it would have a broad
application to when special reasons are found to apply.
It creates uncertainty and it is not clear how judges will
interpret the words ‘state caused by serious trauma’,
which do not have a defined clinical meaning on their
own, noting that serious trauma may result in
diagnosable mental illness.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 6
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms

Ratnam, Dr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr

Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms

Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Kialla West Primary School pedestrian
crossing
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (20:23) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and is in regard to the school crossing on
the Goulburn Valley Highway outside Kialla West
Primary School. The action I seek of the minister is that
the minister order VicRoads to conduct an urgent safety
audit of the Kialla West Primary School crossing on
Goulburn Valley Highway to identify and implement
strategies to make the crossing safer for students,
parents and teachers of the school in the future.
On Monday, 10 September, a terrible three-vehicle
collision occurred at the crossing on Goulburn Valley
Highway outside Kialla West Primary School. The
circumstances of the collision were that two vehicles,
one facing north and one facing south, were stationary
at the crossing while students crossed Goulburn Valley
Highway at the end of school. A truck travelling north
on Goulburn Valley Highway collided with the
stationary vehicle facing north, pushing it through the
school crossing and into the vehicle facing south. The
vehicle hit by the truck contained a mother and her
three young daughters and narrowly missed colliding
with students using the crossing. The mother and her
two eldest daughters were treated at Goulburn Valley
Health. The youngest was airlifted to the Royal
Children’s Hospital with serious head injuries. She
remained in a coma for several days but thankfully is
now on the slow road to a full recovery.
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The crossing is located in an 80-kilometre-per-hour
zone on the Goulburn Valley Highway, which becomes
a 40-kilometre-per-hour zone when the crossing is in
operation before and after school. The Goulburn Valley
Highway is one of the busiest roads in Victoria and is
the main connection for vehicles between Melbourne
and Brisbane. Kialla West Primary School has a current
student population of 245 children, with enrolments
increasing each year. A large number of students live in
a housing estate opposite the school, meaning the
crossing is used every day by parents and children
before and after school. School staff have indicated that
near collisions occur regularly, and they have
continuously advocated for a safer way to cross the
highway. The construction of the Shepparton bypass
would reduce the number of vehicles travelling past
Kialla West Primary School, but it will not completely
solve the safety issue and is still years away from
completion. The minister must act immediately to
improve safety for the staff, students and parents of the
school.
The action that I seek of the minister is that the minister
order VicRoads to conduct an urgent safety audit of the
Kialla West Primary School crossing on the Goulburn
Valley Highway to identify and implement strategies to
make the crossing safer for students, parents and
teachers of the school in the future.

Fitzsimons Lane, Templestowe, bus lanes
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (20:26) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The Labor government has created yet
another road agency, the Major Road Projects
Authority. By my count that makes three new road
agencies in Victoria, once you include the Western
Distributor Authority and the North East Link
Authority, and I do wonder what VicRoads thinks it is
doing these days. I note that the West Gate tunnel and
north-east link are toll roads being built in Melbourne. I
also note that of the entire portfolio of road projects
listed on the Major Road Projects Authority website,
only seven are outside metropolitan Melbourne. It is
one of those that I am particularly concerned with in
my adjournment matter tonight, and that is in relation to
Fitzsimons Lane.
The new Major Road Projects Authority is botching a
job in my electorate of Eastern Metropolitan Region.
The proposed Fitzsimons Lane upgrade will involve the
removal of the bus lane between Foote Street and Porter
Street. The reason Fitzsimons Lane is inundated with
traffic every peak hour and on the weekends is that
there is insufficient public transport in Eltham and
Templestowe. People have few options to get around
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because of a lack of public transport and inadequate
active transport infrastructure. There should be greater
investment in public transport, not the taking away of
priority bus infrastructure that attracts people to buses,
because that would allow for better bus services that are
more frequent and more reliable.
I do not doubt that there is a congestion problem on
Fitzsimons Lane. However, the government’s
ambitions for this road will simply push the traffic
problem further into the suburbs. Taking the bus lane
away is a retrograde step which will lead to traffic
being worse in the end. The action I seek from the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety is that he direct the
Major Road Projects Authority to retain bus priority
infrastructure, including the already existing dedicated
bus lane on Fitzsimons Lane.

Upfield rail line
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(20:28) — My adjournment manner tonight is for the
Minister for Public Transport in the other place. It is in
relation to the short shunting on the Upfield train line.
Residents in my area of outer Northern Metropolitan
Region are getting very frustrated when trains are
turned around at Coburg station and sent back to the
city. This leaves passengers stuck waiting for the next
train so they can reach the stations beyond Coburg. I
have been informed that this wait could last up to an
extra 20 minutes, and it is no wonder our commuters in
Melbourne’s outer north are getting frustrated. Reports
from locals say it happens about once a month,
generally at night during peak hours. This existing train
line is under pressure, with massive increases in train
users, and the residents are getting more and more
frustrated.
The Upfield line services stations like Craigieburn
which have had a massive population boom, but
disappointingly the infrastructure and planning have not
kept up. This growth corridor has been neglected and
taken for granted by the Labor Party and the member
for Yuroke in the other place, Ros Spence, for such a
long time now, but now there is hope for the people of
Craigieburn. There is a great future member for Yuroke
in Jim Overend, a resident of 30 years who has a
history of fighting for the community, including the
duplication of Craigieburn Road, and he continues to
fight for the local residents.
Every day the Upfield train line serves people that live
north of Coburg, but they are clearly being frustrated by
this short shunting. The action I seek is that the minister
direct the department to investigate options for this
problem to assist those living in the outer north and
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provide me with a solution so I can advise our
residents.

Sydney Road Community School
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (20:30) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Education. I had the great pleasure of visiting the
Sydney Road Community School recently with my
colleague and Greens candidate for the seat of
Brunswick, Mr Tim Read. This school has a vital role
in the Moreland and Northern Metropolitan Region
communities and is a critical part of our education
system. It has been delivering vital secondary education
for nearly 50 years. The Sydney Road Community
School provides a uniquely inclusive and safe space for
many young people who would otherwise not be
engaged in education due to barriers and challenges
they may be experiencing. The school offers a broad
curriculum and subjects from the Victorian certificate
of education, vocational education and training and the
Victorian certificate of applied learning. This allows for
a variety of post-school outcomes as well.
During our visit we toured the various programs from
music to art to core curricula that the school offers
students to build engagement. The school is always
reflecting and learning about how to support its
students. It has innovated excellent education
engagement programs and has produced excellent
results while creating a nurturing and safe environment
for its students. However, the school will require a new
site at the end of its lease, which will expire soon. The
school has been informed that the landowner will not
renew the lease, and the school is facing an uncertain
future. I ask the minister to meet with the school to help
prepare for this transition.

Western Victoria Region rail services
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (20:31) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport. I do a lot of travelling on public
transport, and the connections across Western Victoria
Region are not good. I had a requirement to travel to
Hamilton the other day and I used the train from
Melbourne to Ballarat, but unfortunately that was as far
as the train line went and I had to get on a bus that —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Exactly right, Ms Crozier; it was
Trotters Coaches. It somehow managed to take me to
Warrnambool, and then I headed back to Hamilton. The
point of all this, though, is that I actually attended the
National Centre for Farmer Health in Hamilton last
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week and had the opportunity to meet Michael Tudball,
who is the CEO of the Southern Grampians Shire
Council. He was telling me that in 1877 the population
of that particular region was about 1200, and they had
full rail networks from Hamilton to Portland, to
Coleraine, to Casterton, to Warrnambool and to
Ballarat, which went on to Melbourne. That was back
in 1877. In 1931 Reg Ansett started a twice per day car
service to Ballarat and then on to Melbourne with a
population of around 6000. In 2018 we only have coach
services twice per day to Ballarat and return twice, with
a combination of three services — no trains and no
direct coach to trains except in Ballarat — and a
population of about 17 000.
The point of all this is that Southern Grampians Shire
Council has done quite an extensive amount of case
study work in relation to networking in particular the
Horsham and Hamilton regions with rail. There was a
commitment to do a significant study, and the action I
am seeking from the minister tonight is that she fund
the business case which supports the outcomes in
relation to that study and also improve the alignment of
the coach timetables with new and upgraded coach
services. But the first action that I am seeking is that the
Andrews government commit to funding the business
case to provide rail to both Hamilton and Horsham.
The PRESIDENT — We will take the last one as
the actual action that you are seeking from the minister.
That is the real one.
Mr RAMSAY — We would like some connections
between rail and bus, but —
The PRESIDENT — No. We are happy with the
real one. And Reg Ansett is no longer in the picture,
really.

Country Fire Authority Clyde station
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(20:34) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Emergency Services. Clyde is part of a rapidly
growing region of south-eastern Melbourne that is
expected to quadruple in size in the next five years.
Currently the region is serviced by only one small
Country Fire Authority (CFA) station. Last week I was
invited to the station by Andrew and Lee, who were
kind enough to show me the facilities. The Clyde CFA
branch has existed for 72 years, and almost everything
has been funded by the community. It was a local
fundraising effort that allowed them to build the station
and purchase the trucks that serve the local area, and at
no point have they received any government funding to
support their efforts.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I just do not get it.
Ms Springle is raising a community issue, and I think
she is entitled to raise it in silence. Why there would be
interjections and why there would be commentary on
an adjournment item such as this escapes me.
Ms Springle, without assistance. If you need a little bit
more time, keep going.
Ms SPRINGLE — Thank you, President. Andrew
and Lee are proud of their station and their service to
the community. However, as it stands the Clyde station
is in desperate need of an upgrade to replace its ageing
equipment and to bring it into line with what we would
expect from our emergency services, especially as it is
now in essence a suburban area.
The other challenge facing the station is its location.
The current member for Cranbourne has stated his
desire to see the Cranbourne line extended to include a
station at Clyde at some point in the near future. Due to
the current population growth in the region, opening a
train station at Clyde in the near future appears
inevitable. As it stands, the CFA station in Clyde is on
the proposed site of the new railway station. Thus far,
despite repeated attempts, the CFA in Clyde has been
unable to get clarification regarding what will happen
when the CFA site becomes a train station. It is
unknown whether the government will provide an
alternative station with upgraded facilities and
increased capacity to meet the needs of the growing
suburb.
As these people provide an essential service to the
people of Clyde, this level of uncertainty is
unacceptable. I call on the minister to meet with the
firefighters of the Clyde CFA in order to provide these
people, who provide an essential service to the
community of Clyde, greater certainty about the future
of the station.

Ballarat Road, Albion, traffic lights
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (20:36) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I am sure that anybody who is
aware of the Western Highway from Footscray to
Caroline Springs would be aware that it is an extremely
busy road. I myself have had enormous difficulty
getting across that road either by foot or sometimes by
car. The traffic is just constant, and if you are some
distance from a traffic light, then you can wait for some
time before you have an opportunity to actually cross
the road.

5045

Last week I had a meeting with a group of residents and
also with the management of Federation Village
Sunshine, a retirement village in Albion. They
expressed to me their very deep concern for their own
safety and for the safety of others who live around that
area. They talked about their own attempts to get a
pedestrian crossing which would link the retirement
home to the bus stop across the road, which, as you
would understand, is a very busy bus stop because not
everybody of that age drives. The older people get, the
less enthusiastic they are about driving. That is possibly
in many cases a very, very good thing, but it does put at
risk the people who live in the village as they cross the
very busy Ballarat Road to get the bus down to
Sunshine or to the railway station. In fact I can vouch
for how bad the traffic is at Albion, because when I
attempted to turn into the retirement village car park I
was almost collected by a car that came from I am not
exactly sure where. It was certainly an indication that
there was no exaggeration in the concerns that the
residents and management expressed to me later that
day.
As I say, for elderly people navigating Ballarat Road
through this enormous traffic onslaught it is very, very
dangerous indeed. To put it quite bluntly these people
need a pedestrian crossing with traffic lights. That is the
only way that they can be guaranteed that they will
safely meet their destination. It is a very big retirement
village. There are a number of clubs and so forth
around the retirement village that would also use this
pedestrian crossing, and I ask the minister to direct
VicRoads to investigate and to make the appropriate
decision.

Maribyrnong and Werribee rivers
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (20:39) —
My adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Water. Recently the minister stood on the banks of the
mighty Maribyrnong River to announce the protection
of the waterways of the west through the establishment
of a ministerial advisory committee. This was welcome
news. Our rivers have some very, very beautiful parts,
but they also have more than their fair share of
pollution, weeds and rubbish, leaving the frogs, birds
and fish that live along and in them struggling to
survive. It was great to see the minister move to protect
these rivers, but today I am asking for more.
Last year this Parliament passed the Yarra River
protection bill, otherwise known as Wilip-gin Birrarung
murron, or keep the Yarra alive. This bill
acknowledged how important this river is and the
strong connection that traditional owners have with it. It
also acknowledged that managing a river across
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multiple jurisdictions does not work and it is time to
manage the river as a whole.
At the end of last month, in response to the factory fire
in West Footscray, the authorities did all they could to
bring the fire under control, but by the time they had
moved to stem the flow of firefighting run-off from
running into Stony Creek our social media feeds were
already alight with devastating footage and pictures of
pollution and dead wildlife. It is not good enough that
our creeks and rivers are not managed as part of our
urban environment and remain an afterthought, in this
case with devastating consequences. Stony Creek is
dead.
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raised that before in the house, with pest control
measures needing to be undertaken in certain houses;
rubbish; graffiti; and ongoing plumbing repairs. The list
goes on.
The action I seek from the minister, in particular in
relation to the issue I have raised this evening, is to
investigate why the public housing maintenance
program is not delivering value for money for Victorian
taxpayers and what more can be done to improve the
wasteful and overly bureaucratic system, an example of
which is the real incident that I have highlighted here
this evening.

Police resources
We welcome the waterways of the west committee, but
today I ask Minister Neville to commit to protecting the
catchments and tributaries of the Maribyrnong and
Werribee rivers not just through an action plan but also
through legislation.
The PRESIDENT — No, you cannot call for
legislation. Can you reword that?
Ms TRUONG — Not just an action plan but a
concerted multidisciplinary, multidepartmental effort to
clean up the Maribyrnong and Werribee rivers and their
tributaries.

Public housing maintenance
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (20:42) —
My adjournment matter this evening is for the attention
of the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing,
Mr Foley, and it is in relation to public housing
maintenance and a disgraceful waste of public
resources that has come to my attention. I ask, and this
sounds quite frivolous, but quite seriously this is a real
issue: how many tradesmen does it take to change a
lavatory roll holder? One or two maybe? Wrong. It
apparently takes four — one person to assess the job; a
second person to fit the holder, which subsequently fell
off the wall; a third person to fix the damaged lavatory
roll holder and the wall; and a fourth person to check it
and sign it off. I kid you not; that is exactly what
happened.
If you google what a lavatory roll holder costs, it costs
around $14 according to the one that was shown to me.
If you google the tradesmen who would have attended
to this, the cost would have been around $300, I am
guessing. Is this an isolated incident? Sadly, it is not. I
have had many complaints received by my office about
maintenance issues in public housing facilities. They
include dog and cat urine seeping through ceilings and
down walls; the infestation of bed bugs, and I have

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (20:44) — I
raise an adjournment matter for the attention of the
Minister for Police. Recently the government’s own
appointed community safety trustee, Mr Ron Iddles, a
decorated former homicide detective and former
secretary of the Police Association Victoria, revealed
on Neil Mitchell’s program when doing an interview
with the minister that at least seventeen 24-hour police
stations are closing at night-time because police do not
have the resources to keep the doors open. This
revelation came at the time the police association itself
revealed that the number of frontline police, as they
define it, in Victoria is 190 fewer now than in 2013,
despite Victoria’s population having increased by half a
million people in that ensuing time.
The Victorian community want to see their police
stations open, particularly their 24-hour police stations,
and they want to see police in the community. Indeed
Mr Iddles, when he was the police association
secretary, talked extensively about the importance of
24-hour police stations for those seeking sanctuary,
those fleeing attack, and the importance of 24-hour
police stations in the family violence context as places
of safety at any time of day or night.
The action I would seek from the minister is that she
work with the Chief Commissioner of Police to ensure
that all 24-hour police stations are indeed open 24 hours
a day and that she work with the chief commissioner to
see the appropriate resources are available to Victoria
Police to enable that to occur.

Latrobe Valley Squash
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (20:46) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Sport, the Honourable John Eren in the other place. The
action I seek from the minister is that he work with the
Latrobe Valley Squash club to enable the
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community-based sporting club to, A, survive and, B,
have a dedicated facility in the Latrobe Valley.
Club member Mr Ron Kelly sought my assistance, as
he has from a number of MPs, in relation to the plight
of this club. The title of his letter is ‘Victoria state
government actions spell the end for Latrobe Valley
Squash’. In my subsequent verbal communication with
Mr Kelly he elaborated on the issue, and the issue is
quite grave for this sporting club. It goes to this: the site
of this club is in Church Street, Morwell, and it is soon
to be the site of the new Latrobe Valley GovHub. Back
in August this year the tender process and sale of that
land was awarded to a Melbourne-based developer
called Castlerock Property. It was awarded the tender to
demolish buildings on the site and build the new
GovHub, but at present the site is home to five courts
and a great number of participants ranging from school
age up to octogenarians. Indeed it is very, very
important to both the physical health and also the social
connectedness of that community. Mr Kelly has
identified that for one gentleman in his 80s who plays
squash it is his one social outing from his home, where
he is responsible for the 24-hour care of his loved one.
Club members are very successful, and they are
travelling and representing their club overseas as well.
Unfortunately there are no comparable sites in the
Latrobe Valley. There are two courts in Newborough
and two in Churchill but not a dedicated site. Mr Kelly
feels rejected by the fact that he has tried to go and talk
with the Latrobe Valley Authority, who have come
back to him and said that there is no funding available.
Indeed he was actually told by a local member of
Parliament that they could stay at that site until
mid-2019 and that they would be resourced to find a
new facility, but they feel quite rejected because this
has not happened and they have to be out by December
this year. In his words:
Poor project process has resulted in a lack of consultation,
inequitable application of project principles around protection
of existing use by community groups and a diminution of
community values.

I ask the minister to support this club and make sure
that this club can be sustained somewhere in the
Latrobe Valley rather than being left to the sidewalk
forever.

Taxi and hire car industry
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (20:49) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport in other place, and it
concerns the taxi sector. Many in this chamber will
know what the government has done to the taxi
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industry and to their families. They have decimated
them, as Mr Ondarchie and Mr Finn have said. People
who have worked hard as individuals and as families
lawfully with government regulation have had all of
those assets stripped away and are left with nothing.
Some have died. Some have had terrible incidents that
have occurred. The truth of the matter is that this is a
wholly unfair arrangement. In this context I have
discovered that the Minister for Public Transport has
herself commissioned an additional report on the taxi
industry — she asked Georgia Nicholls, formerly of the
Victorian Taxi Association, to write a report. I
understand she was on a three-month contract for this
process. I understand that it is an explosive report
explaining what has happened to many families and the
impact across the whole sector. What I seek from the
minister is the release of that report prior to the state
election as soon as possible.
This report was commissioned by the Minister for
Public Transport herself. I am informed it is an
explosive report that has actually detailed information
about the impact on families, the loss of value and the
massive impost that the government’s decisions on
taxis have had. The truth of course, as I have said, is
that the government ought to have properly
compensated the taxi sector. They ought to have made
sure of that for families who had worked hard for
decades, many of them migrant families who had come
to this country and made good, worked hard and made
sure that their families built up assets over decades.
They had all of those stripped away to nothing after the
bill was passed in this place. In the first week of
October last year they were left with no assets after the
government’s intervention. So this significant report
commissioned by the minister ought to be released, and
I ask the minister to release it.

Latrobe Valley Squash
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (20:52) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Premier, who
oversees the function of the Latrobe Valley Authority
(LVA). It relates to the Latrobe Valley GovHub in
Morwell and specifically to the Morwell squash courts.
This is an issue which has been raised in the context of
conversations around the location of the GovHub and
Castlerock Property’s discussions with government and
the LVA. I note that the Department of Premier and
Cabinet and the LVA have indicated that previous
negotiations between Castlerock, the developer, and the
squash club have in fact canvassed a range of options
around the new location for the GovHub, which is
adjacent to the squash court, including no reduced rent
options and time lines for leaseback of those courts.
The result, as agreed by the squash club, was a lease
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until the end of 2018. However, it is the developer’s
intention to extend the lease for a further six months if
required, providing of course that —
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, I seek
your guidance. I think there is precedent about a
number of people raising identical matters on the one
evening in the adjournment, and that might well lead to
one of them being ruled out. I just do not think you can
raise subsequent points that are near identical.
The PRESIDENT — No, there is no such
precedent. A member cannot raise the same matter
themselves, but that does not put any constraint on
other members to also address a similar —
Ms Shing interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Well, you take over and tell
me what it is.
Ms SHING — Do you want me to go on with the
adjournment matter?
The PRESIDENT — No, I want you to make the
ruling.
Ms SHING — I have not actually finished the
adjournment matter. It is in fact a separate issue.
The PRESIDENT — No, but you interrupted my
ruling, so clearly you have a better ruling.
Ms SHING — I was asking Mr Davis to stop
winking at me.
The PRESIDENT — If I may, there is no constraint
on other members addressing a similar issue at any
time, and indeed even at this point I am not in a
position to determine whether the action sought is the
same as the action sought by Ms Bath in regard to a
matter that clearly has some similarity or indeed
whether it is an entirely different action. I must say that
I am interested in the fact that this matter has been
referred on this occasion to the Premier rather than one
of the other ministers, but no doubt Ms Shing will have
an explanation in terms of the action that she is seeking
to put to the minister at the table.
Ms SHING — Thank you, President. As I indicated
at the outset, this matter is being directed to the Premier
as he heads up the operations of the Latrobe Valley
Authority within the budgetary allocations which
establishes that authority.
I note that the result of negotiations as agreed by the
squash club was a lease until the end of 2018 but that in
fact it is Castlerock’s intention to extend the lease for a
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further six months if required, providing that conditions
are safe and suitable, and there is in fact a high
likelihood of this being the case. This was a matter
which I discussed with the squash club and with a
representative of that club as it related to not only the
extension of the lease but also further assistance which
the LVA could provide. I understand also that the LVA
and the council are continuing to work with the club to
find alternative locations, with options identified and
currently being discussed.
I am advised that as at today there has been
confirmation that the club will receive correspondence
from the council and from the developer in relation to
further negotiation of a lease until the middle of next
year, but I would welcome a confirmation by way of
action and discussion from the Premier’s office or his
representative as it relates to the continuing operation of
the squash club until the middle of next year, as
canvassed with them.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(20:57) — I have written responses to adjournment
matters that were raised by Ms Lovell on 6 March,
Ms Bath on 22 June, Mr Finn on 27 July, Mr Finn
again on 7 August, Mr Ramsay on 7 August, Mr Davis
on 9 August, Mr Mulino on 9 August, Mr O’Sullivan
on 9 August, Mr Ondarchie on 21 August, Mr Purcell
on 21 August, Mr Finn on 22 August, Mr Melhem on
22 August, Mrs Peulich on 22 August and Dr Ratnam
on 23 August.
On tonight’s adjournment matters, Ms Lovell raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety relating to a school crossing on the
Goulburn Valley Highway. Ms Dunn raised a matter
also for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety in
relation to the Fitzsimons Lane upgrade. Mr Ondarchie
raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport in relation to the Craigieburn railway
station. Dr Ratnam raised a matter for the Minister for
Education in relation to Sydney Road Community
School. Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Public Transport ultimately seeking her support for
funding of a business case in relation to the
reconnection of rail to Horsham and Hamilton.
Ms Springle raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Emergency Services in relation to meeting
with firefighters, who play an important role in keeping
the Clyde community safe, about their Country Fire
Authority station site. Mr Finn raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
seeking his support for a pedestrian crossing to be
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placed across the Western Highway adjacent to the
Federation Residential Village Sunshine in Albion so
that the residents can get access to the bus stop on the
other side of the road.

council and Castlerock as the developers to the squash
club are not as urgent and precarious as otherwise
might be believed. I am sure the Premier will respond
to that matter.

Ms Truong raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Water, through the route of a tour of the
mighty Maribyrnong River and Werribee River and a
reference to a piece of legislation that ended up
providing support for the Yarra River, which she
obviously thinks is a very strong model — she actually
likes the idea of having a piece of legislation to protect
our waterways — but in fact the forms of the house
prevented her from ultimately seeking that on this
occasion, although she hoped that commensurate
decision-making and support by government agencies
might achieve the objectives that would have otherwise
been achieved through the introduction of such a bill.

The PRESIDENT — On that basis the house stands
adjourned.

Ms Crozier raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing about the
public housing maintenance program. Whilst I note that
she made reference to a number of examples and she
gave a very lengthy dissertation on the replacement of a
lavatory toilet roll holder, she did not indicate where
that was. To answer her first question — how many
tradesmen does it take? — the answer is one. One
tradesman could acquit that responsibility. I am not
such a tradesman, but one tradesman could. I am sure
the minister responsible for public housing will attend
to that lavatory situation.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Police, seeking her support for access to 24-hour police
stations across the metropolitan area. Ms Bath raised a
matter for the attention of Minister Eren in relation to
the Latrobe Valley Squash club in which she expressed
some concerns about the certainty that Latrobe Valley
Squash may have in terms of confidence about the
development of the GovHub in the Latrobe Valley and
whether some certainty can be provided to the squash
club to continue its efforts.
In fact there was a rejoinder from Ms Shing in the sense
that she identified, correctly, that the Premier is
responsible for the Latrobe Valley Authority, that the
Premier is responsible for the development of the
GovHub and the consequential changes to the built
form in that community ultimately will be overseen by
the Premier. In that context the Premier does actually
have the responsibility of not only seeing that
ultimately the development of the GovHub occurs but
also providing Ms Shing — and perhaps more
importantly Latrobe Valley Squash — with some
reassurance that the circumstances that Ms Shing
outlined in terms of the communication between the

House adjourned 9.02 p.m.
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Wednesday, 19 September 2018
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.36 a.m. and read the prayer.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENT
BILL 2018
Clerk’s amendment
The PRESIDENT (09:36) — I wish to advise the
house that I have received a letter from the Acting
Clerk of the Parliaments, Mr Young, which states:
Under standing order 14.33, I have made a correction in the
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018,
listed as follows:

COUNCIL

5051
group or stakeholder that already uses the area or may
do so in the future;

(3) the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning (DELWP) can adequately prove that
appropriate fire management can still take place in these
areas and will not be negatively impacted by any change
in land tenure; and
(4) the DELWP can adequately prove that appropriate pest
management can still take place in these areas and will
not be negatively impacted by any change in land
tenure.

By Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria)
(659 signatures).
Laid on table.

PARLIAMENTARY DEPARTMENTS

in clause 42, subclause 5, line 25, I have renumbered the
reference to section 33 to section 34.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Great forest national park
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:
there exists a proposal by advocates for the creation of
the great forest national park in north-east Victoria,
which would lock up 355 000 hectares of public land
and prohibit activities enjoyed by recreational outdoor
enthusiasts and a sustainable timber industry;
under a national parks system, Parks Victoria would
become the agency responsible for maintaining more
than double the property it already struggles to maintain
due to budget cuts; and
a lack of appropriate maintenance and prohibited
hunting use would create unacceptable risks to
environment and communities in the proposed park area
due to increased bushfire danger and feral animal
destruction.
The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian
government impose a moratorium for a period of five years
on the establishment of the great forest national park or any
other national park that encompasses the same locations as
the great forest national park proposal, or until such time
as —
(1) an investigation is undertaken to determine whether
Parks Victoria is capable of managing a park of this type
given that recent budget cuts have had a negative impact
on the management of already established national parks
and other public land;

Reports 2017–18
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan), by leave,
presented reports of Department of the Legislative
Council and Department of Parliamentary Services.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Delivering Local Government Services, September 2018
(Ordered to be published).
Managing the Environmental Impacts of Domestic
Wastewater, September 2018 (Ordered to be published).
Security and Privacy of Surveillance Technologies in
Public Places, September 2018 (Ordered to be
published).
Ombudsman — Report, 2017–18 (Ordered to be published).
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 119 and 134.
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Review of the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996, July 2018 (Ordered
to be published).

A proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following act:
Prevention of Family Violence Act 2018 — 4 October 2018
(Gazette No. S433, 18 September 2018).

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.

(2) the proposal for the great forest national park does not
negatively impact access or use of land to any user
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Kindergarten prepurchased places program
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (09:41) — I rise to update the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is making things fairer
for families and ensuring that all children have access to
kindergarten in Victoria. The Andrews government has
invested $2.3 million to make the prepurchased places
program a permanent fixture of the early education
landscape because we recognise that often the children
who are most likely to miss out on kindergarten are
those that will benefit the most. This program enables
vulnerable families and children known to child
protection, refugees, Koori children and concessions
card holders to still attend a local kindergarten service
at no cost even if they have missed the enrolment dates.
We first piloted this approach successfully in 2016 as a
way of ensuring that vulnerable kids who missed
enrolment deadlines or moved during the year would
still be able to access a local kindergarten place. From
now on, every year more than 650 places will be
reserved across the state for vulnerable families and
children so that they can have that opportunity to get
access to an early childhood education.
I am pleased to advise the house that in 2018,
663 kindergarten places have been reserved across
240 services in both metropolitan Melbourne and
regional Victoria. Research shows that children who
have a stimulating and supportive start to life are more
likely to do well later in life and children who attend
kinder score higher on their NAPLAN tests.
The prepurchased places program changes lives by
helping families overcome barriers through
participating in kindergarten. It is an important way in
which our government’s $202.1 million Early
Childhood Reform Plan aims to ensure that every
Victorian child can access and benefit from kinder. We
are seeking to ensure that every Victorian child is ready
for kinder, ready for school and ready for life.

Animal foster care
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(09:43) — Community foster care networks and rescue
organisations provide critical care for animals in need
by rescuing, rehabilitating and rehoming pets. They are
run mostly by volunteers, and these animal carers are
an important part of our animal welfare system. They
provide temporary foster care in a home environment
for animals being rehabilitated, rehoming many dogs
and cats each year. Their work decreases the amount of
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time that animals spend in pounds and shelters and
enables many more pets to find new families. But the
system has developed over the years rather organically,
and our regulatory arrangements to support their work
has not kept up.
The government has recently commenced a
comprehensive review that will provide us with options
to improve dog and cat foster care in Victoria. The
review will ensure that regulatory frameworks and
legislation for community foster care networks and
rescue organisations are fit for purpose. It will consider
the relevant legislative, compliance and enforcement
frameworks; best practice for recognising community
foster care networks and animal rescue groups in
legislation; opportunities to maximise the welfare and
survival rates of cats and dogs, including barriers to
rehoming; how to minimise shelter and pound
euthanasia rates through foster care networks and
rescue groups; and best practice approaches for
registration and identification for dogs and cats in foster
care. The independent review will involve extensive
consultation and will provide recommendations to the
government for change where required.
I thank our animal foster carers and those who
coordinate their efforts for the amazing work they do
caring for Victoria’s animals. This review is about
supporting their valuable work, and I encourage their
input to it.

Neighbourhood houses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (09:45) — I rise to update the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is investing in
neighbourhood houses and supporting their expansion
across Victoria. Our government recognises the
important role facilities like neighbourhood houses play
in being places of inclusion for many people, as well as
assisting in social cohesion, the provision of education
and the opportunity to volunteer in local communities.
Through the neighbourhood house coordination
program our government provides recurrent funding of
over $30.11 million per annum to support
375 neighbourhood houses, 16 neighbourhood house
networks and the peak body, Neighbourhood Houses
Victoria. And I am very pleased that, as part of the
2018–19 budget, we saw record new funding of
$21.8 million to expand the neighbourhood house
network and support staff, the volunteers and the local
communities that they serve.
In one budget we have invested almost eight times what
the former Liberal government spent during their entire
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term in support of neighbourhood houses. Our record
investment has funded additional coordination hours to
houses that previously received less than
25 coordination hours per week, and a total of
162 neighbourhood houses have had their coordination
hours increased. This is the biggest ever funding boost
in neighbourhood house coordination hours in
Victoria’s history.

wonderful place to live and work. Theatre Royal in
Camperdown is a much-loved hub for arts and cultural
entertainment, but its existing facilities are no longer
meeting the needs of modern productions. It is my great
pleasure this morning in Parliament to announce a
$50 000 grant to Corangamite Shire Council so that
Theatre Royal can install the new equipment they
desire.

We have also increased funding to neighbourhood
house networks to deliver 4800 additional hours of
support to neighbourhood houses. These networks
provide valuable advice and support to neighbourhood
houses to improve access to key services and activities.
We are also providing coordination hours funding to a
number of new or existing unfunded neighbourhood
houses. The application process for new or unfunded
neighbourhood houses closed on 31 July, and I look
forward to announcing the newly funded
neighbourhood houses very soon.

Upgrades include permanent sound and lighting
equipment and new projection equipment, as well as
new tables and comfortable new seating for patrons.
Currently theatre users are required to provide their
own sound and lighting or hire equipment at a cost of
up to $2500. This expense jeopardises the sustainability
of the theatre and limits the kind of shows that
Camperdown can attract.

Further, neighbourhood houses funded through the
neighbourhood house coordination program are now
eligible to apply for non-recurrent grants of up to
$30 000 to support small-scale infrastructure
modifications to improve accessibility, as well as grants
of up to $10 000 for minor works, equipment and ICT
upgrades. Those grant applications close at 5 p.m. on
1 October.

The improvements will strengthen the community by
developing a facility that can provide ongoing
economic benefits for Camperdown. This important
grant will help restore Camperdown’s Theatre Royal to
its former glory so that people can enjoy the facility
now and well into the future. This is just the latest
example of the many hundreds of projects our
government is supporting in getting on with the job of
delivering for all Victorians and doing so hand in hand
with local community organisations.

Young Pasifika
Our government’s unprecedented investment will
ensure neighbourhood houses can continue to provide
the vital employment, training and volunteering
services that people need. Our government has put
people first, and this is why we want more Victorians to
experience the benefits of neighbourhood houses and
the wonderful work that they do. I take this opportunity
to congratulate Neighbourhood Houses Victoria in
working with our government to deliver a great
outcome.

Theatre Royal, Camperdown
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) (09:47) — I rise to update the house on
how the Andrews Labor government is delivering for
all Victorians. The Camperdown Theatre Royal in
south-west Victoria is set for new and improved
equipment so that it can continue to serve as an
important social and cultural hub, and this is occurring
through funding from our government’s Stronger
Regional Communities Plan.
This program aims to support rural and regional towns
to attract families and young people and invest in
community-led projects that make regional Victoria a

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(09:49) — I rise today to update the house on the
valuable work the Young Pasifika program has been
doing to give young Pacific Islanders targeted support
and more opportunities to connect with their
community. Young Pacific Islanders can face a number
of challenges, including disengagement from school,
taking drugs or alcohol, or discrimination.
In 2017 we invested $600 000 in the Young Pasifika
program to fund experienced youth outreach workers to
work directly with young Pacific Islanders in the Casey
and Wyndham areas to help them reconnect to school,
jobs and training. Since then the program, known as
Le Mana, meaning ‘empower’, which is run by the
Centre for Multicultural Youth, has engaged over
2000 young Pacific Islander Victorians. Young people
across 13 schools in the Casey and Wyndham areas are
being supported through the program, which is
engaging them with school and providing a culturally
tailored program in which the students can explore their
cultural identity and discuss challenges they face at
home and at school.
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Our government has invested a further $475 000
through funding in this year’s budget to expand this
program to two new sites in Brimbank and Dandenong,
supporting more young Pacific Islanders. The
additional funding will see the expansion of the
delivery of individual casework, two further youth
workers and the introduction of new dedicated
programs for young women. We are making this
investment because our government believes every
young person should have the opportunities and support
they need to reach their full potential, including those
young people who face levels of disadvantage.
Our new programs in youth affairs are aimed at
supporting young people to be their best, and we are
providing them with supports through trained youth
workers. I make the point also that our government has
made some recent announcements around access to free
TAFE for youth workers, which will increase the
number of trained and skilled youth workers in our
state.
Programs like Empower Youth, Young Pasifika, our
new community support groups and the Morwell youth
space all focus on providing young people with quality
support from youth workers to engage and strengthen
their connections to community and help them to be
their best. From our investment in these various
programs, over 35 new youth work positions have been
created. We are making significant investments that
aim to get more youth workers on the ground to support
young people, particularly to make sure that they can
access employment and training opportunities after the
cuts by the previous government.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Government performance
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (09:51) — In
2013 Joe Hockey was sworn in as Treasurer under an
Abbott federal government and over the next two years
the buzzwords were ‘debt’ and ‘deficit’. As a nation we
were told to tighten our belts. The surplus left by the
previous hardworking Liberal government had been
gobbled up and spat back at us by the
Gillard-Rudd-Gillard years in the form of $250 billion
of debt. Yet as a nation we wince at any efforts to
control spending — we zone in on the loudest voices,
afraid of the political fallout, and assume a general
consensus that everybody wants more and more debt.
But that is not true. In fact many people I speak to are
extraordinarily alarmed at the rate of spending and the
promises that the Andrews government in Victoria is
signing us up to. Some may call it fiscal confidence, but
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I am inclined to believe it is more like fiscal
irresponsibility.
The Andrews government is spending like a drunken
sailor. Budget blowouts have hit $26 billion and net
debt forecasts show an increase from $18 billion to
$29 billion. I guess Labor hopes people will get lost in
the blur of zeros and it will become too much to
comprehend and, for many, too much to even care
about. Given thousands of Victorians cannot even
recognise who our Premier is, why would they care
about how far he has pushed the debt-laden ship out to
sea?
This is a state government giddy on debt and euphoric
in the wake of burgeoning stamp duty coffers and the
12 new taxes it has dumped upon the very people to
whom it so solemnly promised that there would be no
new taxes. The good ship Dan is taking on water as the
fiscal seas rough up in the winds of change. As banks
begin their interest rate climb and the housing market
flattens, the stamp duty gravy train will begin to slow.
Wages growth is battling inflation and total personal
debt in Australia is about $2 trillion. But what is not
slowing is the spending. Labor is determined to blow
billions to hold the reins. Spiralling debt —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Ramsay.

Yom Kippur
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (09:53) — It gives me no pleasure to rise
for my members statement today. This is a day on
which I ordinarily would not be here. This is a day on
which I have never worked in my professional career. It
is of course Yom Kippur, the holiest of days in the
Jewish calendar. It is a day that starts the night before,
Erev Yom Kippur, which would have come at
5.55 p.m. yesterday, while I was still in this place. That
is the time that I go to service every Erev Yom Kippur.
It is the day I go to service with my children. I have
been to synagogue on Yom Kippur every day for the
last 20 years that I can recall.
It gives me no pleasure to be here on a day of
atonement, a day of prayer and a day of reflection for
me — a day ultimately of repentance for actions that I
have taken, and their consequences, over the last
12 months. However, I am here today, and there are
some who would suggest that I should have asked for a
pair. I am not in a position to ask for a pair because,
unfortunately, if people trash their own religion for a
pair, what faith and trust do I have that they will not
trash mine? I hope that the 59th Parliament fixes that
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state of affairs. I think it reflects poorly on all of us,
myself included, and I hope that it does not occur again.

The Greens
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (09:54) — I
came here from the grassroots of the Greens. I joined a
small branch in Brimbank back in 2006, and that
branch connected me to this place — the Greens party
connected me to this place — while everything else in
my life gave me no indication that I had any business
here.
This job is all consuming, but every day I come and I
work really hard to earn this privilege of representing
the people of Western Metropolitan Region. It has been
really tough to help the people in Western Metropolitan
Region believe that this place should be relevant to
them and that they should be represented, as is often the
case in safe Labor regions, where people feel at best
that they are overlooked and at worst that they are
ignored.
I have been reading Harry Potter for a bit of escapism,
but to be real I only read it because a new Greens
volunteer told me that it taught a whole generation
about morality and courage, the myths we tell about
ourselves and how they make us behave. We are here
representing our electorates and the ideologies that we
bring to the party. I am so proud that being part of the
Greens means that I can come here as a whole person to
represent the grassroots movement that brings us
progressive change.

Government performance
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (09:56) —
Today I want the chamber’s and the community’s
attention drawn to the failure of the government to table
annual reports. These annual reports are an important
vehicle to enable the community to know the
performance of government departments, agencies,
hospitals, health services and universities right across
the state government’s gambit. The Financial
Management Act 1994 requires 233 separate annual
reports to be tabled, and in terms of universities and
alpine resorts there are at least another 25, so this is a
very significant number. I note this is the second-last
sitting day. The Financial Management Act requires the
tabling of reports by the end of October. I can only
think that the government’s intention in finishing the
sitting of the Parliament early is to avoid scrutiny by
avoiding the tabling of annual reports.
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Now, I am hopeful that all of these reports will be
tabled tomorrow. It will in one sense be a contempt of
the Parliament by dumping the reports in a way where
scrutiny is restricted and diminished because of them
being dumped on one day. The failure of the Parliament
to sit beyond that point means that scrutiny will
necessarily be restricted. I am hopeful that the
government will dump all of those reports tomorrow,
because at least the community will be able to see them,
but my suspicion is they will table some reports and
many will be hidden. I have seen Labor governments
try to hide financial blowouts before. We need to see
the performance of the Level Crossing Removal
Authority, the performance of universities and
hospitals —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Davis.

Cobram District Health
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:58) — I rise to
inform the house about my recent visit to Cobram
District Health to announce funding of $1.6 million
from the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund. The
money will be used to upgrade Irvin House, the
residential aged-care facility run by Cobram District
Health. The project will specifically deliver a new build
of single rooms and the conversion of existing double
rooms to single rooms, each with its own ensuite. The
rooms will comply with the Department of Health and
Human Services guidelines on aged-care facilities and
will add to the life cycle of the facility. The improved
facility will enable Cobram District Health to continue
to deliver a high level of residential aged-care services
and, most importantly, give local people the aged-care
service they need and deserve. I want to thank the chair
of the board, Dale Brooks, and Carolyn Hargraves, the
CEO, for showing me around the facility and also for
the very warm reception that I received from staff and
residents.

J. Furphy & Sons
Mr GEPP — I also recently visited with
J. Furphy & Sons Pty Ltd in Shepparton to announce
the expansion in Shepparton of the Industry Capability
Network (ICN), which will help local industry connect
with local businesses and improve their chances of
bidding for local government projects. I want to thank
the managing director, Adam Furphy, and Grant
Jennings from the ICN for showing me around the
business, which is a great local manufacturing business
servicing northern Victoria.
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St Kilda Mums
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(09:59) — I rise to speak about a recent announcement
made by Andrew Bond, the Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Albert Park, in relation to St Kilda
Mums, that superb organisation. But before I do that,
having been in the chamber when he spoke, I want to
briefly respond to the comments made by Mr Dalidakis
in his members statement. It is regrettable that
Mr Dalidakis has said that he felt unable to request a
pair, particularly given that I think everybody in this
chamber knows that a pairing arrangement operated
very successfully during the last sitting week for
Ms Crozier. I just want to make that observation
without debating the reasons behind those comments.
In relation to St Kilda Mums, I was delighted to see this
announcement made last week by Andrew Bond. It is a
commitment of $100 000 if the coalition is successfully
elected. This will enable St Kilda Mums, as it wishes to
do, to expand its Safe Start program to Frankston
Hospital and also to support —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am always conscious
of those in glasshouses not throwing stones. The
references to Ms Shing are inappropriate as far as I am
concerned, and given what I read in the newspapers I
would find it very difficult to stop similar interjections
from this side against the Liberal Party if remarks were
made. Just stop it, please. Ms Fitzherbert to complete
her statement.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Last year St Kilda Mums
supported more than 18 000 babies and children. It
operates in 70 out of 79 local government areas in
Victoria. But I am particularly delighted that this
announcement actually caused the member for Albert
Park in the Assembly, Mr Foley, to have his first
contact with St Kilda Mums. It has been operating for
nine years. It is a powerhouse on a statewide level, and
yet it is only this announcement of support for an
organisation that currently receives no government
funding at all that has prompted Martin Foley to
actually pick up the phone and find out what it does.

Mullum Mullum Trail
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:02) — I
was very pleased on Sunday to be at the opening of the
1.3-kilometre link for the Mullum Mullum Trail, which
runs through the Mullum Mullum Creek valley from
Templestowe and connects to EastLink in Donvale.
This last missing piece of the shared-use path connects
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with other shared-use paths, as in the Koonung,
EastLink and Main Yarra trails. It is a circular track that
allows people to cycle or walk, if they want to,
42 kilometres of off-road shared-use paths through the
Currawong Bush Park sanctuary, which is a beautiful
part of Melbourne. It features wetlands with flora and
fauna such as cockatoos, butcher birds and, if you are
lucky enough, you can see a platypus in the creek,
which I have seen from time to time. That is fantastic.
There are wildflowers as well as other types of natural
scenes. The trail is in one of the most beautiful parts of
Melbourne.

Felicitations
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(10:03) — It is the end of another parliamentary term,
the 58th Parliament. It is a busy life, and when you look
back you find that four years has flown by. I would like
to take the opportunity in the last sitting week to thank
all the staff of the Parliament for the work they do to
help us to do our work on behalf of the people of
Victoria.
Thank you to the staff of the Department of
Parliamentary Services organisation development unit
and the security and electorate properties unit who
support us and our electorate officers. Thank you to IT
who keep the Parliament internet and email services
functioning and for whom no problem is too small to
fix. Thank you to the library for the wonderful
publications and seminars they run and for the research
they do to support us in our work. Thank you to the
protective services officers and the security staff who
look after the safety of MPs, parliamentary staff and
members of the public. Thank you to the catering staff
for the wonderful food and coffee. Thanks to the
buildings and grounds staff for the wonderful
surroundings, including the new building. Thank you to
the community engagement staff who show the public
around Parliament House. Thank you to Hansard who
make sense of what we all say in this place. Thank you
to the committee and table office staff for their support
and assistance, often at short notice.
Thank you to the clerks and their staff for everything
they do; you are amazing. Thank you to the Presiding
Officers and their staff. Thank you to the attendants,
especially the redcoats, upon whom we rely on for so
much. I wish those MPs who are retiring the very best
in their future endeavours and the best of luck to
everyone in the coming campaign.
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Latrobe Valley community facility funding
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:05) — The work
associated with the Latrobe Valley Authority’s
community facility fund continues, and it has been a
great pleasure to be part of an additional $3.7 million
being allocated across those three local government
areas, being Baw Baw shire, Latrobe shire and
Wellington shire. They include the Willow Grove
Recreation Reserve pavilion, Willow Grove Recreation
Reserve irrigation and storage shed, Warragul cricket
club, Trafalgar Victory Football Club, Community
College Gippsland, Future Morwell, Traralgon Public
Cemetery Trust, Morwell Historical Society, Traralgon
Redsox Baseball Club, Traralgon Golf Club, Twin City
Archers Gippsland, Moe Cricket Club, Old Gippstown,
Yallourn North Bowling Club, Yarra Trail, Rotary Club
of Sale Central, Sale Botanic Gardens, Stratford
Bowling Club, Heyfield RV Park, Victoria Park water
tower, Sale Golf Club, Maffra Golf Club, Maffra
Dramatic Society, Licola Wilderness Village, Gumnuts
Early Learning Centre and Veronica Maybury
Memorial Reserve.
In addition to this, it has been wonderful to be able to
support Scouts Victoria with upgrades at six halls in
Glengarry, Trafalgar, Stratford, Maffra, Newborough
and Traralgon to improve accessibility and universal
design to make sure that more people can participate in
pride of place in community activities and that all parts
of the Latrobe Valley region have the best possible
opportunities to thrive, to grow and to really define and
set out a positive future.

Mat Bowtell
The PRESIDENT (10:06) — It is a bit unusual for
me to do a members statement, but I do want to make
one this morning. I am often asked what is the most
significant thing about the work that I do — what I find
the most satisfactory. I always answer that it is the
inspirational people I meet. Last Friday night I attended
a dinner of the Australia-Japan Society of Victoria.
They had a guest speaker at that function, a man called
Mat Bowtell, who is an innovator and an engineer who
worked for Toyota for a number of years and when
Toyota was closing was part of what I regard as quite a
successful transition program for some of their
employees.
Mat Bowtell is an incredible Victorian and Australian.
He now develops prosthetics for people who need
them, and he puts the plans for those prosthetics on the
open web for anyone anywhere in the world to actually
copy and create new limbs for people who are in need
of them. With his genius he could be a multimillionaire,
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and yet he is so dedicated to humanity that he develops
these products that give people a whole new life,
effectively, and then puts them on open source on the
internet for anybody else to use.
The interesting thing is that one of the hands that he
described the other night at this function was the
equivalent of a product that is available in the
marketplace for around $15 000. In Australia that might
be feasible; in many parts of the world it clearly is not.
Mat Bowtell has invented a prosthetic hand that costs
$8. He is a remarkable man and, as I said, a remarkable
Victorian and Australian, and I thought that today he
needed some acknowledgement in this place.

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Debate resumed from 5 September; motion of
Ms Wooldridge (Eastern Metropolitan):
That this house notes that after four long years Victoria is
beset with problems caused by Premier Daniel Andrews and
his Labor government and Victorians are now faced with —
(1) the highest crimes against the person offence numbers in
Victoria’s history;
(2) sentences and a bail system that do not meet community
expectations;
(3) a youth justice system in crisis;
(4) rising electricity prices due to Labor’s forced closure of
Hazelwood power station;
(5) increasing traffic congestion on our freeways and in our
suburbs;
(6) a $1.3 billion bill for not building the east–west link;
(7) the betrayal of 60 000 Country Fire Authority volunteers
and their communities;
(8) six ministers and six Labor members whose actions are
under police investigation;
(9) 74 cancer beds axed at a cost to taxpayers of
$100 million;
(10) a broken education system and a vocational education
and training system with ongoing cuts and reduced
enrolments;
(11) watered-down planning protections;
(12) sporting organisations and community clubs forced to
take out loans;
(13) farmers and regional communities being ignored and
funding cuts for local country roads;
(14) an ice injecting room;
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(15) blowouts in public housing waiting lists and dental
waiting lists;
(16) 14 straight negative Sensis small business index results;
(17) no plan to manage Victoria’s population;
and further notes that Premier Daniel Andrews has presided
over a dysfunctional, rorting and morally corrupt government
plagued by infighting, mismanagement, favouritism and crisis
focused only on itself and not on Victorians.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (10:09) — I
believe I only have a short while to conclude my
contribution to this motion, but I do note that it is
without doubt —
Mr Gepp — Take your time.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, Mr Gepp; I will. It is
without doubt a disgraceful and shocking government
that Victoria has been subjected to for nearly four years
now. We have no greater examples than those laid out
in the motion that Ms Wooldridge has moved.
The crime rate has continued to increase. I note that just
yesterday in Ararat, in western Victoria, there was a
home invasion. It was almost unthought-of that a home
invasion would occur in Ararat just a few short years
ago, yet unfortunately these are the types of crimes that
are becoming everyday occurrences in parts of western
Victoria that we would have thought would be
exceptionally safe.
It is crucial that on 24 November this year, when
Victorians go to vote — and I am sure many people are
actually going to be voting before 24 November with
both postal votes and early votes — people make a
choice as to whether or not they want to continue on
with a government that has seen crime spiral out of
control, a government that, despite committing to
introducing no new taxes, has introduced in excess of
12 new taxes that represent 12 broken promises to
every single Victorian from Daniel Andrews and his
government. Perhaps one of the most shocking
deceptions of this government was the over $1.3 billion
not to build the east–west link, a critical piece of
infrastructure that we know is needed now — not
tomorrow, not in a year’s time. It is required now.
Mr Finn — $1.3 billion.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, Mr Finn, it was $1.3 billion
wasted.
Mr Finn — Criminal waste.
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Mr MORRIS — It would go close to criminal
waste indeed to not build a critical piece of
infrastructure that is urgently required in our state.
However, there is an opportunity for the state of
Victoria to turn this around and to elect a government in
November this year that will actually prioritise the
community rather than prioritising union mates. We
have a leader in Matthew Guy who will prioritise the
needs of the Victorian community and place those at
the front and centre.
We know that Victoria is growing significantly, and in
many cases Melbourne is growing in a way that is
unsustainable. We know what we need to do. We need
to ensure that regional Victoria can take that growth.
The 8 per cent of population growth that is occurring
outside of Melbourne is nowhere near large enough.
We need to make sure that more people move to
regional Victoria. Regional Victoria is a great place to
live. Whether it is Ballarat, Geelong, Ararat or
Maryborough, there are many wonderful places.
Mr Finn — Colac.
Mr MORRIS — Colac indeed. There is also
Warrnambool. Hamilton is a great spot; Casterton is
another great spot. We have an opportunity to grow
Victoria, and we know that needs to happen because
Daniel Andrews and his city-centric government have
wholly focused on Melbourne. They have completely
ignored regional Victoria to the point that we have a
minister in this place, Minister Dalidakis, who could
not tell the difference between Ballarat and Bendigo in
a recent small business pamphlet that was mailed out.
Mr Finn — He doesn’t know which way is up.
Mr MORRIS — No, he does not know which way
is up indeed. For a minister of the Crown not to be able
to tell the difference between Ballarat and Bendigo is
indicative of the fact that we have a government that is
not serving all of Victoria; it is only looking after
metropolitan Melbourne.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — It does get a bit chilly in Ballarat
on the odd occasion; we had a bit of snow on Saturday
night.
It is critical that Victorians do make a choice when it
comes to the election in November this year — a choice
between the Andrews government, which has rorted
taxpayers money and misled the public, and a positive
approach for the state under a Matthew Guy-led Liberal
government.
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Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (10:14) — I
rise to speak on the coalition motion on failures of the
Andrews government. Every year the west gets left a
little further behind. We see the visible signs of neglect
every day. The residents of West Footscray, Seddon
and Brooklyn understood this well before toxic ash
darkened their sky. They could hear it every day in the
trucks that thundered down their residential streets.
They understood this well before Stony Creek bled blue
from toxic pollutants. Local residents throughout the
west have been fighting for their waterways to be
properly looked after, cleaned and regulated for years.
That neglect is well understood in other suburbs of my
electorate. Residents in Ravenhall and Werribee smell
it in the regulatory failures that allow Melbourne’s
largest landfills to blow the stench of rubbish into their
homes. Parents in Sunshine faced it this year when
funding dedicated to long-awaited upgrades at Sunshine
College were spent on removing asbestos. They lost
facilities because of this. Doctors and nurses in
Footscray know it when they have to treat emergency
patients in hospital corridors because their rooms are no
longer fit for purpose. At the end of the day commuters
heading west sit idle in traffic congestion on the West
Gate Bridge because trains are too infrequent and bus
stops do not connect.
The opposition have tabled a motion that levels serious
accusations at the Andrews Labor government on the
decisions and actions they have gotten wrong in their
first term of government, when what the motion fails to
recognise, as the members of my electorate know well,
is that irrespective of who is in government this is
politics as usual. Under a coalition state government
outcomes for the west are likely to be even worse.
Infrastructure spending will still be prioritised for
marginal seats, political pointscoring will still win over
sound policy and every year the west will get left a little
further behind. The reality is that to reverse decades of
neglect the vision of government needs to be focused
on long-term, recurrent, dedicated funding based on the
real and growing needs of my community. For the west
what this requires is more than politics as usual.
To understand the full story of neglect in the west, let
me start with population growth. The west is currently
home to 20 per cent of Melbourne’s population, and it
is where Melbourne’s population growth will accelerate
greatest and fastest. In fact Regional Development
Australia predicted we will get 40 per cent of
Melbourne’s population growth over the next 40 years.
LeadWest, the regional collaborative partnership
between councils and industries, told us that the
estimated growth will be more in the order of 30 000 to
50 000 new residents per year for the region. We know
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the City of Wyndham has officially outgrown the City
of Greater Geelong.
So what does this population need? Sure, it needs
houses, but in some ways that is the easy part. The west
needs social infrastructure. This means community
centres, libraries, sport and recreation facilities, parks
and open space, aged-care facilities and all kinds of
emergency services — the stuff that keeps communities
strong, safe and healthy.
This week, and every week, 250 babies will be born in
Melbourne’s west. The Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office report Effective Planning for Population Growth
from August 2017 says that for every 10 000 residents
you need a new primary school. So to keep up with
those population figures in the next 15 years the
western suburbs of Melbourne will need dozens of new
primary schools, council community centres
accommodating childcare and youth services, public
parks, buildings for social housing and at least one or
two new hospitals. That is in the next 15 years.
The updated One Melbourne or Two? report from the
interface councils estimates that the existing
infrastructure gap for all growing suburbs across
Melbourne is at $11 billion. How many unmet projects
does this represent for my constituents alone?
In the time that the Labor government has had to
govern, what has the Andrews government achieved?
In this year’s budget papers the Andrews government
assigned $650 million to public transport. This money
is plugging holes in a heavily leaking dam supporting
maintenance, planning and long-overdue upgrades. A
report from the West of Melbourne Economic
Development Alliance tells us that 92 000 commuters
living in the western metropolitan area head into the
city every day. Where is the spend on public transport
services that service local commuters, such as the
long-overdue electrification of the Melton line, whilst
there is a projected increase of over 100 000 residents
in Melton in the next five years?
Let us talk about health services for a moment — health
services for a population that suffers from the highest
levels of diabetes, obesity and chronic health issues in
the state. Western Health estimates that its service
catchment will increase from 800 000 to 1.2 million
people by 2026, yet the Andrews state government
cannot even outline where the Footscray Hospital
rebuild will occur, though the planning for this is well
overdue.
Residents advocating for a new Melton hospital are
gathering on the steps of Parliament today for a
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postcard drop. Apparently Minister Jill Hennessy will
not even meet them there. The council and the Build
Melton Hospital campaign group heard Cesar Melhem
say 14 Labor MPs have advocated for this
much-needed urban infrastructure, but who are they
advocating to when they are the government? Is this the
best that we can get? If so, then what?
I am worried. I am worried that the funding meant for
the west has been pork-barrelled into bellwether seats
for the state election. I am worried that the Footscray
Hospital rebuild will fall well short of what is necessary
for the extra 400 000 people coming into the Western
Health catchment over the next 10 years. I am worried
the Andrews government will squander this opportunity
to build a world-class facility with specialist hospital
services for our community’s complex needs. I am
worried that they will be blind to the huge opportunity
this represents to create a teaching hospital for the west,
directly linked into our local universities and allied
health services, like the Monash and Alfred hospitals.
The west also needs jobs. Report after report reinforces
that, with all that population growth, job creation just is
not keeping up. The state government wants to hand
over billions to Transurban to build the West Gate toll
road — the opaque non-solution to the west’s transport
challenges. It is an expensive mistake we cannot afford
to make. It takes trucks off some roads while adding
them to others without actually solving congestion —
and tolling us for the privilege. Meanwhile the state
Labor government tells us the project represents
6000 construction jobs, but recent reports suggest that
while there were approximately 413 200 working
residents in the west there were only 307 500 jobs.
Another report warns that 100 000 more people will be
commuting out of Melbourne’s west by 2030 above the
number of jobs available now.
The National Institute of Economic and Industry
Research called for investment in the western metro
region to create 48 000 jobs in education and health.
They warn that policymakers need to peg employment
to the rapidly increasing population. In this context
6000 jobs for a pointless West Gate toll road barely
plugs a hole in the dam. If the state government does
not provide strong, long-term planning to reverse
longstanding neglect, the future of our communities is
one of greater unemployment and greater social
disadvantage, and communities are already fighting to
keep their heads above water.
In the west we are playing catch-up following decades
of neglect. Our services are stretched — some are at
breaking point — while our population booms. What
the west needed from this government was for its
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growth to be matched with public investment. The
vision the Greens have for the west rejects the
politics-as-usual approach. In this age of accelerated
climate change the west could be the
renewables-powered electric motor of a new clean,
green economy, one that gives us a fighting chance of
reversing the disadvantage and staggering health
problems that have gripped our communities. It
concerns me that our communities remain wanting
because this government cannot bring itself to join the
dots on the pressures of growth and the worsening
disadvantage in our region.
We want secure local jobs that help us build sustainable
communities that are good for our environment and
allow us time to enjoy being with our family and
friends. We want our native vegetation and natural
habitats restored and celebrated for their preciousness
and biodiversity. We want people-friendly
infrastructure that builds connectivity and makes it a
pleasure rather than a curse to move around our great
city. So in response to the coalition’s motion and to any
future state government, we have four propositions
about how you can demonstrate to my constituents
living in the west that you are willing to work beyond
politics as usual. These would get the communities in
Western Metropolitan Region to be on par with
Melbourne’s average. Surely that is not asking too
much.
In relation to the West Footscray fires, the community
survey my office conducted almost immediately after
the fire shows that 60 per cent of respondents reported
symptoms, from sore throats, headaches and dizziness
to children with week-long blood noses. Signs warning
residents about Stony Creek are still being put up, and I
wonder how long toxic run-off such as BTEX —
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene — PFAS
and other fire combustion by-products will remain in
this waterway. We want the minister to commit to
collate all health data, monitor the health impacts of the
fire over the long term and map the long-term impacts
of the toxic run-off from Stony Creek on our local
ecosystems.
In relation to waste, my constituents tell me all the time
about the health and safety impacts of living near the
Werribee and Ravenhall tips. The tip expansions also
damage our groundwater and air quality. Not only does
the Labor government need to stop the expansion of
these tips; we Greens believe that our approach to waste
management needs to be transformed. We need to find
ways to create a zero-waste Victoria. Take food
waste — over a third of what we put in our wheelie
bins is food waste, and if you look across all our waste
streams, we are talking about 40 per cent that is food.
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We Greens believe Victoria needs to get smart and
collect this for composting instead of throwing it into
landfill, and this is why we have charted a road map for
Victoria to get to the circular economy we need to get
to. This is why we are calling on Victorians without the
option to recycle food to join us, get a sticker for their
bin and support our compost landfill plan.
In terms of transport, throughout 2018 we Greens have
argued that the Labor government needs to stop the
West Gate toll road. People from the outer west will
save just 3 minutes if they take the West Gate tunnel,
and that is if they pay a toll. And that is after sitting
through five years of roadworks. It is time we get smart
on how we move hundreds of people and hundreds of
new residents in the west. One person per car
commuting large distances just does not work; we need
to concentrate on moving people and not cars. This is
why we have developed a transport master plan that
builds a port rail shuttle, gets the worst truck polluters
off our roads, expands and increases trains and bus
services, replaces V/Line services with Metro services
in the outer west, plans for the second Metro Tunnel
and funds feasibility studies for more light rail
passenger routes through the west. This will transform
the capacity for those of us commuting between the
outer west and Melbourne and change the way we live.
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bankruptcy of the Liberal Party. I just checked the app
on my phone — I reckon everyone has got one of these,
don’t they? — and it is 42 days until caretaker mode
and 66 days until the election. Maybe some people do
not need an app on their phone; they can just remember
this and calculate it instantly.
Today represents the last opposition business day, and
it is an opportunity for the alternative government to
talk about anything that they would like to talk about —
their positive plans for Victoria’s future, perhaps some
reflection on their philosophy, some reflection on what
their priorities would be, maybe even some
self-congratulatory pat on the back about some of the
election commitments they have announced. What we
have instead is a list of 17 things that just equate to the
Liberal-National party’s favourite talking points. Time
does not allow me to provide a thorough critique of all
of them, so I have picked out about four that I would
just like to speak on. I am sure other members will take
the opportunity to flesh out some of the others. Point 4
is:
rising electricity prices due to Labor’s forced closure of
Hazelwood power station …

This motion is prefaced on a lie. Number 14 is:
an ice injecting room …

Finally, we live in unprecedented times in which certain
politicians do not even flinch when considering whether
they will use racism to extract a political advantage. As
a migrant, as the daughter of Vietnamese boat people,
the divisive targeting of our First Nations people, of
migrants and of people seeking asylum both troubles
and sickens me. I am tired of representatives who look
at power and the formation of government as more
important than the damage they cause not only to
marginal communities but also to the social and
political fabric they swear to protect. We Greens reject
this view. We recognise that Victorians need to join
together with people from all walks of life to fight for a
future together. The Victorian Greens believe we
deserve from Parliament representatives who will
demonstrate that our diversity is our strength.
I am really, really pleased to be standing here and
speaking against this motion, as I believe that we need
to work a lot harder on focusing on long-term planning
using evidence to back the things that we need for our
communities and our electorates, rather than using
parliamentary time to take a whack at our political
opponents.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(10:27) — I might pick up where Ms Truong just left
off. I think this is great evidence of the intellectual

which is another lie. We are here 66 days before an
election and with all day to rabbit on about whatever it
is they want to talk about. The best the opposition can
do is come in with a 17-point list of things which they
all want to carry on about and in which there are
discernible lies to be found.
I would also like to draw attention to number 7 — the
alleged betrayal of 60 000 Country Fire Authority
(CFA) volunteers and their communities. Again, this is
just a complete mistruth. Our fire services do need
reform. The maps that delineate between our
metropolitan fire service and our CFA represent a
picture of what Melbourne looked like in the 1950s.
They were good boundaries then, but they are not
anymore. Similarly the motion talks about population,
yet the opposition’s approach to the reform, or lack
thereof, in our fire services is completely absent of any
practical consideration of where Victoria’s current
population dispersal is.
Point 13 suggests farmers and regional communities are
being ignored and that there are funding cuts for local
country roads. Again, nothing could be further from the
truth. This language that Ms Wooldridge has chosen to
use is just completely dishonest. I will just talk a little
bit about the approach that we have taken to farmers
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and regional communities and just remind members
opposite about exactly who does the ignoring, exactly
who does the neglect and exactly who when in
government forces on our country communities cuts
and closures every single time they have the
opportunity, compared to our significant investment
and support for our farmers and for our regional
communities.
Let us talk about the farmers first up. The government
that the coalition last formed — the
Baillieu-Napthine-Ryan government — oversaw
dramatic cuts to frontline biosecurity services. They
claim to be for the farmers, they claim to care about
exports and they claim to care about our $13 billion
agricultural industry. When they were in government
and they had their so-called sustainable government
initiative, which was beautiful Orwellian language for
‘We’re going to sack a whole bunch of the public
servants who support our communities’, they had little
department-by-department lists of which frontline
services would be exempt.
The department that comprised environment, water and
agriculture under the former government was one that
really stood out in any analysis of the sustainable
government initiative, and the agriculture portfolio was,
really, the one area where no-one was declared as being
frontline service delivery. I have gotten to know lots of
our Agriculture Victoria staff over the last four years,
and I cannot think of much that is much more frontline
than the work that these people do. They are very close
to being first responders in emergency management,
they interact with the public on a daily basis — in fact
on an hourly basis — and they provide emergency
response, practical support, advice and testing. The list
is long, and it is frontline work by any measure. The
cuts to core biosecurity services were so dramatic that
we have had to invest many, many millions of dollars
to rebuild capacity after what was done by the National
Party when they were in government.
Contrast that with the approach that we have taken. We
have invested in our agriculture sector with a
$200 million Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
We have also led the biggest reform in agriculture since
the last time a Labor government led the biggest reform
in agriculture, with the electronic tagging of our sheep
and goats. When The Nationals put up the white flag on
fruit fly we said, ‘No, that’s not a good idea’. We rolled
that back, and we have been supporting our
communities to better respond to fruit fly rather than
just say, ‘Sorry, folks. That was all just a bit hard, so
we’re not going to do that anymore’. The Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund is driving significant
change in terms of agricultural technology.
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There is a long list of infrastructure projects, from the
Macalister irrigation district in Gippsland to the
Doppler radar in the Wimmera to country roads
projects like the regional first and last mile project, and
the list goes on. There is a $30 million agriculture
investment plan to help our farmers better manage their
energy consumption, generation and obviously,
therefore, their costs. On country roads, in addition to
the regional first and last mile project for agricultural
roads that has now had its second successful round
delivered to support all commodity groups in all
regions — and these are council roads, I might add —
there was close to $1 billion in the last state budget for
country roads. The idea that there are cuts or that
communities are being ignored is just the stupidest
assertion ever, and I would suggest that the author of
this motion probably does not know anything much
about regional Victoria at all.
On regional communities, can I just say that the idea
that regional communities are being ignored is just
laughable. I will just take one set of numbers to
illustrate my point here. The four budgets that our
government has delivered have provided $13.6 billion
to our regional Victorian communities in services and
infrastructure.
We have got all sorts of exciting projects in Ballarat,
Bendigo and Geelong, and we have got all sorts of
exciting projects in communities everywhere else in the
state. I announced one this morning for Camperdown. I
talked to the regional community leadership
participants yesterday about one in Rupanyup.
Mr Gepp and I are going to be in Mildura next week
talking about projects in Mildura, and of course what
about Shepparton? Why don’t we talk about
Shepparton? Why don’t we talk about how utterly
useless the coalition have been in delivering for
Shepparton since time began, basically, and how
suddenly that is different now that there is some decent
local representation.
I was talking about $13.6 billion. What was the total
investment by government in the previous four
budgets? It was $7.2 billion. We never set out to double
investment in regional Victoria, in schools, in hospitals,
in local roads to markets and in hundreds and hundreds
of community projects, but $13.6 billion is quite a lot
more than $7.2 billion. Even if you jiggle that 7.2 up a
bit with some generous indexation, you cannot get it
within a bull’s roar of 13.6, because the fact is the Nats
roll over and get their tummies tickled by the Liberals
every time they are in government, and they never
deliver for rural communities. They never deliver for
regional Victoria, and we know the Libs just do not
care.
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Ms Bath — You’re edging up to the Greens.
Ms PULFORD — Ms Bath talks about the Greens.
Ms Bath votes with the Greens in here a fair bit more
often than I do. Ms Bath was cosying up to the Greens
in that debate yesterday. We know how much you love
the Greens — you love ‘em, you love ‘em, you love
‘em!
Ms Bath interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Back to what I was saying, The
Nationals — there is a bit of carry-on over there
because they are hypersensitive, and they should be.
The Kennett and McNamara government was a
devastating experience for regional Victoria. When I
think back about where we were this time four years
ago, what were people talking about in rural Victoria?
They were talking about how the TAFE campuses were
closing. They were talking about how the ambulance
response times were putting people at grave risk. What
have we got now? We have got TAFE campuses
opening, we have got new courses, we have got an
amazing restoration and recovery, almost phoenix-like,
of our TAFE system in Victoria. How about ambulance
response times? It turns out they have never been better.
I live in a regional city, but if I lived in a rural
community — and I grew up in a much smaller
community in regional Victoria — I sure as hell would
not be voting for The Nationals because no good can
ever come from that for our regional communities and
for our rural communities.
Then, if I could come to point (17) — and this is a
ripper, this is — ‘no plan to manage Victoria’s
population’. That would be apart from the
decentralisation of public sector jobs. That would be
apart from record investment in just about anything you
can think of, including close to doubling government
investment in our regions. The Liberals are running
around Melbourne telling everyone in Melbourne they
are going to move the traffic jams to regional Victoria,
and they are quiet as a mouse in regional Victoria about
what they are going to do because we know that they
never actually care what the local communities think.
They do not. They have got a really paternalistic style
and a really paternalistic view. They will just tell
regional communities and tell rural communities what
is best for them.
Our approach could not be more different. We have
developed and delivered this year a remarkable reform
of extraordinary depth in terms of community
engagement. It is creating real results for regional
Victorian communities through the regional
partnerships model. You can look at the Wimmera
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region and the pilot project currently underway for the
local community to completely redesign how early
years services are delivered for them. You can look at
the preventative health work that the Loddon Campaspe
region is doing. Giving schoolkids — primary,
secondary and even university students — a better
understanding of and engagement with our ag sector in
Gippsland. The Shipwreck Coast master plan has
finally been funded after having been talked about since
forever. Our regional partnerships and the way that the
government is responding to much deeper community
engagement than we have ever had before is delivering
extraordinary results for our rural Victorian
communities.
We will be putting to the Victorian community lots of
plans about how we want to continue the momentum,
how we want to protect them from cuts, closures and
big corporations. This motion tells me that the people
opposite are not fit to form a decent opposition, let
alone to form a government. Frankly, on your last day
of general business, you probably should have done
better.
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (10:42) —
It gives me a lot of pleasure to rise this morning to
speak on this motion. It is a very good motion that has
been raised, and there are 17 points in it in relation to
the failures of the government. I think it could have
been 117, actually. I picked out 17, and I agree with
some of them, but there are a whole lot more that I
would have added to it. I am also interested to follow
the Minister for Agriculture in relation to her selective
use of information. What I found really disappointing
about the Minister for Agriculture’s contribution was
that she did not even mention one of the most
significant things that is going on in the whole of
regional Victoria at the moment, and that is significant
drought, particularly down in East Gippsland. The
minister was down there, and she told the people —
told the farmers and told the communities — that they
have only been in drought for three weeks. On ABC
radio she told them, ‘You’ve only been in drought for
three weeks’. That is an absolute disgrace and a slap in
the face to those communities and to those people who
are doing it really tough in the drought conditions that
they have been experiencing.
The minister came in here this morning and gave a
ministers statement, and I thought, ‘Great! The minister
is going to say something about drought, she’s going to
say something about the damage that’s been done to the
strawberry farmers here in Victoria’. No. What did the
minister speak about? Dog and cat foster care. Oh, my
God, that shows you the priorities of this agriculture
minister and it shows you the priorities of this
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government. Instead of talking about the real issues in
regional Victoria that you would expect from the
agriculture minister, we are talking about dog and cat
foster care.
That takes me right back to where I wanted to actually
start my contribution. This is the most city-centric
government we have ever seen in this state. We have
got the most city-centric Premier that we have ever seen
in this state, and everything we see from this
government is really based on what happens to some of
those seats in Melbourne that they are trying to throw
money at to try to buy their way back into a second
term of office, and I am pretty sure that that will not be
the case.
This government is about creating winners and creating
losers. Everything that they do creates winners in
relation to a payback for a favour or a deal that they
have done somewhere along the line, and as a result of
that it creates losers on the other side of the ledger in
terms of people who have to pick up the pieces and pay
for those deals that the government has done, and I will
certainly get to some of those. But one of the most
critical elements a state government is required to do on
behalf of its constituency is to keep them safe, and it
should not be too much to ask that people can go about
their daily lives, can go about their daily business, can
go home to their homes at night-time and feel safe.
Unfortunately that is not the case under this
government. Never before have people felt so unsafe to
live in this state, and it is an absolute disgrace.
I am not going to go into all of the crime numbers, but I
will have a look at just a few of them. Since this
government came into office homicide-related offences
have gone up by 40 per cent, sexual assaults have gone
up by 45 per cent, robberies have gone up by 65 per
cent, motor vehicle thefts have gone up by 11 per cent,
which was one of the other ones, and you compare that
to some of the other states and we are well above most
of the other states. So people are more unsafe in this
community than they have ever been before, because
this government is soft on crime. It is very soft on
crime.
Many people experience theft and offences against
them on a daily basis, and just this week I had the same
experience myself. My flat was broken into on Sunday
night and my pushbike was stolen. Not that that is
going to bother me, but it is just another example of
how people break into places all the time and they steal
things and they get away with it, because they know
this government is not going to treat it seriously in
terms of trying to prosecute them. I feel for the police. I
rang up the police because I thought, ‘I’d better report it
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because it needs to be part of the statistics’. I knew the
police could not do much about it, because they are
very busy trying to do a whole range of other things and
there are not enough police. They are doing everything
that they can, but there are not enough resources for the
police and there are not enough of them. They are
fighting a daily battle to try to keep their heads above
water. I do feel for the police force here in Victoria,
because they are not getting the support that they need
from the government in terms of doing what they need
to do to try to keep people safe in this state.
We have heard stories — and Mr Morris mentioned
one earlier — that tell us this is not just a Melbourne
phenomenon. It is actually starting to occur right
around country Victoria as well, as people feel that they
can go and commit crimes and get away with it in this
day and age. That is an absolute disgrace. We need to
have much tougher measures in relation to people who
commit crimes, and we must have much more regard
for the victims of crime in terms of the impact that it
has on them. When we come into government in just
66 days, one of the first things we will do is beef up a
whole range of laws in relation to prosecuting people
and making people feel safe in their own homes. That
should be one of the first things that happens.
Another thing where this government has absolutely
been the worst that this state has ever seen is in relation
to corruption. We have seen it time and time and time
again. I cannot list them all but I will mention some.
The red shirts brigade. We have seen what happened
there, where taxpayers money was used by the Labor
Party to pay staff that were employed by the Parliament
to campaign directly on behalf of the Labor Party.
Ms Pulford — I reckon you shouldn’t talk about
this, because if you do, we will talk about what Steph
Ryan is up to.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — It is interesting that the
Minister for Agriculture is here. Your two staff
accompanied the Labor candidate to the police station.
We have got Minister Mikakos here; she was signing
blank forms in advance. How many — hundreds and
hundreds of them? I do not know how many. I am sure
she does not know how many there were either. She
was just signing blank forms for casual staff to work on
behalf of the Labor Party.
Ms Bath — Taxpayers money — $388 million.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — And we had 19 Labor people
arrested — 19 arrested so far — and I suspect that there
are going to be a few more knocks on the door early in
the morning from the police talking to some other
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people from the Labor Party in relation to those crimes
that were committed.
In terms of some of the other things, you could talk
about the Speaker or the Deputy Speaker in the other
place rorting their second home allowance. That
certainly happened. You could talk about the minister
who had the dogs in the ministerial car. I wonder if he
was off to the foster program that the minister was
talking about this morning with Ted and Patch. And
there have been a whole range of printing rorts and so
forth that have occurred on the other side of the
chamber. Unfortunately people in Victoria expect it
from the Labor Party nowadays; they absolutely expect
it.
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The cost of living is out of control in this state, whether
it is electricity, gas, water or taxes. As we know, Daniel
Andrews promised there would be no new taxes under
a government that he led. We know that that was a lie.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Mr Finn, you will be very
interested to hear this. The Treasurer was out doing a
doorstop this morning, and he made a comment that
was reported by one of the media representatives there.
The tweet said:
Treasurer @timpallas says it would be irresponsible to
promise no tax increases or new taxes.

So very clearly —
I am going to move on next to one of the ones that is
very dear to my heart and very dear to people who live
in regional Victoria, and that is the Country Fire
Authority (CFA). I have not got enough time to go
through it in a lot of detail, but what we have seen from
this government is a blatant attempt to smash up the
CFA and break it up. Why did they do that? It is
because they did a deal with Peter Marshall before the
last election, where he demanded much more power
over Victoria’s fire services. In return he had his
firefighters out campaigning directly on behalf of the
Labor Party in those marginal seats.

Mr O’SULLIVAN — At least he is not going to lie
about it this time. At least he is actually telling the truth.
It is not very often that the Treasurer tells the truth, but
on this occasion he is telling the truth. If this
government is re-elected, it will put taxes up again all
over the place. There will be new taxes and taxes that
will go up, which will hurt people who are trying to pay
their bills. We know that there have been 12 new taxes
from this government when they promised none.

We know that what Peter Marshall wanted was veto
rights over just about every aspect of the CFA, and
what did we see as a result of that? Anyone from the
Labor Party or anyone in the fire services who put up
their hand and said, ‘Sorry, Premier, I disagree with
what you are trying to do here’ — do you know what
happened to them? They got sacked. Whether it was the
former Minister for Emergency Services that got
sacked, whether it was the leaders of the CFA or the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade (MFB) or whether it was
board members of the CFA or the MFB, it did not
matter. If they disagreed with this government, they got
sacked.

I want to touch on electricity. The government closed
down the Hazelwood power station, which provided
22 per cent of baseload power. Why did they do that?
They wanted to do it by stealth. It was their policy in
2010. They put a $252 million coal tax on the industry,
and it got to the point where the company that was
running Hazelwood could not afford to run it anymore
so they closed it down. As a result of that, electricity
prices have doubled under this government, and we see
no signs of electricity prices coming down at all. That is
an absolute disgrace. We are having to import power
from other states just to keep the lights on, and that is
not good enough.

Thankfully this side of politics — those on this side of
the chamber — was able to make sure that that bill did
not go through, and the CFA has been saved for now,
although I suspect it is going to be very high on the list
in relation to Mr Marshall. He will want his pound of
flesh because he has already said he will have more to
say about that before the election. We will have a royal
commission into the fire services here in Victoria,
which will give us a better indication of exactly what is
really going on so we can have those issues dealt with
in a manner that they need to be dealt with in.

In relation to electricity, if this side of politics cannot
form government at the next election there is no doubt
there will be a coalition between the Labor Party and
the Greens. The Leader of the Greens asked a question
yesterday, talking about how they want to shut down
every coal-powered station here in Victoria. That will
be their demand if they are asked to join a coalition
government with the Labor Party, with Dr Ratnam as
the Deputy Premier of the state. She made it very clear
yesterday that her demand will be that we close down
every coal-powered station in Victoria, which will drive
costs up and make energy very, very scarce indeed in
this state, and that is going to be a problem.

Mr Finn interjected.
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I will move on to other things very quickly. Next is
roads in country Victoria. The government closed down
the country roads and bridges program. I was speaking
to some regional councillors on Monday night of this
week, and they were saying how that has desperately
hurt them in terms of maintaining their roads. Country
roads are an absolute disgrace, and this government has
underfunded them. When they did have a program for
country bridges, do you know where they put a third of
the bridges? They put about a third of the money from
the country bridges program into the seat of Mulgrave.
Mr Finn, do you know whose seat the seat of Mulgrave
is?
Mr Finn — It might be the despot’s.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — It is the Premier’s seat. A
third of the country bridges budget went into the
Premier’s seat of Mulgrave, which is about
11 kilometres from where I am standing right now in
the heart of this city of Melbourne.
The east–west link is the one that galls people more
than anything else, with a cost of $1.3 billion not to
build a road — $1.3 billion! Imagine what that could do
if you were to put that money into country roads. We
would have freeways everywhere, but unfortunately
this government decided that they did not want to go
ahead with that piece of infrastructure that Melbourne
desperately needs with its congestion. They spent
$1.3 billion not to build a road.
I will quickly move on to the next one. This
government has just given a gift of some $250 million
to the AFL, one of the richest sporting organisations in
the country. What did they offer to country sporting
organisations? They can get a low-interest loan from
the government and pay it back. Yet they give the
richest sporting organisation $250 million, and
apparently that was a deal that the Premier did directly
himself. I understand that the original deal was only
meant to be about $150 million, but the Premier
decided that he wanted to give them $250 million. That
is a pretty generous dinner that the Premier had on that
occasion.
I have only got 44 seconds to go, so I am going to have
to skip through a bit, but one I really want to touch on is
council rates. This government has got a policy of rate
capping, but we heard from the Victorian Farmers
Federation just yesterday morning that rates for farmers
have gone up in some instances by 30 per cent. I was
talking to a farmer at the Speed field day whose rate bill
is $70 000, and he does not even get his rubbish
collected. It is absolutely out of control.
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I was going to talk about the port of Melbourne and
how this government promised 10 per cent of the
proceeds from the lease of the port of Melbourne to
regional Victoria, but that went back to Melbourne
unfortunately. This is a government that does not
deserve to be re-elected, and I wish I had more time to
go into the rest of it because there is plenty more to go.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:57) — I rise
to speak on this motion. Again it is a very politicised
motion from the opposition. It does very little to
advance any cause on behalf of Victorians or any
particular electorate or constituency represented by the
opposition or indeed by anyone in this chamber.
I had not initially intended to speak to this motion, but
some of the contributions, particularly one made by
Ms Wooldridge the last time this motion was being
contemplated in the house, caught my attention. It was
her assertion that the government is trying to close
down the timber industry. I really thought that that
probably warranted some commentary from me
because, given the moves that we have seen by the
government, I would not have thought that there was in
fact any intention of closing down the timber industry,
particularly when you look at the preferential treatment
given to Australian Paper through the continued wood
pulp agreement, the use of taxpayers money in the
order of $61 million to purchase the Heyfield mill and
the continued overlogging of our native forests.
I would like to note that this government has failed the
people of the Central Highlands and East Gippsland
through its stalling, distraction and obfuscation around
the matter of ending native forest logging and creating
the great forest national park.
We have an industry in terminal decline. Earlier this
week Bunnings and Officeworks both announced that
by 2020 they would not take timber or paper products
that were not FSC-certified. I congratulate them on that
move because clearly consumers are very concerned
about the products they buy and want to see appropriate
industry certification so they can purchase with some
surety around the social licence attached to those
products. However, on reflection, which Victorian
logging company was it that recently failed to get FSC
certification for the third time? It was VicForests, the
government logging enterprise.
This government has done everything it can to prop up
the native forest logging industry. It even nationalised a
timber mill, wasting over $60 million in taxpayers
money to create itself a vertically integrated logging
and timber enterprise that will soon not be able to send
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a single product to the largest commercial products
retailer and the largest hardware retailer in the state.
This government has failed to transition the timber and
paper industries to 100 per cent sustainable supply. It
has failed to spend a cent of its $110 million allocated
for plantations in Gippsland. It has failed to protect the
greater glider, the Leadbeater’s possum and the
77 other forest-dependent species in our state. It has
failed to show the way for ecotourism entrepreneurs in
the Central Highlands and East Gippsland who want to
create jobs and attract investment.
I am now going to turn to my electorate of Eastern
Metropolitan Region. This government has failed to
heed the lesson of the 2014 election, and that was this:
do not build more toll roads; instead build train lines
and public transport. There is an entire local
government area, Manningham, which has the indignity
of being the only metropolitan local government area
without a train or tram service. This government has
failed to build or even plan for Doncaster rail. Instead it
has promised a giant toll road that will only worsen
congestion in the east. It will take up the median of the
Eastern Freeway, which was reserved for decades for a
future Doncaster rail. To seal it up with bitumen and
use it for another lane of congested traffic is
exceptionally short-sighted.
The Andrews government has failed to provide a single
improved bus service in the east. The Doncaster area
rapid transit system continues with its substandard and
poorly maintained services, its insufficient frequency
and its inadequate bus priority infrastructure. I cannot
tell you, Acting President, how many constituents come
to me complaining about the services in Manningham
and how frustrated they are that, should a bus arrive at
all, there is no space for them to get on, so it simply
bypasses them, making a mockery of the public
transport system in that region. Local bus services are
important in servicing areas such as local shopping and
activity centres, but they remain low frequency. Many
only operate on weekdays, as if people do not need to
get anywhere on the weekend.
The Greens of course have a different vision for our
state. Our vision is one that looks at fast and frequent
public transport that gets you where you want to go
when you want to get there. We would not sell off state
assets. We would restore integrity to the Parliament. It
is the Greens who will protect our environment, and it
is the Greens who really care about providing housing
for all.
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Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (11:03) — I am very
pleased to rise this morning to speak on
Ms Wooldridge’s motion. It is interesting to hear others
on the other side of the house say that we are taking up
valuable time by speaking on this motion. I would say
to them that one of the most important roles of any
Parliament and any MP’s life is to actually hold the
government to account and have transparency around
government-made legislation and decisions, so debating
this motion is a very important part of democracy.
In my time in this place we have had bipartisan support
for various pieces of legislation and policy, but there is
a long list — and this motion does have 17 points — of
woeful and inadequate mismanagement, bullying
behaviour and, quite frankly, disrespect for the citizens
of this state and in many, many circumstances of rural
and regional Victoria, who are the people of my
particular interest.
What Daniel Andrews deals in is a currency of
bullying, of intimidation and, quite frankly, of
mistruths, if we can put it in that context. There is an
arrogance here that I find astounding. Words are shoved
down our throats and we are told to chew it up and
enjoy it when this government time and time again
disrespects our community.
If there was real communication, if there was real
consultation, we would have seen an incredible amount
of detail and collaborative effort between the
government and Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers, but we have not seen that. Let me just
reflect on some of the needs of our CFA. Back in 2015
there was a review — indeed it was a review
commissioned by this government — into our fire
services. Lucinda Nolan said in that review that there
was a need for change, and there were a number of
recommendations. But what the government did, in
cahoots with the United Firefighters Union, was use a
very blunt instrument to bludgeon the volunteers into
submission. Now, no-one is ever going to deny our
career servicemen and women the appropriate level of
pay and conditions. That is a given. But what this
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) was looking to
do at the time was disadvantage, discriminate and
disrespect our 60 000 volunteers who give their time in
their communities, week after week and in the middle
of the night. They did not consult.
The other thing that I find quite appalling is that in
many respects the government continually disrespects
and talks down to Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria,
which is a body that represents up to 90 or 95 per cent
of our brigades in country Victoria, and I find that to be
quite abusive.
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What has happened in terms of the collateral damage in
this particular situation? My colleague Mr O’Sullivan
rightly pointed out that anyone who stood up to the
government in terms of this issue became collateral
damage. The Honourable Jane Garrett, the former
Minister for Emergency Services, became collateral
damage. Lucinda Nolan lost her job as chief executive
officer of the CFA. The CFA’s chief fire officer, Joe
Buffone, a man of many years of experience and
expertise, could not stomach the fact that in going
through with an EBA he would have to go against his
statutory obligations and go against the CFA charter.
He went. They sacked the CFA board and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade board. It is a clear indication
that a government is doing something wrong when the
only way they can muscle something through is by
sacking those who stand up against them.
Then we saw two bills shackled together; the bill to
split the CFA with Fire Rescue Victoria, again without
consultation with our grassroots people. We hear that a
lot. It would be great if the government actually went
out and consulted prior to the formation of legislation.
There is such a lot of detail to go into which has been
dealt with before, but what I also want to talk about is
the fact that the bills were shackled together and the
government really tried to hold us over a barrel when
we decided that it was not in the best interests of
country Victoria to do that to the CFA. The government
could have split the CFA. We put up a motion in the
lower house to split it, but it was rejected. When the bill
was rejected by this house we, true to our word, put up
a bill to push through presumptive legislation that was
fair for all — for volunteers and for career firefighters.
But what did the government do? It shut it down. This
is how sincere they are about our rural and regional fire
services.
We have talked a lot about rising power prices.
Mr Brumby, back in 2010 came out with this in relation
to his policy:
… as part of that I have outlined the government’s plan for
the staged closure of the Hazelwood power station.

What we have seen is this government’s agenda being
railroaded through. They tripled the coal royalties tax to
$252 million. Engie was faced with the burden of a
huge tax bill, so it closed. But it could not negotiate
with the government; the government did not want to
say, ‘Let’s look at that phased closure’. We lost 22 per
cent of our dispatchable baseload power, and that is
well documented.
That caused pain in the Latrobe Valley and the wider
areas, with the loss of 750 jobs and reverberations
through the engineering service industries. The local
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fish and chip and hamburger shop in Shakespeare Street
in Traralgon had an approximately 50 per cent increase
in their power cost directly because of that. On top of
that they lost custom because they no longer had people
coming in to buy hamburgers and the like. The
government said that there would only be a small
increase — an extra 4 per cent, or 85 cents per week —
yet we have seen huge increases across the state. In fact
a St Vincent de Paul report talks about Victorians now
paying upwards of $300 more for their electricity and
$500 more for their gas each year.
Indeed a little while ago I had a conversation with a
postie on the phone. He had been a postie in the
Latrobe Valley area for a long time. He said, ‘I hate
going into certain areas and delivering post because I
know there are renters there who will receive their
electricity bills and they are not going to be able to pay
them or are going to struggle phenomenally to pay
those bills’. So there is also the emotional impact of
this. It is okay to say we want renewables and they are
going to come on board. That is great, but there has
been a total lack of planning in this. It is about kicking
the bucket and letting people fall over.
We saw 105 diesel generators go into the Latrobe
Valley last summer season to sandbag the state against
brownouts, blackouts and the like. It cost roughly
$51 million to sandbag the state so we had a measure of
supply. We are living in Australia in the 21st century
and we are having to do this sort of sandbagging. There
is also the impact of load shedding on our industries
and our rural communities: ‘No, sorry, we’ll pay you
not to run today. We’ll pay you to make a loss’. This is
not a progressive form of government for the economy.
If we look at some other examples, one key one that
astounds me is that in Morwell we have Kiel Industries,
which is a great family business. They make custom
mouldings. They employ 25 local people and they put
millions of dollars in wages into the town and its
surrounds. Their electricity bill has gone up 150 per
cent and their gas bill has gone up 300 per cent. They
are taking that at the minute, but they ask, ‘How long
can we sustain that and keep those 25 employees?’.
David Jochinke at yesterday’s Victorian Farmers
Federation breakfast said that for farmers to continue
doing their job of growing fibre and food for Victoria,
Australia and the world, we need decent roads, we need
energy security, we need proper infrastructure and a fair
rate system.
We have heard a lot today about the road system as
well and the lack of proper investment in our country
roads and bridges. The government withdrew
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$160 million worth of funding that we had put in place.
They stopped that going to each of the rural and
regional councils to provide good support for our
regional roads and our bridges that take on-farm
product and deliver it to market. When speaking to our
rate capping inquiry, across the board — Baw Baw,
Wellington, South Gippsland and East Gippsland —
council CEOs spoke about how important that is, and
they said that they would not cope well with the lack of
that funding.
We have also heard about the Stronger Country Bridges
program. I did the maths a little while ago and there are
approximately 700 local bridges in my area of
Gippsland. One bridge near Tyers, I think, was replaced
under the Stronger Country Bridges program. This is a
joke. This is a media release and photo opportunity
without substance, and it is appalling.
The other thing I found interesting was when
Ms Pulford came up to speak, and she spoke
passionately as she does, about country communities.
What she failed to speak about were the country
communities that are affected by the government’s
policies around timber. These communities have been
there for a long time. They are amazingly resilient and
supportive communities, but they are in a very fragile
state at the moment, not knowing whether or not there
will be any timber allocation. The timber release plan is
six months overdue. A newspaper report a couple of
weeks ago says:
The Herald Sun can reveal cabinet will consider a
controversial and detailed transition package that would end
the state’s —

native timber —
industry by 2029.

And taxpayers will be footing the bill for that. What we
heard in Minister Pulford’s response at question time
was a very wishy-washy response in relation to the
government’s commitment to that industry. They are
really not, but they are not saying it.
The other day I had the pleasure of going up to Rawson
and spending time with the native timber industry
contractors and seeing, standing in the site, the fact that
this coupe had a considerable number of seed trees of
native habitat trees that were left there. They showed
me across the gully on the other side a coupe that had
been harvested two years ago and the mass of beautiful
green tips of new shoots and new plants coming
through, and it was wonderful. We walked down a little
bit further and saw a regrowth coupe that was harvested
15 years ago, and the trees were sky high. They were
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metres and metres high. They were long and spindly
but growing great, and they were capturing carbon and
the like.
There is so much more to speak on on this bill, and I
know I have drilled into some detail, but the other thing
that I would just like to highlight is the fact that we
have a government that says it is okay to take the
taxpayers money that should be going to electorate
office budgets and that should be going to serve our
community and that it is okay to sign forms when they
do not know who they are for or where they are going
and to send them off for the Labor Party’s agenda,
campaigning on behalf of the Labor Party — not in
terms of Victorians, not in terms of serving the needs of
Victorians, but for their own agenda. This is the
government that we have before us, and we now see
that there happen to be a number of people who are
being interviewed — knock, knock — by police in
terms of fraudulent behaviour. So this is the
government that we have before us.
The last interesting comment — and I will take up the
point that my colleague Mr O’Sullivan raised — is the
fact that today the Treasurer, Mr Tim Pallas, talked
about the fact that he would not commit to there being
no new taxes. He talked about the need for there to be
flexibility to adjust. That means more of the same.
Indeed again this is a government that tells mistruths.
Let me give you one. In 2014 Daniel Andrews was
interviewed by Peter Mitchell, and Peter Mitchell said:
Daniel Andrews, all the polls say you will be Victoria’s next
Premier. If you are, do you promise Victorians here tonight
that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

Daniel Andrews said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

Well, we have seen that Daniel Andrews has produced
not one or two but 12 new taxes. And stay tuned,
Victoria, because if Daniel Andrews gets back in and if
he has to form government with the Greens on a tight
margin, there will be more taxes. Country communities
will hurt more. Jobs will go out of the community. It is
the role of the opposition to hold this government to
account, and I support wholeheartedly the motion.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (11:18) — It has been very interesting to
observe the debate on this woeful motion this morning.
Those who might have the misfortune of tuning in and
watching this online need to be reminded that this is in
fact the last sitting week before the state election, and
yet it is very clear that those opposite just do not have
their heart in it.
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What the Victorian people are seeing right across this
state is unprecedented works and unprecedented
infrastructure under construction. They are seeing new
roads being built and roads being upgraded. They are
seeing new rail lines being built and our public
transport system being upgraded. They are seeing
hospitals and schools being built across Victoria. They
are seeing kindergartens being expanded across
Victoria. They are seeing an awful lot of projects right
across the state of Victoria being constructed as a result
of a government that puts people first and invests in the
services and the infrastructure that the Victorian
community needs.
What we are seeing here is an opposition that clearly do
not have their heart in it. They know that they are
facing a real contest here when they are seeking to
make their woeful arguments, criticising a government
that has an enormous record of achievement right
across every portfolio and right across the state of
delivering to the Victorian people. We have got a
motion here that talks about policing issues and
community safety issues, and I want to touch upon that
briefly because what we are seeing from those opposite
is that they have fully embraced Donald Trump’s
strategy of peddling alternative facts in the community,
making an awful lot of false assertions and making
things up every day. We see it every day in the media.
They are just making it up as they go along. They are
making up a whole lot of assertions and trying to twist
and turn statistics to try and suit their purpose. We have
seen them engaging in disgraceful race baiting, trying
to vilify particular parts of the community to serve their
political purpose. This is exactly out of the Donald
Trump playbook. We know that they have gone and
embraced Donald Trump’s strategy when it comes to
law and order.
The fact is that the Andrews Labor government is
making the biggest ever investment in law and order in
our state’s history. We are recruiting and deploying an
extra 3135 police. We have got the police academy full,
and it will be full for some time to come. What actually
happened under the previous coalition government was
that there was not a single new police officer actually
paid for or budgeted for. During the four budgets of the
coalition government there was not a single new police
officer that was paid for or budgeted for. In fact every
new police officer that came on during their time was
budgeted for by the previous Brumby government. Go
and have a look at the budget papers, because we know
you do not like facts. We are growing the police force
by 20 per cent. This means that Victoria Police have the
resources that they need to keep our communities safe.
We listen to police command and the experts when it
comes to the deployment of Victoria Police officers.
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What you want to do — what you have done in fact in
the last year — is politicise the police. Time and time
again you have gone out in the media and had a go at
Victoria Police about failing to place charges against
young people who might have committed offences in
the community. Every time you do that — go out and
try to politicise the police force — you are having a go
at those people who are working to keep the
community safe. You have no interest in supporting
Victoria Police; you just want to use them as a political
tool.
What we saw during the previous government was in
fact cuts. We saw more than $100 million cut from
Victoria Police. You actually sacked 350 support staff,
including forensic officers, who are critical to support
the frontline staff. Not only did you do that, not only
did you make their job harder, but also you did not fund
a single additional police officer. We have put in place
a record investment that is making a difference when it
comes to community safety, because what we have
seen in our most recent crime stats is a decrease of
9.5 per cent across Victoria, with some types of crime
going down even further. Crime rose every year when
the Liberals were last in government. It is only now
starting to turn around for the first time in the last six
years, in part because of this additional deployment.
We are also addressing the biggest law and order issue
in our community: we are supporting Victoria Police
and putting in place a broad range of reforms and
investment to address family violence. We have got
those opposite thinking they can go out there and make
small announcements in relation to these issues,
ignoring 227 recommendations. In fact they are going
out there and putting forward proposals that were
considered by the Royal Commission into Family
Violence and actually rejected — ideas that were
considered and rejected by the royal commission.
The royal commission heard the full breadth of
evidence and information from a range of stakeholders
and handed down 227 recommendations. As a
government we have listened to the experts. We have
committed to implementing each of those
recommendations, and we are yet to hear, more than
two years later, any commitment from the Liberal Party
to implement all of those family violence
recommendations.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — The family violence sector
know, Ms Crozier, that platitudes are not enough. There
is $2.4 billion of investment from our government to
address these issues, and all they are hearing from the
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Liberal Party are platitudes, mealy-mouthed words
around commitments to family violence. You need to
put your money where your mouth is; you need to
make the same commitment. This should be a
bipartisan issue, and it is a disgrace that it actually is
not. It is a disgrace that we do not have a bipartisan
commitment when it comes to the family violence royal
commission.
We are not just putting in place additional police
officers to enable them to attend family violence
incidents, we are also making sure that victim survivors
have the supports that they need when they need them.
By providing access to flexible funding, the type of
brokerage funding that they need to get their lives back
on track — and it might be paying for upgrades to
someone’s home security or paying for books and
clothes for their kids if they have had to flee their home
and they are starting again from scratch with nothing —
we have put in the investments that are necessary to
make sure people have got that broad range of supports.
What we see in this motion are woeful statements
around bail and sentencing. Again, we are dealing with
a coalition that is peddling alternative facts to the
community. They are not interested in the real facts.
They are putting about a whole lot of lies. What we are
seeing is more young offenders locked up in custody
now under our government than was the case under the
previous coalition government. That is a direct result of
our bail and sentencing reforms, which have led to
more young people being remanded in custody and
sentenced to a period of detention.
What we saw under the previous government was a
master plan to redevelop the Parkville youth justice
facility that actually got shelved — it got put in Mary
Wooldridge’s bottom drawer. They left that facility
vulnerable. Then she commissioned some new,
so-called ‘secure’ units at Malmsbury. They were found
absolutely wanting — as we know because we have
had experts do the reviews — and we have had to put in
almost the same amount of investment again to fix
them up. They built a gingerbread house, and we had to
go in and fix it up.
They also cut youth justice staff — unbelievable! As
part of the 600 staff that they cut from the Department
of Human Services, they actually also cut youth justice
staff, leaving those facilities vulnerable. We have made
a record investment — $1.2 billion — to deliver the
transformation that is needed in the youth justice
system. I have had to make a lot of changes to how
things were done in the youth justice system in Mary
Wooldridge’s time and to end the woeful practices that
Ms Wooldridge allowed for four years. She allowed
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them for four years, making no reforms, making no
investment, cutting jobs and also restructuring the
department to move the entire youth justice system into
the north division. It was hidden away so she would
have no oversight — no care in the world, no focus, no
attention whatsoever — during those four years.
We are a government that is getting on with making the
investments that are necessary. We are seeing
improvements to emergency department response times
and ambulance response times. We are seeing huge
investment in building our kindergartens in our schools
across the state. What we have got from those opposite
is a whole lot of people trying to claim that they are
holier than thou, including some of the people sitting in
the chamber at the moment who are under police
investigation. They come in here and throw mud at
members of the government when we have got
Mr Ondarchie, Mr Finn, Mr Dalla-Riva,
Mrs Peulich — members of the Liberal Party in this
house — and a whole lot of others who have been
referred to Victoria Police as part of the blue shirts
rorting that happened during the last election.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — Because I have seen the photos.
I have seen photos. There are photos of Liberal Party
electorate officers handing out material at early voting
centres and at railway stations during the last state
election. But of course they made sure that they never
referred their own party. They made a deliberate
decision never to refer their own party to the
Ombudsman for investigation. I think that spoke
volumes. It spoke volumes for the fact that they did not
want to have themselves examined at all.
But what would you expect from a party that is led by
the Four Million Dollar Man — Mr Ventnor himself —
the man who was prepared to sit down with the alleged
head of the mafia in this state and eat lobster and drink
Grange? Then he seemed to forget that he had had this
dinner. He seemed to forget how many people were at
the dinner. He seemed to forget whether he had drunk
wine or not. There were a whole lot of things he had
selective amnesia about. He just seemed to forget about
all of these matters.
We know that Barrie Macmillan, the consigliere, the
Liberal Party bagman, has actually been out in the
media. He has been recorded talking about how the
whole dinner was set up with the alleged mafia to elicit
donations to the Liberal Party. In fact he is quoted as
saying that the mafia hated ‘the bloody Labor Party’.
Well, I wear that as a badge of honour, that the
Victorian mafia —
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Mr Mulino — You’ve got another badge, have
you?
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes, I have got another badge,
Mr Mulino. We know that the mafia said that they
hated ‘the bloody Labor Party’. Well, I wear that as a
badge of honour. I think it speaks volumes that you
would have the Liberal Party in this state being
prepared to dine with alleged organised crime figures in
this state, and then they come in here and talk to us
about community safety. What a bunch of hypocrites.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (11:33) —
I am very pleased to be able to rise and speak to this
excellent motion, because it goes to the heart of what
this government has delivered to Victorians over the
past four years. We have just heard from
Minister Mikakos herself, who was flailing all over the
place then actually in relation to the contribution. There
were a lot of extraordinary desperate comments made
about —
Mr O’Sullivan — Lies.
Ms CROZIER — Lies certainly. I mean, you can
say anything in this place, Mr O’Sullivan, but there
seem to be a lot of lies being told on that side of the
house constantly, as we have seen from media releases.
Let us just run through a few of those things, because
Victorians actually in their streets, in their homes and in
their businesses have never seen the activity of crime at
the level that has occurred in this state as it has over the
past four years. The facts are the facts that, despite what
the government members might say, the increase in
violent crimes against the person is off the Richter
scale. You do not see that in other parts of the country.
You do not see that in New South Wales, for instance,
and you do not see it in other parts of the country to the
extent that it has occurred here. And why has it
occurred? It is because this government has been totally
inept and soft on crime.
We saw it from the moment they got in. They sent this
message to young offenders that it was all right to
breach bail. Why is it all right to do a crime, then get
the privilege of bail and then go out there —
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assault a week, violent assaults, are occurring on youth
justice workers. It means that the youth justice system
is now the most dangerous workplace in Victoria. What
an indictment! What a shocking indictment it is that
these workers who go to work every day to do their
work —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You have not protected them at
all, Ms Mikakos, and you know it. You are
incompetent, and it is shown in the figures that we have
seen through the mismanagement. In youth justice we
have seen record numbers of riots. Never have riots
occurred in the youth justice system where we have
seen so much damage and ongoing repairs. Then there
were Mr Ondarchie’s comments in relation to what this
government has done to bribe those young offenders.
Again it is sending the wrong message in terms of what
they can do, and they know the government is soft on
crime.
We have got a shocking system at the moment.
Rehabilitation is not even occurring. It is seen as more
dangerous than the adult prison system. These are the
facts; it is not the rubbish that was spouted by
Ms Mikakos just 10 minutes ago. These are the facts.
The workers know that and those young offenders in
there know that; they are getting assaulted at record
levels too. Again, you talk about hiding data. Well, it is
interesting just to see the number of police
investigations that are occurring in youth justice and the
number of category 1s that are placed. That is at record
levels because it is a system out of control and in crisis.
We also saw a mass escape from Malmsbury in January
last year, a most dreadful situation that was completely
out of control because, again, the system was out of
control. Those offenders took advantage of a system out
of control and ran rampant across the state, putting the
lives of dozens of Victorians at risk. What a disgraceful
occurrence. It is no wonder that this chamber passed a
motion of no confidence in this minister, because her
record speaks for itself loudly and clearly. She goes
out —
Ms Mikakos — That was a political stunt.

Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — That has not happened,
Minister Mikakos. Ms Mikakos, that was the first thing
you did. I will say again, Minister Mikakos, you have
led a youth justice system in utter, utter crisis for four
years. In terms of the youth justice system, we have
seen a system in crisis for four years. I asked a question
here in the house yesterday about the number of
assaults on youth justice workers. More than one

Ms CROZIER — Well, it says something about
you, Ms Mikakos, because it is symptomatic of what
this government stands for. If you look at it, the
government is in complete denial about a range of
things, and if I could just move to another area you
have led the way in, and that is rorts. We have seen a
culture of rorts with this government that is so rotten. It
is so rotten.
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Ms Mikakos — You refused to have any of your
members examined. You refused.
Ms CROZIER — The Ombudsman found that the
only party that rorted was the Labor Party.
Ms Mikakos — You refused to send them to the
Ombudsman. Why were you hiding?
Ms CROZIER — Ms Mikakos, you might try to
deflect, but the facts are that it is the Labor Party that
rorted. It was not any other party in this chamber or in
this Parliament; it was Labor. It was you. You are the
lead rorter. Have you been seen by the fraud squad?
Ms Mikakos, your record stands clearly.
Ms Mikakos — You’re a bunch of hypocrites. You
hid yourselves from scrutiny.
Ms CROZIER — No, you are a pack of rorters.
You are a bunch of rorters, and the Victorian public
know it. You are under investigation by the Victoria
Police fraud squad. What a shocking indictment of this
government. If you look at the rorting — Mr Herbert,
who sat next to you, chauffeured around two dogs in a
Victorian taxpayer-funded car. Your arrogance, your
presumption of everything that you do —
An honourable member — Dog-gate.
Ms CROZIER — Dog-gate — Ted and Patch. Who
will forget that? What a shocking display of arrogance
and presumption by this government. Then we have got
the former Speaker and former Deputy Speaker. It is
extraordinary. The two men who held two of the
highest offices blatantly rorted the Victorian taxpayer
through the second home allowance with the most
pathetic excuses. Again, the presumption and arrogance
of this government. Victorians have had 15 of the last
19 years under Labor. You have been in power for 15
of the last 19 years, and it is enough. Victorians have
had enough of this culture of systematic rorting —
Ms Mikakos — They booted you out after four
years because you did nothing.
Ms CROZIER — Well, let us talk about that, then.
Let us talk about the unions and the paybacks. Let us
talk about the unions and what they did in the lead-up
to the 2014 election. We saw that yesterday with
Mr Setka and the blowout in projects. He did not even
deny the fact that somebody pushing a wheelbarrow
would be getting $150 000. He said it was worth it.
This is again payback. We have got projects paid for
with Victorian taxpayers money being blown to
smithereens under you. You just cannot manage
projects and you just cannot manage money. You take
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it all for granted, that taxpayers money. It is not your
money. The government is the custodian of taxpayers
money and you are blowing it, and you expect
paybacks for John Setka, of all people — that
individual who has got a string of things associated
with his name and his activities. What a disgrace you
all are to be associated and affiliated with that union.
Well, you know what? Those unions, the paybacks —
and then you have got Peter Marshall with the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) coming out crying crocodile
tears. ‘Nothing to see here. No deal, no tape’ — who
would believe him and who would believe you? Who
would believe Daniel Andrews? Who could ever
believe him? He went out before the 2014 election and
said there would be no new taxes. He gave his word to
Peter Mitchell, looking down the Channel 7 camera, ‘I
give you no new taxes’. Well, this is the highest taxing
state —
Ms Mikakos — You wouldn’t know a worker if
you tripped over one.
Ms CROZIER — Well, I tell you what,
Ms Mikakos, I worked for 16 years in the public health
system. I know plenty of excellent workers. I tell you
what, I have just had a phone call from a retailer in that
area who was robbed not once but twice by a gang of
thugs who went in with machetes and guns and assaulted
those workers who were just going to work and doing
their job. You do not care. You do not care about the
victims of crime. That vision went right around the
world. You are a disgrace. You have done nothing for
victims of crime — nothing. They know it —
Ms Mikakos — You cut funding to Victoria Police
and now you’re crying crocodile tears.
Ms CROZIER — No. Your record stands for itself.
The government’s record stands for itself, and —
Ms Mikakos — Cuts, cuts, cuts — that is in the
Liberal DNA.
Ms CROZIER — Well, Minister Mikakos, let me
tell you what is your DNA: lying. You lie. It is in
Labor’s DNA. Rorting is in the DNA —
Ms Mikakos — You lie every day. You come in
here in question time every day and lie. You make up
things every day. You come in here and you lie.
Ms CROZIER — Oh, really? Do the youth justice
workers think that after 38 assaults? Are you telling me
that there have not been 38 assaults against youth
justice workers this year, Ms Mikakos? Are you saying
that is not true? Through you, Acting President.
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Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, this is not a debate between Ms Mikakos and
Ms Crozier. You had your turn speaking, Ms Mikakos;
it is Ms Crozier’s turn. I ask you to allow Ms Crozier to
make her contribution without interjection from
Ms Mikakos.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — There
is no point of order, but I would encourage Ms Crozier
to make her comments through the Chair, and I would
encourage the chamber to hear Ms Crozier’s
contribution without assistance.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Acting President. I
think Ms Mikakos has said enough. Her record speaks
for itself.
If I could just go to the other issues that Victorians are
facing, cost-of-living pressures are through the roof.
Utility prices are through the roof. Through the actions
of this government — by taxing a company, Engie, out
of existence and closing Hazelwood — 22 per cent of
our baseload energy was taken out of the system. It is
no wonder electricity prices are going through the roof.
If you go and speak to drycleaners, greengrocers,
butchers — anyone who has high energy use — they
will tell you just how much they are hurting. What that
means is staff have to be laid off, they have to close
down or they have to work harder. This government is
doing nothing for small business. In fact they are
putting more and more pressure on them all the time. It
is truly shameful. This is a government of the unions.
We know that; it is very, very evident.
Likewise, there is congestion. There is no plan for the
increased congestion in our city. As I said, Labor has
been in power for 15 of the last 19 years. They have
just ignored the extraordinary population increase this
state has experienced over those almost two decades.
They have had no plan. They have just sat on their
hands and hoped it would all go away. Well, it has not.
It is affecting our livability and Victorians’ ability to
really enjoy what is a magnificent city and a
magnificent state. That, on top of a crime wave, has led
to insecurities. People, young families and women in
particular are feeling less safe than ever before. The
Minister for Police acknowledges that herself.
Yet again we have got little consequence for this
government’s actions but more pain in a whole range of
areas. That is why in just over 60 days when Victorians
go to the polls they will make a decision and will reflect
on what this government has done. Yes, there is
infrastructure going on, but so should there be. They
have had billions of dollars coming into this state, so if
they were not building something, you would be
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wondering what the hell they had been doing, quite
seriously. There was the sale of the port of Melbourne,
Snowy Hydro 2.0 and record-high stamp duty. This
government has been rolling in money. There was the
increase in GST returns. I mean, they have been
seriously rolling in money, so if they were not building
things, you would have to ask what the hell they had
been doing.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Well, they wasted it. We saw that
with the east–west link, a road that Infrastructure
Victoria —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Here she goes again.
Ms Mikakos, Infrastructure Victoria has recognised that
the east–west link is a major project that needs to be
done. You ignore the fact that that was even your
legislation and your idea.
The Premier goes out there with pie-in-the-sky ideas
that most of us in this chamber know will never, ever
see the light of day. But that is what he does. Victorians
are very, very aware of this government’s culture and
this government’s approach. It is a rotten government.
It is rotten to the core. It is led by a man who has really
fallen over himself to be at the mercy of the unions. We
have seen that through not only the lead-up to the 2014
election but also the CFA’s shocking treatment of
volunteers in this state.
There is so much about this government’s culture that is
wrong, but I can go back to where I started in relation to
the records that stand for themselves. I know the minister
has now gone from the chamber, but her record stands
for itself. It is a shocking indictment of the
mismanagement of our youth justice system and the
young people that are committing serious crimes,
continuously ending up in youth justice and not getting
the rehabilitation they require. It is a shocking indictment
of the lack of acknowledgement for the victims of crime.
The victims of crime who come out and speak to me and
other members of the coalition will tell you the most
horrific stories. One that I cannot go without mentioning
is the way the Premier treated Maria Aylward and her
family, a brave woman who is standing up for what is
right for those poor children that were orphaned.
Well, let me tell you in the last few seconds that I have
that Victorians know the nature of this government. It is
rotten to the core. One can easily see that. As the
Leader of the Opposition said, there appeared a window
into the soul of the Premier in the last sitting week, and
it was a disgrace.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(11:49) — I rise to speak to order of the day 1, moved
by Ms Wooldridge, concerning the rabble that has been
the Andrews Labor government for the last four years.
As we come to the end of the parliamentary term it is
fitting that we provide those interested stakeholders
with a report card for the end of term so that people
know how their government has been travelling, so
today I present to the chamber the Daniel Andrews
report card after four long years. Dear taxpayers, the
report card for the Daniel Andrews Labor government
can be summed up by saying that Daniel Andrews and
his government have been bad for Victoria.
In this term of government Daniel Andrews has spent
$1.3 billion not to build a road. Before the election
Daniel Andrews said it would not cost taxpayers a
single cent to stop from being built the very vital piece
of infrastructure that was recommended by their own
party’s report, the Sir Rod Eddington report. So the
Premier spent $1.3 billion of taxpayers money not to
build a road. That $1.3 billion could have built 70 new
schools, 650 new ambulance stations or even a major
new hospital, but the road still needs to be built. This
vital piece of infrastructure still needs to be built, and it
will be built, based on the recommendation also of
Infrastructure Victoria, by a Liberal-Nationals Matthew
Guy coalition government.
Taxpayers, can I indicate to you that the Premier said
on the night of the election that there would be no new
taxes in Victoria. He looked down the camera and said
to Peter Mitchell on Channel 7 news as he stood on the
steps of Parliament that there would be no new taxes,
and we have at least 12 new taxes.
There has been a debacle with our 60 000 Country Fire
Authority (CFA) volunteers and the fire readiness of
Victoria. There has been a history in the term of this
government of violence, of intimidation, of bullying, of
sacking CFA and Metropolitan Fire Brigade members
and staff and of getting rid of anybody who objects to
the United Firefighters Union-Daniel Andrews plan to
take over the fire services. There has been the hidden
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission report as well.
Taxpayers, I can tell you in this report card that the
youth justice system is broken. In a recent damning
report the Auditor-General confirmed that Victoria’s
youth justice system is a system:
… under pressure, due to incidents at both sites in 2016 and
2017, which resulted in reduced accommodation and
subsequent overcrowding.
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The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office report comes
on the back of the release of the youth justice
category 1 incident numbers for 2017–18, which show
an alarming increase in the number of serious assaults
and incidents occurring in youth justice centres across
Victoria, as Ms Crozier often reminds this chamber.
Since June 2017 the number of assaults has increased
77 per cent. A number of other incidents, which include
self-harm and drug and alcohol offences, has increased
235 per cent. Since June 2015 the number of riots and
serious incidents, commonly referred to as
‘category 1 offences’, has increased 606 per cent.
The Legislative Council Legal and Social Issues
Committee Inquiry into youth justice centres in Victoria
found a record number of lockdowns occurred in youth
justice as the centres struggled with staff shortages and
violent offences taking place. The number of young
offenders who were placed into isolation increased
from an average of 8.8 per day to 42.4 per day, and
40 per cent of young offenders reoffend within two
years. There have been over 50 riots or serious
incidents in youth justice centres under Daniel
Andrews, and over $72 million needs to be spent on
repairs and fortification. Taxpayers, this is the report
into the Daniel Andrews Labor government.
In terms of bail laws, bail laws have been broken far too
often. Violent criminals are let out on bail and have
been free to commit other offences. A Matthew Guy
government will introduce new statutory minimum jail
terms for those who commit a second violent offence
like murder, rape, armed robbery, aggravated home
invasion or robbery while on bail. A Matthew Guy
government will also introduce a presumption of
remand for those charged with violent offences — in
other words, the one-strike-and-you-are-out principle
for people breaching bail conditions — and reinstate
the offence of breaching bail by juveniles, which Labor
abolished in 2016.
Crime is up by almost 10 per cent in this state. This
taxpayer report into the record of the Daniel Andrews
Labor government indicates that total crime is up by
9.5 per cent since this government came to office.
Attempted murder and manslaughter is up 42 per cent,
burglary and break and enter is up 33 per cent, and
assaults against the person are up 17.2 per cent. Let us
compare that record to that of New South Wales.
Victoria’s murder rate is up 6.9 per cent while in New
South Wales it has decreased 41.8 per cent. In Victoria
motor vehicle theft is up 7.6 per cent, while in New
South Wales it has fallen by 12.8 per cent. Robberies in
Victoria are up 33 per cent, but over the same period in
New South Wales it is down 27.5 per cent.
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Taxpayers, I further give you this report card into the
Daniel Andrews Labor government. Carjackings were
unheard of before Daniel Andrews’s Labor came to
government, except in places like South Africa. New
laws only came into effect in December 2016 after the
government defeated a Liberal-Nationals private
members bill. The emphasis on improving crime in
Victoria has come from the Liberals-Nationals
opposition in this state. Mr O’Donohue has got up in
this place and moved motions and presented private
members bills to make Victorians safer. Often this
government has rejected them, because Daniel
Andrews, taxpayers, is soft on crime.
The crime stats for 2017 reveal, amongst other things,
40 incidents of aggravated carjacking with offensive
weapons, 22 incidents of attempted aggravated
carjacking, 10 incidents of aggravated carjacking with a
firearm, and 2017 was also the year that the Malmsbury
Youth Justice Centre escapees committed a carjacking
on the run. I do not know if they had been supplied with
capricciosa and Fanta by Ms Mikakos as they headed to
carjack on that day, but it seems the minister’s answer
to trouble in our youth justice system is to supply pizza
and soft drink, and that will fix it all.
Some examples from 2018, taxpayers, in this report
card of the Andrews Labor government: in January a
teenage girl was beaten by thugs and dragged from her
Renault convertible in Frankston as her attackers tried
to flee from police. In February a man armed with a
crowbar and wearing a dishcloth over his face
attempted to carjack a woman’s Mercedes-Benz at
Donvale. In May a 33-year-old Glenroy man’s leg were
slashed with a knife during an attempted carjacking at
Hoppers Crossing train station car park. Days later a
woman was ambushed and hit on the head with a
pickaxe during a frightening carjacking at Braeside
petrol station at 3.30 a.m. In June this year two teens
were arrested in Heathcote after allegedly trying to
force the keys from a married couple in a residential
street. The teens, allegedly armed with a tyre lever,
were also accused of stealing a Mazda from a
Melbourne family earlier in the day. In July 2018 a
woman had a gun put to her head and was
pistol-whipped in a carjacking in Narre Warren South.
In August a woman was punched in the face and
dragged from her vehicle in Dandenong. This is the
Daniel Andrews’s Victoria of the day. The things that
we are talking about today are things we have never,
ever heard of before. That is because Daniel Andrews
and his insipid, rorting mob are soft on crime.
There are gangs roaming the streets. In 2015 the
Andrews Labor government watered down the
Criminal Organisations Control Act 2012 by repealing
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the offence of consorting and replacing it with an
unwieldy regime that has proven to be ineffective and
cumbersome. After the Moomba riots in March 2016,
Daniel Andrews said, ‘Victoria Police will have
everything they need to smash these gangs’. It has not
changed; in fact, it has gotten worse.
We have had denials from senior members of the
government and the Minister for Youth Affairs, Jenny
Mikakos, calling gangs ‘associations of young people’.
I thought that was the scouts. I thought that was the
local football club or cricket club or netball club. But
apparently gangs are just associations of young people.
I tell you what, Ms Mikakos is Cleopatra. She is the
queen of denial, because it is happening in this state and
this government is in absolute denial about what is
going on. Since the Moomba riots occurred in this state
we have seen vandalism in Tarneit, trashing of an
Airbnb property in Werribee attributed to the Menace
to Society gang, gang violence in Geelong and the
death of a young woman at Docklands. Taylors Hill
rioting by youths requiring police to inform residents to
stay indoors, and mounted horse patrols in the streets.
On 13 December 2017 there was the night of violence
at St Kilda beach involving around 200 youths. The
Chief Commissioner of Police told the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee that charges were proceeding
against only two offenders out of 200.
The Crime Statistics Agency details that between
April 2017 and March 2018 the largest age cohort of
alleged offenders committing crimes against the person
was in the 15 to 19-years-of-age bracket. Youth — who
is responsible for youth offenders in this state? Do not
say to me ‘Jenny Mikakos’, because she is not
responsible. She denies any relationship to this, other
than supplying capricciosa and Fanta, which apparently
fixes the whole thing.
Under the Baillieu government Melbourne became the
world’s most livable city. It is now lost to us because
the global livability index measures stability in terms of
the prevalence of violent crime and the prevalence of
petty crime. Well, crime in Victoria is up. In contrast, in
Austria carjackings and motor vehicle thefts are down
12.4 per cent and burglaries of homes are down
24.2 per cent from 2014 to 2016, according to Eurostat.
This is a bad place to live according to the data, and
who is responsible for that? Daniel Andrews and his
Labor cronies — that insipid, rorting mob over there.
Energy prices have gone through the roof in this state,
and that is what happens when you triple the brown
coal royalty rate in the 2016 budget, with Engie facing
an $87 million tax bill —
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
AGL Crib Point gas terminal
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:00) —
My question is for the Minister for Planning,
represented here by Minister Dalidakis, and it relates to
the 290-metre floating gas terminal proposed for
Western Port Bay. This has been raised in here before,
but it was raised with me earlier this week. We know
that Australia is the largest gas producer, and perversely
we export so much that we now will be importing. So
my question is: will the minister confirm that the Crib
Point AGL gas import terminal will be subjected to a
full environment effects statement process to ensure
that the project is carefully scrutinised and opportunities
to minimise environmental impacts are identified?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:01) — I thank the member for their
question, and I will have that question relayed to the
minister in the other place and seek a response within
the prescribed time under standing orders.

Drought assistance
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:01) — My
question today is for the Minister for Agriculture. It has
now finally been admitted that East Gippsland is in
drought, which it has been for at least 12 and more like
18 months, not three or four weeks. I have had farmers
tell me they have refused donations of hay as they have
had more than a couple of weeks of hay left and they
have reduced their flock down drastically, and there is
always another tractor to sell as well. This shows their
plight more than anything else and that the farmers are
not looking for handouts. They are trying their hardest
to make their own way through this mess. So my
question is: what quantifiable and relevant subsidies
that will actually help the farmers through these trying
times will the government immediately enact so we do
not have a tragic and avoidable debacle like in other
states?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:02) — I thank Mr Bourman for his question about
drought and about the support that our communities in
East Gippsland in particular are looking for. I thank
Mr Bourman for recognising in his question also some
of the strategies that our farmers are already putting in
place to manage dry conditions, including of course
destocking, which is a really important strategy that a
lot of people are deploying.
Mr Bourman asserted that East Gippsland has been
experiencing drought conditions for 12 months or more.
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I would just like to share with the house the
circumstances that trigger the use of different language
and also the circumstances that trigger the application
of different levels of support through the drought policy
framework. The drought policy framework is a national
agreement that Victoria is a party to, and we were
entered into this arrangement by my predecessor, Peter
Walsh. This followed a period of quite some discussion
nationally about how Australia can best support our
farmers and how we can have the most effective
drought response. This was before my time, and as I
understand, really the period from 2011 to 2014 was
particularly active in this area. No doubt Mr O’Sullivan
would have had quite a lot of experience and been
involved in many of those discussions when he was
Mr Walsh’s chief of staff.
The national drought policy framework is
complemented in Victoria by Victoria’s own response,
and there was a policy that was formally adopted by the
former government in 2014 that has also been adopted
by our government. There is no departure from those
arrangements as part of the national drought policy
framework, so that is I think important context.
The definition of drought that has been used in Victoria
for really more than a decade is ‘two failed seasons’. If
you dig down deeper into that and define a failed
season, it is when we are entering spring — so the time
of the year that we are really going through in very
recent times, or now — with insufficient soil moisture
to support early spring growth.
Mr Davis — Roughly the same time every year.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, that’s right, exactly;
absolutely. You are spot-on. That is right. So the point
in time when farmers know whether or not they are
having a successful year is very much something that
occurs on an annual basis. Extra points —
Ms Wooldridge — I think they know before that.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, exactly, Ms Wooldridge.
People know what they have been dealing with, and an
accumulated lack of rainfall by its very nature is not
something that happens overnight. So we have been
providing support to the farmers in East Gippsland for
12 months, and we have been providing quite intensive
levels of support to the farmers in East Gippsland since
May of this year. As we have entered this spring we
have passed the threshold of that definition, and if
people want to argue about semantics rather than
tangible support then I guess that is their business. So
our language did shift in recent times; the amount of
distress that people have experienced and the amount of
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support and the framework that we have applied have
not. It is a continuum from early preparation to a
stage 1 response, which we are now applying in
northern Victoria, and a stage 2 response, which we are
now applying in East Gippsland.

are currently waiting for this next critical couple of
weeks of rainfall. While everyone waits to see what
will happen next, we are preparing the next stage in the
government’s response. So we will continue to do that
and to support our farmers, as we have always done.

So the next few weeks — really a very rapidly
diminishing number of days — remain absolutely
critical in terms of the rainfall. Last week I announced
the next —

The PRESIDENT (12:08) — Before I call the next
question, I would like to advise the house that we have
in the public gallery today a visiting delegation from the
state of Utah in the United States of America. It is led
by Jason Perry, the University of Utah vice-president
for government relations and director of the Hinckley
Institute. Other key members of the delegation are
Keith Grover of Utah, a Republican state senator; Steve
Urquhart, University of Utah global ambassador and
former Utah Republican state senator; and Jean Oh,
managing director of the Hinckley Institute global
internship program. I welcome the delegation, and I
trust that your visit here is a constructive and
worthwhile one.

Mr Ramsay — We haven’t got to the support
programs yet.
Ms PULFORD — I know, I was just getting up to
that bit. Anyway, a supplementary?
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:07) — I
thank the minister for her lengthy explanation of what a
drought is and all that, but we never actually got to the
answering of my question. So anyway, bureaucracy and
red tape are the enemy of efficiency, and I have had
plenty of farmers and regional people tell me about the
times they have had to seek help from successive
governments only to be drowned in red tape and
bureaucratic delays. My question is: will the
government commit to reducing red tape and making
sure that only relevant and necessary information is
required so that help is delivered where and when it is
needed?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:07) — Yes, thank you; that is a good segue. The
short answer is yes, absolutely, and we always do.
As I was saying, last week I announced a $5 million
support package. There will be absolutely minimal red
tape associated with that. I have also written to the
federal minister asking him to reduce the barriers to
accessing the farm household allowance, and Ms Bath
asked about this just recently as well.
As I have indicated to the communities of East
Gippsland, we will continue to provide a response at
the appropriate time and at the appropriate scale. In
terms of subsidies, things like freight and fodder
subsidies were agreed nationally to be ineffective, so
we are not inclined to use things that are ineffective.
We would rather —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Sorry, Mr Ramsay? Mr Ramsay
knows lots about this too. We certainly have a strong
preference for using things that are effective, and we

Native forest carbon stores
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:09) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State,
representing the Premier. Minister, could you confirm
that the Andrews government has on multiple occasions
sought assistance from the commonwealth government
on the development of measurement and accounting
methodologies for the carbon stores of Victoria’s native
forests?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:10) — I thank Ms Dunn for her question. I certainly
know that as far back as the time in ancient history
when I was the Minister for the Environment and
Climate Change I was very interested in this matter
myself. I would believe that from that time to this there
would have been a number of occasions when there
would have been approaches made by the Victorian
government and our departmental agencies in relation
to working on models to attribute the value of carbon in
terms of what it is actually determined to be within the
forest estate in terms of a carbon store, what potential
value this may or may not have in relation to carbon
trading and what potential value or offset this may have
in relation to dealing with the true costs of forestry
activities, and the value of conservation measures to
protect our forests.
But I will need some contemporary advice to
specifically answer her question on how many
occasions the state of Victoria has tried to get that
degree of collaboration with the commonwealth and
provide her with the answers she is seeking.
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Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:11) — Thank
you, Minister, for your response. Minister, can you
confirm that on at least one occasion an offer was put to
the Andrews government by an individual who wanted
to purchase VicForests and its rights to log state forests
to retain the carbon value of those forests, and why
were these offers declined?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:12) — It is a bit of a shame that Ms Dunn did not
actually identify who that potential purchaser was and
the circumstances by which that offer may have been
made as I would be able to be more specific in my
response to her. I personally am not aware of that
situation. I do not know whether it is a contemporary
situation or —
Ms Dunn — It is.
Mr JENNINGS — It is a contemporary situation?
Are you driving a consortium to just do that? Is that
what you are doing? You have privatised the policy
settings of the Greens and are actually trying to
establish a consortium for this activity. Well, good on
you. It is your version of a public-private partnership,
and we look forward to this proposal developing and
being considered appropriately.

Native forest logging
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:13) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture. Minister, in
2006 parts of Kinglake National Park and Kinglake
township were burnt by bushfire. In 2009 during the
Black Saturday fires this area was the scene of
devastating fires that killed 47 people from Kinglake
and Kinglake West. This fire also burnt 98 per cent of
the national park and much of the surrounding state
forest. Why is the Andrews government currently
logging the remaining intact native forest in Kinglake,
causing significant distress to the local community?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:13) — I thank Ms Dunn for her question. Given the
nature of Ms Dunn’s question I take the opportunity to
express again my deep condolences to the families of
people who lost their lives in the significant bushfire
events that we have had in this state, particularly in
2009. We are of course all very conscious that we are
coming up on the 10th anniversary of such a dark
chapter in our state’s history.
In terms of the impact of those fires, they were
profound on so many people and their families, on their
workplaces, on school communities, on communities
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more broadly and of course on many industries,
including the timber industry. The amount of available
resource for industry has been diminished as a
consequence of these bushfires. That is something that I
think everyone with an interest in these matters is very
well aware of. It is certainly well outlined in the timber
Resource Outlook that was released last year, which
apportions the decline in the amount of available
resource to a number of factors, this being of course a
significant one.
Ms Dunn asks essentially why the government has
logging activity underway. I would respond to
Ms Dunn by saying that the government works hard to
balance environmental and community considerations
with its legal and contractual obligations. We work hard
to balance the protection of important environmental
values with the equally important employment that
supports many families, including in communities that
Ms Dunn has referred to in her question. So I guess
Ms Dunn’s question is: ‘Why are you logging? I don’t
like it’. The answer is —
Ms Dunn — Why are you causing distress to those
residents in Kinglake? They have suffered enough.
Ms PULFORD — That is really an appalling
question in the context of the grief that those
communities have experienced.
Ms Dunn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Thanks, Ms Dunn. You only
get one supplementary.
Ms PULFORD — It is an appalling inference that
the government is in any way seeking to add to the
distress of those communities, and I would hope that
Ms Dunn could be a little more sensitive to those
communities rather than taking that particular distress
and turning it into some kind of political shot on an
industry that she would like to see closed down.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:16) — For
the benefit of the chamber, I spent a good two years of
my life in the recovery efforts from Black Saturday as a
Yarra Ranges councillor. I am abundantly aware of the
distress and the disaster of that bushfire. My
supplementary question is: Minister, over the past year
we have seen VicForests log parcels of remaining forest
in places like the Strathbogies, the Rubicon Valley,
Mount Cole and most recently these Kinglake logging
areas. Is the fact that these forests, which in some cases
have the lowest possible value use, such as firewood or
wood pulp, are being logged a sign that after decades of
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bushfires and mismanagement our state forests do not
have enough supply to constitute a timber release plan?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:17) — Ms Dunn is essentially asking for an
opinion. I have expressed the government’s desire and
my personal view that the native timber industry and
our environmental responsibilities can coexist. That is
the government’s view. It differs from Ms Dunn’s
view, but we have legal and contractual obligations that
we are committed to fulfilling. We have obligations to
support the employment of many thousands of
Victorians, and we are committed to those people
having jobs and having job security, we are committed
to their communities and we are committed to our
national, our international and our own responsibilities
to protect the environment.

Kindergarten funding
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:18) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, the federal government requested
from you in February, May, June, July and August of
this year data to help inform policy and funding to
increase preschool attendance rates. Does the data
requested by the commonwealth exist, and if so, why
have you not provided it in full?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:18) — Thank you very much to
Ms Crozier for that question. She is really leading with
her chin when it comes to kindergarten funding,
because what we have seen from the commonwealth
government is an absolute failure to consider the needs
of Australia’s children. In the federal budget we have
seen a banking of savings. We have seen the federal
government bank the savings from them walking away
from their contribution to the 15 hours of kindergarten
funding in this country. They absolutely have no
commitment whatsoever to investing in early childhood
education in this nation.
We know that Simon Birmingham was an absolute
failure as federal minister for education. He failed to
secure funding for the contribution that the federal
government makes to the regulatory costs of policing
child care and other early years services in this country.
They have walked away from the national partnership
agreement on the national quality agenda for early
childhood education and care. Nor have they provided
funding certainty to kindergartens and families around
the nation in relation to four-year-old kinder. What
Simon Birmingham did was raise fig leaf arguments
about issues as an excuse to not provide Victoria’s
kindergartens with funding certainty.
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In fact the information that the member has is just total
nonsense, because my officials have been working with
the commonwealth department around these issues for
some time. We have been seeking to address the
excuses that Simon Birmingham raised in relation to
these matters. I went to Wannon recently — I was in
the city of Warrnambool — to announce the school
readiness funding that kindergartens in the electorate of
the new federal Minister for Education, Dan Tehan,
will benefit from. I can tell you that whilst they were
absolutely ecstatic at the news of the additional funding
they will receive from our government through the
Australian-first school readiness funding initiative, they
expressed their very deep concerns that the federal
government is yet to commit to ongoing funding
certainty.
So the member can seek to come here and peddle
excuses on behalf of her federal Liberal colleagues, her
federal Liberal mates in Canberra —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, you are now
very clearly debating. I have given you a fair bit of
leeway on the basis that the question actually did bring
in the federal government relationship with Victoria in
this space, so I have provided some leeway in terms of
your answer, but the question was specific and it
certainly does not need the debate that you are now
entering into. Minister, I do ask that you address the
specific question.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. The
member is seeking to advocate on behalf of her federal
Liberal mates on this issue, and she is not hearing the
concerns being raised by the early years sector right
across Victoria about the commonwealth’s failure to
provide ongoing funding certainty. She should get out
there and talk to some kindergartens across Victoria.
When she comes out and applauds one-year funding
agreements when we have had a series of short-term
funding agreements, I can tell you that she is
completely out of touch with the concerns that families
and kindergarten committees have right across Victoria.
This is an absolute red herring of an issue. We have
been working with the commonwealth on these issues
for many months, and all we have seen from them is
total excuses. They have banked the four-year-old
kinder funding as a saving in the federal budget papers.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:23) —
Minister, I note that you refuse to answer my question.
The commonwealth says that the data has not been
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provided, so I ask: will you now provide all of the
requested information to the commonwealth in full?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:23) — We have got the member here
acting as the great defender of the commonwealth
government. She is defending Scott Morrison’s cuts as
Treasurer to four-year-old kindergarten funding. We
have got a new Prime Minister, a new federal
minister —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, fantastic
debate, but save it for another place. You have a
question before you about whether or not you will
supply data which, as has been led by the question, has
not been supplied for some months. Can you please
answer that question without the debate.
Ms MIKAKOS — We have got data published in
our budget papers. We have provided information to
the commonwealth. We have been working with them
on this for some time. What I want to see from those
opposite is for them to stand up for Victoria’s
kindergartens and stand up for Victorian families rather
than trying to peddle the excuses of Scott Morrison and
Dan Tehan in relation to these issues. We are putting
record investment into our kindergartens in this state —
Australian-first initiatives in school readiness
funding — and what we are seeing from the shadow
minister is the peddling of federal government excuses.
You are an absolute failure; you are failing to —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, you are sat
down.

Youth justice centres
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:25) —
My question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, a new staff member in Victoria’s
notorious youth justice system was recently bashed by
an inmate detained in connection with a murder. That
inmate has been involved in other violent attacks within
the system. In April James Ogloff was awarded a
$569 000 contract over three months, or over $5000 per
day, to teach youth justice staff to undertake risk
assessments of violent young offenders. So I ask: was
an adequate risk assessment undertaken into the known
violent offender who bashed a new staff member?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:26) — Firstly, in relation to this question
the member would know, as I have advised her now on
a number of occasions, that assaults and any illegal
behaviour in our youth justice system are totally
unacceptable. They are met with a strong response.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I sat the minister
down on the last answer because she effectively was
defying my guidance that I wanted an answer to a
question. It is very difficult for me to get the minister to
respond to a question if there are continued
interjections, and frankly where there are interjections
she is obviously entitled to go off the track of the
question that is asked and do what she likes.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thanks for the mutterings.
Please, the minister without assistance.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you very much,
President. As I was explaining, we have put in place a
zero-tolerance approach to incidents in youth justice.
They are met with a strong response. These matters are
referred to police for investigation, and because of that,
as the member would understand, it is not appropriate
for me to discuss any specific incident.
In relation to the matters that she raised in relation to
Professor Jim Ogloff, what I can say to her is that
whilst she and her colleagues engaged in a
cut-and-paste job of Professor Jim Ogloff and Penny
Armytage’s youth justice review in their parliamentary
inquiry report, we have got on with the work of
implementing the recommendations of that review.
There was an initial investment of $50 million that the
government provided to implement those
recommendations, and they also go to improved risk
assessment processes and new classification processes
that were not in place under the time of the previous
government, when all they were doing was cutting
staff, not filling positions and not investing in
infrastructure. What I can say to the member is that
there are significant reforms underway in our youth
justice system as a direct response to the $1.2 billion
record investment that we have made in our youth
justice system.
So when the member comes and asks these questions I
can assure her that we are putting in place the
investment and the reforms necessary in our youth
justice system. All she has flagged by way of contrast is
a commission of audit that will just see cuts to the
public service, cuts to youth justice staff and cuts to
programs. We know that cuts are in your DNA. They
are in the Liberal Party’s DNA, and your shadow
Treasurer has in fact said publicly that you are going to
put a commission of audit in place.
So we are rolling out these reforms directly in response
to the experts’ advice, Professor Ogloff being one of
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them, and we are going to see a range of new risk
assessment processes come onstream in the coming
weeks and months. What I can say —
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government put in place, and as a result we are seeing
more young offenders in custody.

Prisoner court attendance
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — I have said that I am not going
to comment in relation to specific matters; I think that is
inappropriate. It is important that Victoria Police are
allowed to engage in their investigation properly
without having editorial comment in this place from
those who just wish to politicise incidents.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — What I can say to
Ms Wooldridge, sitting next to the member, is that there
were very serious incidents that occurred with our
youth justice staff whilst the previous government was
in office, including youth justice staff having their
throats slashed. She seems to have conveniently
forgotten all of these incidents. She seems to have
forgotten about these matters. It is very clear that she
was not getting the incident reports, because her chief
of staff was ensuring that she was not getting any of
these incident reports. She was not getting any of these
reports, because she did not want to know about them.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:31) —
I note the minister came nowhere close to answering
that very simple question, so I ask: Minister, has your
department undertaken an investigation into how a new
staff member was left to deal with a known violent
offender and one that had been detained in connection
with a murder, and if so, what were the
recommendations of that investigation?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:31) — This is totally puzzling, given I
have just responded to the substantive question in
advising the member that I am not going to come in
here and editorialise on specific incidents, because the
member knows full well that when there are police
investigations underway it is inappropriate to comment.
But I can say to the member that she clearly has not
been paying any attention for four years, when I have
talked about the types of serious offenders who are in
fact incarcerated in our youth justice facilities. Are you
trying to suggest now that somehow these are all angels
who are in our youth justice system, with the exception
of one offender? Is that what you are trying to
suggest — that they are all angels and there is just one
offender here who needs to be treated differently?
Clearly the member has not been paying any attention.
We have got bail and sentencing reforms that our

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:32) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, how many prisoners were not presented to
court in contravention of a court order from 1 July this
year until last Friday, 14 September?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:33) —
I thank the member for his question. I can advise the
house, as I did yesterday, that police cells were
exploding under the coalition. We had never seen the
numbers that they allowed to occur. There were 372 in
police cells under Mr O’Donohue’s watch when he was
minister. Labor has properly planned prison expansion
and managed police cells appropriately, and it is clear
through our bail laws and extra police that we are
putting pressure on the front end of the system.
Corrections Victoria is continuing to work with
Victoria Police and the court system to ensure prisoners
that are scheduled to attend court can be delivered into
police cells, where they are managed before and after
the hearings. I went through all of this yesterday.
Recently we rolled out the last of the police custody
officers to stations across the state, as I said yesterday,
freeing up more frontline police. Additionally, the
government invested in 2015–16 in the
videoconferencing capacity at the Magistrates Court as
well as in prisons. This of course ensures that
videoconferencing is now the default appearance in
court on straightforward matters.
We have also funded early-morning receptions and
weekend remand court, and since we came to
government we have added nearly 2000 beds to the
system and funded over 1200 beds, that I went through
again yesterday. There are 700 beds at the new prison at
Lara. We have seen an extra 71 beds that have come
online recently at the Melbourne Remand Centre. There
are 70 beds at the women’s prison, Dame Phyllis Frost,
that will come online next month. There are 300 beds
that will be coming online at Ravenhall before the end
of the year.
So there are a number of things that are being put in
place as we speak that are part of the government’s plan
to deal with the increased population that we have seen
in our prison system, as opposed to what happened
under the previous government, where shipping
containers were rushed in. They were not fit for
purpose, and we saw double-bunking explode in the
corrections system.
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Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:35) —
Minister, how many cost orders have been made by the
court against Corrections Victoria for the failure to
present prisoners to court so far this financial year until
last Friday, 14 September, and what is the total
quantum of those orders?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:36) —
Again, can I indicate that in terms of no-shows the data
was only collected at a certain point in the history of
this state. But we do know that towards the end of the
previous government’s term in power we had an
extraordinary number of people that did not face court
because of the situation. In terms of costs and the
proportion of the increase in the numbers in the justice
system now and in terms of the detailed information
that the member is requesting, of course I do not have
that level of detail with me at the moment.

Yabbie fishing nets
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:37) —
My question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
concerns have been raised about the measurements of
the nets your government has handed out through the
yabby net exchange program. Can you assure Victorian
recreational fishers that they will not be fined if the nets
they received do not meet the requirements of the 2018
Victorian Recreational Fishing Guide?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:37) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for drawing to the
house’s attention a program that we have been running
that has been so spectacularly successful that all of the
nets have gone very, very quickly, and we have ordered
more nets.
Ms Shing — It’s a net gain.
Ms PULFORD — Boom, boom, Ms Shing. The
change from opera house nets to open top nets is a
really important reform and one that has been
championed by VRFish and others for many, many
years. In fact when we marked the opening of the net
exchange just a week or so ago I was told by Rob
Loats, the chair of VRFish, that this is something that
he has personally sought for a couple of decades. These
new types of nets are as effective in catching yabbies;
they are, however, much less effective in trapping a
whole lot of other creatures that we would like to not
see trapped, which is of course a wonderful thing.
Platypus are one of the key species that are to benefit
from this reform. So this is something that has great
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benefits for various creatures that live in our waterways
but also for our fishers.
The use of opera house nets has been banned in public
waterways for some time, and we recently gave effect
to a ban in private locations. The exchange program is
about making it easier and without cost imposition for
our fishers who wish to change from one net to the
other. There are about 45 tackle gear shops —
Ms Wooldridge — Can you guarantee they won’t
be fined?
Ms PULFORD — It is an interesting question, and I
was coming to that. People will be fined if they are
breaching the rules that have been in place for many
years, and people will be fined if they are found to
breach the new rules. That is not new. If people are using
these nets in public places, then penalties have applied
for a really long time. The new nets and the net exchange
are about minimising that risk to people. There are of
course fishers who have the old nets in the shed who
might mainly fish on private land, where it has not been
illegal until very recently. But we would not want a
situation where people are confused about what rules
apply, so they would not have the net that they use on
their own property or a friend’s property and then grab
that and use it in a public waterway, because they would
have always been fined for that. So the exchange and the
information campaign running at the moment is about
ensuring compliance with the new rules and ease of
compliance with the new rules. But our fisheries are
quite heavily regulated, and they need to be to ensure the
sustainability of both our recreational and our
commercial fisheries. Where people believe that there is
illegal fishing activity occurring, we would encourage
them to call 13FISH, as we always do.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:41) —
Minister, it is not about the rules; it is about the nets.
Minister, can you assure Victorian fishers that the extra
10 000 nets you have ordered will comply with the size
requirements specified for open top nets in the
Victorian Recreational Fishing Guide 2018?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:42) — The nets that are part of the exchange
program — so the ones that have gone like hot cakes
and the ones that we are ordering to meet all of this
demand — are designed to ensure compliance with the
new regulations and to ensure widespread use of nets
that are much more beneficial for the health of various
creatures, platypus chief among them, in our
waterways.
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East Gippsland drought
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:42) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
when you visited East Gippsland last week you said the
region had been in drought for only three weeks. In
your answer to Mr Bourman today you also talked
about a narrow definition of drought. Do you
acknowledge that being told that they had only been in
drought for three weeks was not what these
drought-stricken farmers needed to hear from their
agriculture minister?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:43) — I thank the member for her question. The
government has been providing support to
drought-affected farmers in East Gippsland for more
than a year. We have been providing quite intense
levels of support since May this year. The definition
that has been used in Victoria about at what point we
start describing dry conditions as drought, two failed
seasons, is something I outlined just a moment ago. As
we have entered this spring we now know that we have
insufficient soil moisture to support a successful season,
therefore that is two failed seasons. Therefore that
meets the definition, and that is when the language
changes.
A drought and the development of those conditions, as
all farmers know, is something that occurs over a
period of time. So I did not say and have never said that
we have only been in drought for three weeks. What I
have said — and I said this about two weeks ago, so it
is sort of more like five now — is that the language that
we have used to describe this changed at the point
where the circumstances changed.
So right now there are no doubt many, many people in
northern Victoria who are concerned about dry
conditions and concerned about the apparent lack of
rainfall in these early days of spring — in these critical
weeks — but we are not yet describing northern
Victoria as in drought; we are describing east and
central Gippsland as in drought. But the point
remains —
Mr Ondarchie — How’s the north–south pipeline
going?
Ms PULFORD — Well, that is the thing: Labor
governments do build important water infrastructure for
farmers experiencing drought — we do. We have a
significant upgrade underway in the Macalister
irrigation district, an area that I believe is receiving a
full allocation this season. We have significant water
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pipeline projects being rolled out in communities that
experienced drought in 2015.
I think what matters to our farmers is consistent
national drought policy, and it would be nice to see a
little more of that, frankly, from some other
jurisdictions. But we have not changed the definition
and we have not departed from the drought policy
framework that was put in place by the member’s own
leader when he was the minister. We are applying a
consistent approach, one that Victoria was very much
involved in the development of nationally. Yes, the
language changed about five weeks ago because it
became spring.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:46) — I thank the
minister for her response. Drought in East Gippsland
does not provide shocking images of dusty paddocks,
cracked earth and bone-dry dams, but nonetheless the
impact upon farmers is just as significant. Last week’s
news that you said to these farmers that they had been
in drought for only three weeks certainly spread like a
bush telegraph, invoking anger and confusion. Minister,
will you now apologise to these drought-stricken
farmers?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:46) — I am certainly happy to keep describing to
people how Victoria delivers drought response. We are
providing support to East Gippsland and now to many
communities in northern Victoria in accordance with
that framework. I have not actually heard that there is
any departure from the bipartisan approach to the
national drought policy framework, but if The
Nationals have got something they would like to tell us
on that score I would be interested to hear it.
I was in East Gippsland last week with the Country
Women’s Association president; the Victorian Farmers
Federation president; the member for East Gippsland in
the Assembly, Tim Bull; local councils; and a number
of farmers to talk about the conditions. I think the point
that Ms Bath raised about what a green drought looks
like is really important, because the images that are
broadcast on television are perhaps different to what
people would otherwise think. But what is infinitely
more important is the practical effect of low rainfall,
and in East Gippsland we have had record low rainfall.
That is a very serious business, and that is what we are
responding to.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:48) — There are two written responses to questions
on notice: 12 872 and 12 873.
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who have outstanding claims — the minister did not
respond to that directly but instead went back, looking
at WorkSafe claims from three years ago. We have had
38 serious assaults against youth justice workers this
year, so I am sure that that data would be available. I
ask that that question be reinstated and that the minister
provide an adequate answer.
The PRESIDENT — I will think about that and
report back.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:48) — In respect of today’s
questions I seek a written response to Ms Patten’s
question to Mr Dalidakis, only the substantive
question — that was the only question posed — in two
days as it is to a minister in another place;
Mr Bourman’s substantive question to Ms Pulford, one
day; Ms Dunn’s first question to Mr Jennings, the
substantive and supplementary questions, two days, as
it involves a minister in another place; Ms Crozier’s
first question to Ms Mikakos, the substantive and
supplementary questions, one day; Ms Crozier’s second
question to Ms Mikakos, the substantive and
supplementary questions, one day; and
Mr O’Donohue’s question to Ms Tierney, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day.
Mr O’Sullivan — On a point of order, President, I
suggest to you that neither question I put was answered
by the minister. In relation to whether people would be
fined for using the nets, I do not think that was
answered, and certainly the minister did not indicate
whether the next lot of nets would meet the prescription
under the Victorian Recreational Fishing Guide 2018. I
would ask you to ask her to provide a written response
to both questions.
The PRESIDENT — Mr O’Sullivan, I think she
answered both the substantive and the supplementary
question. She said they have always been fined where
there is non-compliance, she said they will continue to
be fined if there is non-compliance and she said that the
nets were in accordance with the program that has been
put in place. She answered both questions.
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Well, it might not have been
the answer that you want, but she answered the
questions.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, in a
response that I received from Minister Mikakos to the
reinstated question from yesterday regarding the
supplementary question — I asked about the number of
youth justice officers currently on WorkCover leave or

Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
have received a response to a question from yesterday
to Minister Tierney that you directed to be answered in
one day. The response to the supplementary question
says that Victoria Police holds that data and the
response has not been able to be provided within the
time frame. I would seek your guidance, President, but
I would request that the answer to the supplementary
question be provided tomorrow in accordance with
standing orders where a second minister is required to
provide input to the answer.
The PRESIDENT — I will give that one some
consideration too.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:51) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety and it relates to the northern
roads upgrade plans for Fitzsimons Lane. The
government announced plans to upgrade this notorious
congestion bottleneck in its May budget by installing
two sets of traffic lights, upgrading a third set and
opening the bus lanes to all traffic. It also — finally —
adopted a Liberal policy from 2014 to install traffic
lights at Leane Drive in Eltham to improve safety at this
dangerous intersection. However, it turns out that these
promised upgrades, modest as they are, will not
actually take place for another two years. According to
the authority’s website, construction will not begin until
sometime in 2020. Apparently it will take until then to
do site investigations, community consultation, design
development and for the contract to be awarded — all
this after 18 months and $1.5 million already spent on
investigations. While the government has been
spruiking its plans, it has conveniently failed to point
out to residents how long it will actually take to be
delivered, reflecting the disdain the Andrews
government affords to Eltham residents. So I ask: why
is it taking so long for this project to be delivered?
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:52) —
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. It relates, again, to
public housing maintenance on a property in Ashwood.
The tenant had an issue with a curved mesh pipe in the
shower recess that is rusty and dripping rusty gunge
into the shower and had been doing so for a
considerable number of years. This matter was subject
to an article in the Age, so it is very well known.
Fearing the pipe may burst and cost him more money to
repair, the tenant called the Box Hill housing office
seeking an urgent repair. This was refused. Only if the
pipe burst and flooding occurred would the repair be
considered urgent. Non-urgent jobs can take months to
be rectified. After considerable pressure was applied by
the tenant, the housing office relented and sent out a
plumber, who immediately agreed that the job needed
to be attended to. In the words of the email I received:
‘Oh my God, that needs changing’, he said; followed by, ‘I’ll
go get my tools’.

So, Minister, I ask: could you please provide me with
advice as to why pipes have to burst before any
plumbing repair can take place at a public housing
property? Surely this is false economy.

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:54) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
It relates to Nolan Street in Ballarat, which members
would be aware is adjacent to the railway station
precinct in Ballarat. The condition of Nolan Street
presently is absolutely abominable. It is breaking apart
and it is actually quite dangerous due to the many
potholes that are present there. Nolan Street is expected
to see a significant increase in traffic movements with
the advent of the bus interchange accessing the railway
station precinct off Nolan Street. I note that Ballarat
City Council are seeking support from the government
to be able to achieve investment into Nolan Street. The
question I ask is: will the minister work with Ballarat
council to ensure that there is appropriate funding made
available to the council to upgrade Nolan Street?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:55) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. Settlers Run Golf &
Country Club is an estate in Botanic Ridge. There is a
public road through the golf course which is shared by
traffic, including the 792 bus and golf carts.
Additionally there is a shared footpath that is used by
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pedestrians, including runners, cyclists and parents with
prams. Last week I met with a group of concerned
citizens who have serious safety concerns about this
arrangement. Having seen the course firsthand, I was
able to appreciate that these safety concerns are serious.
Questions need to be asked regarding the shared use of
the road, whether existing speed bumps are adequate
and if there should be additional signage. It is evident
there are a number of serious and complex safety issues
that need to be resolved urgently. Will the minister
meet with these concerned residents to address their
concerns?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:56) — My
constituency question is to the Honourable John Eren,
Minister for Sport, in the other place. I was recently
invited to visit the East Shepparton Bowls Club and
was pleased to meet the committee and many of the
members there. The club shared with me their plans to
expand their bowling facilities by adding an all-weather
undercover bowling green. The club would like to
extend the use of the venue to year-round and increased
levels of participation.
The club has obtained indicative quotes that would put
the total project at approximately $1.2 million. They
have $600 000 of their own funds that will go towards
the project. The club has been self-sufficient and
independent of any council or government funding
since its inception in approximately the year 2000. The
club is a significant contributor to the local community
through its support of Indigenous youth and in its
capacity as both a social and an emergency meeting
point for the nearby aged-care facility, local schools and
various ethnic communities. I understand that there are
currently no state government grant rounds open. My
question is: can the minister provide information and
advise on how the club can best progress this proposal?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:57) —
Many months ago this chamber passed a motion
concerning safety in the City of Stonnington. It was
directed at the Minister for Corrections on behalf of the
Minister for Police, hence my constituency question
today relates to those ministers. I seek from them a
response as the chamber sought, so what I ask is: when
will the response to the chamber be forthcoming?
Given the rise in crime — the violent crime that has
been evidenced in Stonnington, the serious incidents
that have occurred in houses and the serious incidents
that have occurred in businesses — I do find it
extraordinary that the Minister for Corrections and the
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police minister have chosen not to answer these points.
If the community looked at the Imp Jewellery footage,
they would understand why I brought that motion to the
chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Davis. That
constituency question will be directed to the Minister
for Police.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:58) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Minister, you recently promised
permanent 24/7 truck bans for specific residential
streets in the inner west. There are residential streets in
my electorate of Eastern Metropolitan Region that have
been included by VicRoads in the road network for
B-double trucks, placarded loads and oversized loads.
The neighbourhood that has suffered the most are the
residents on Rosanna Road in Rosanna and Heidelberg.
Minister, will you commit to applying 24/7 truck bans
to Rosanna Road?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:58) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it relates to safety concerns on the
Midland Highway between Mooroopna and Stanhope.
Over the last several months VicRoads have completed
safety works on the Midland Highway between
Mooroopna and Stanhope. The end results of the works
have left local motorists who use the road on a daily
basis with the view that the supposed upgrades have
made the road even more unsafe and difficult to
navigate, especially at night.
Locals believe the new centre wire barrier and the
left-side steel railings make the road quite narrow to
drive on, and the fog lines can barely be seen in some
places at night. The newly installed ‘Keep left’ signs
are not reflective and at night disappear into the lights
of oncoming traffic. The excessive red reflectors in the
centre of the road are very distracting to drivers, and
already parts of the highway shoulder are breaking
down. Will the minister instruct VicRoads to undertake
consultations with local motorists about their concerns
and implement further works to make the Midland
Highway between Mooroopna and Stanhope safer for
all road users?
The PRESIDENT — The question is all right, but I
am sort of imagining the minister running along beside
the car asking the questions!

5087

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (13:00) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Health. The physical state of the Footscray Hospital is a
disgrace. The buildings are pushing Third World
standards. It is an outrage that any health facility could
be in such an appalling condition in a First World
country. Despite the best efforts of doctors and nurses,
who are doing an extraordinary job under the
circumstances, health outcomes for my constituents are
clearly being impacted in a deleterious manner.
Minister, when will the Andrews government start
work on the new Footscray Hospital?

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (13:00) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. If you drive along Hyde Street in
Yarraville at the moment, you will see temporary signs
saying, ‘Truck curfews enforced’. Recently the local
Labor MP appeared in local news coverage saying
cameras and sensors have been installed. It is sad that it
is even news. People in Yarraville know that trucks
regularly defy curfews, rumbling past primary schools
at pick-up time and passing houses while people are
trying to sleep. Mr Noonan’s announcement is not
about helping those people. The cameras are to make
sure trucks detouring around the West Gate tunnel
roadworks stick to the correct detour. Minister, what are
your plans to make ‘Truck curfews enforced’ not a
temporary sign on one street but a reality across the
inner west?
The PRESIDENT — That concludes constituency
questions and now is an appropriate time to adjourn for
lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Debate resumed.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(14:03) — As I continue my end of term report card for
the Andrews Labor government, I note the forced
closure of Hazelwood and an onshore gas ban which
have tripled the wholesale electricity price. Victorians
are now paying $300 more for electricity and $500
more for gas every single year. There was the $388 000
rort of taxpayers money to fund the Labor Party
campaign. It has come out today in the Ombudsman’s
report that the government has spent around
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$1.3 million to stop the report from coming out — this
insipid, rorting government.
The port of Melbourne under the Andrews Labor
government is no longer the number one port in the
country. There is no South Yarra station in the Metro
project. The unpromised sky rail is eating into people’s
backyards. Nobody voted for Labor’s sky rail. Property
values of residents abutting the sky rail have been
affected forever. Labor gave up the privately funded
floor of the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre.
This was private money to support the Victorian health
system, and Daniel Andrews’s Labor says, ‘No, we
don’t want your money’. School cleaners were sacked,
eight contracts were given out and the schools are
filthy. Mum and dad businesses lost their money
because they had contracts until 2020, but the
government said, ‘No, we’re cancelling them’. Some of
those little family businesses bought new polishing
machines and new cleaners, but the government said,
‘Bad luck for you, we’re cancelling them. We’re giving
them to our union mates. They’ll run the school
contracts’. The schools are not as clean as they used to
be.
There has been $25 billion worth of budget blowouts,
including $6.2 billion on the West Gate tunnel project,
$2 billion on the metro rail tunnel, $10.8 billion on the
north-east link and $3.3 billion on level crossing
removals. Others that featured blowouts include the
Victorian Heart Hospital, the Frankston line stabling at
Seaford, the Hoddle Street upgrade, the Casey Hospital
expansion, the Ballarat line upgrade — it goes on and
on and on. There are 12 new or increased taxes, despite
Daniel Andrews saying he was not going to do that.
There is the abolition of the construction code — the
unions are running rampant in Victoria now; they are
having a picnic. There is the Safe Schools program that
I know Mr Finn has got very strong views on, as many
of us have. There are extra tolls in the north and
south-east because of the West Gate tunnel. The
renewed Myki contract — they got it wrong in the first
place, so let us go around again. That was all to do with
Daniel Andrews.
Rural and regional Victorians are losing under the
Victorian Labor government, which axed the country
roads and bridges program and allocated that money to
the safe country hamlet of Mulgrave. Labor has halved
funding on agricultural export promotion in the
2018–19 budget. There has been a large increase in
crime in rural areas. The Murray Basin rail project is
$100 million over budget. The government has
squandered the money from the proceeds of the port of
Melbourne which were reserved for regional
infrastructure. They have axed the council flying
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planning squads and they have axed regional sittings of
Parliament. But I tell you what, Matthew Guy is going
to bring them back. Matthew Guy is going to take the
Parliament to the people.
Homelessness is increasing in this state. Small business
confidence is the worst in Australia. The desal is still
costing Victorians $1.8 million a day or $600 million a
year when it is not even running. The Labor
government have mucked up the original intention they
had for the Waverley Park estate with the high-tension
powerlines out that way. They think it is okay to
transport dogs in ministerial limousines. They have
failed, failed, failed in this term, and the bad report card
says there is one other cracker in all of this — they
created an upside down triangle, put ‘Vic’ in the middle
and charged Victorians $20 million for it. I can ask my
granddaughter to do it, and she can do it with Microsoft
Word for two bucks. They did an upside down triangle,
put the word ‘Vic’ in the middle and hit the taxpayers
for $20 million. This rorting, insipid government has to
go.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:07) — I
am pleased to rise and make a contribution to this
motion on the failings of the Andrews government. I
start by pointing out that the Labor Party has been in
power for 15 of the last 19 years. The ills in terms of
infrastructure and the failings in terms of taxation all
fall at the feet of the Labor Party. Daniel Andrews was
elected in 2002 and was a minister for most of that
period until 2010. Save for the four years when the
government changed, the state has been managed
entirely by Labor.
But we have seen this government take the
mismanagement of Labor to a new level. There was the
$1.3 billion bill for not building the east–west link, an
extraordinary decision to cancel a contract despite an
election promise that it would not cost one cent. ‘It will
not cost one cent’, Daniel Andrews said. Well, it cost
$1.3 billion. There is the extraordinary increase in
electricity charges which is hitting Victorian businesses
and families like a sledgehammer from the side, and
that is entirely due to Labor’s decisions. It is entirely
due to the decisions of the Labor Party. There was the
closure of Hazelwood following the WorkSafe
investigation, but most importantly there has been the
imposition of a whole set of new taxes.
Then we hear the Premier say, ‘It’s all due to
privatisation’. Let me tell you: Labor started
privatisation with its sale of part of Loy Yang B to
Mission Energy. So let us not hear any lectures about
privatisation. And while he is lecturing about
privatisation, he is selling the titles office at the same
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time. What an extraordinary hypocrite he is. There are
always advantages and disadvantages, which can be
weighed up in individual circumstances, on how you
run government services and the involvement of the
private sector. That needs a case-by-case analysis, but
one sweep one way or the other is not an intelligent
way to approach it.
Then there was the attack on the Country Fire Authority
(CFA). What an extraordinary attack on the
60 000 CFA volunteers that was. It is clear that Labor
and the Greens are entirely beholden to the firefighters
union. They are doing their bidding.
Dr Ratnam interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, Dr Ratnam, we saw the poster
on the door of the office of one of your members,
downstairs in the old offices. It was a big United
Firefighters Union poster smack bang on the door. So
do not claim that there are no clear links there. There
are clear links, and I reckon they are donors too.
Let me be quite clear about the mismanagement by
Labor of population growth. When Daniel Andrews
lost the election in 2010 and was asked why he lost, he
said he failed to plan for population growth. That was
his excuse. He failed to put the infrastructure in place.
That was between 1999 and 2010 when Labor was in
government. He credited the failure to manage
population growth and the failure to manage
infrastructure — they are his words, not mine — to
Labor losing government in 2010. It is like a general
trying to fight the last war. He thinks that any
infrastructure you undertake is what is required and we
should build infrastructure at any cost, no matter
whether it is good value or not.
Even good-quality infrastructure projects need to be
managed properly, prudently and within budget. Level
crossing removals are a good idea. We support the
concept of level crossing removals. We funded a
number in government and we strongly support that
approach, but the level crossing removal project is now
60 per cent over budget. When they went forward and
said it was going to be a $5 billion project with no
business case, what did the Auditor-General say? He
said it was risky to proceed without a business case.
Those were his words, not mine; he used the term
‘risky’. And so it has been proven. It is 60 per cent over
budget and still climbing. They are somewhere north of
$8.1 billion now. The minister will not release the level
crossing removal costs before the state election. I think
the community have a right to know about these level
crossing removal costs, they have a right to know
where the budget is on the Metro project and they have
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a right to know where the deals are at with Transurban.
We still have not seen the Transurban variation
agreements, and they have signed off on the West Gate
tunnel.
This chamber took a different view. We said that the
planning scheme amendment should be removed, but
the government then went and gazetted a new planning
scheme amendment the next day. What a defiant and
undemocratic act. The Planning and Environment Act
1987 clearly gave the power to this chamber, or indeed
the other chamber, alone to remove that planning
approval, but the government went forward the next
day and gazetted another planning scheme amendment.
It is very clear now that the project has proceeded so far
that it would be irresponsible to stop the project. We are
faced with the fact that the project is proceeding.
We know that there is going to be a smashing toll put
on Victorians and those who use the current CityLink
roads — the current CityLink roads, not the new one.
No-one has a problem with a toll being put on a new
road, but we do have a problem with the extension of
the toll deeds into the 2040s. Those variations to toll
deeds are required to be tabled under the Melbourne
City Link Act 1995, and the government has refused to
table those toll deed variations, knowing that this
chamber has the power to disallow those toll deed
variations within six days of them being tabled. The
government has hidden those and has refused to bring
them forward. What an act of secrecy, what an act of
defiance of the law and what an act of defiance of
democracy that is.
Why would they be worried to show those? I can give
one reason: Mr Finn’s electorate includes the Sunbury
area. Families and businesses from there come into
town down the Tullamarine Freeway. That is a tolled
freeway, and that is a freeway that will be smashed in
terms of charges under this government’s new toll deed
variations. The agreement is, as far as we know, for a
4.25 per cent increase beginning in 2019 — notably the
year after the election. In 2019 the toll will go up by
4.25 per cent, and it will escalate every year by 4.25 per
cent, so that will smash families. If you do the
compounding of that, it is more than a 50 per cent
increase over that period — more than a 50 per cent
increase in tolls that will be paid by those who use the
current CityLink roads.
All those in the south-east of the metropolitan area and
those who come from the country will be similarly
smashed by those tolls. People coming from the west
through the tunnel and onto the Monash will be hit by
those tolls, those massively increased tolls, which will
be 4.25 per cent up year on year on year. Which
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families are seeing their family budgets go up by
4.25 per cent? You look at the impact that will have on
families, some who use the tollway twice a day to get
into and out of work or those in small business who use
it to move around. These are very, very big hits to the
budget, and that is straight to Transurban’s bottom line.
This government does not want to table those toll
agreements. It is extraordinary.
We have seen a failure of our transport system too. We
have seen a decline in the performance of our rail
system. We know that the most recent figures released
for August show very clearly that the Metro Trains
Melbourne lines are tracking at 91.6 per cent
punctuality, down from more than 94 per cent under the
previous government. The number of cancellations on
all lines of Metro was 2131 in the month of August, up
from just a bit over 1100 in the November 2014 period,
the last period of the previous government. So the
cancellation changes are very significant: 1.9 per cent
under the coalition in that November period and up to
the most recent figures here with 3.2 per cent of
metropolitan trains cancelled under the Daniel Andrews
government.
If you look at V/Line, the performance decline is much
more severe — very severe indeed. Punctuality has
fallen from 90.8 per cent down to 86.9 per cent. The
number of trains cancelled has gone up from 36 per
cent in the month of November 2014 to 265 in the
month of August 2018 in the most recent set of monthly
figures. If you look at the year-long average for V/Line
in 2014, it was 106, and in this last month, it is 272, a
very significant cancellation rate. That is a monthly
average much more than twice the cancellation rate. If
you look at the percentage cancellations over a
12-month period under the previous government it was
1.8 per cent, and 3.3 per cent is the cancellation rate of
V/Line services. Those who are users of V/Line know
that they are being smashed in terms of reliability and
punctuality. You only need to go to Twitter and
Facebook to see what people are saying about V/Line
performance. This has not been prioritised by
Minister Jacinta Allan and Labor. They do not care
about country Victorians. They do not care about
country people. They are city-centric, and they are
prepared to smash the quality of transport in country
Victoria.
I note one recent Twitter commentary, ‘Geelong Rail
Fail (2@linefail)’:
Hey @VLine: Geelong will I be unblocked? I have spent
$,000s with you & missed kids milestones because of your
service. I know some of your trains are Soviet era, but you
don’t have to silence dissent like the Ruskies do you? C’mon
comrade, the peasants are revolting!
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That is just one little sample, and I could go on with
many more from people who are V/Line users and are
actually seeing their service diminished — seeing the
reliability, the punctuality and the comfort of their
service diminished — because this government does
not care and will not take action on these points.
I had somebody come to me the other day pointing out
that in the metropolitan area there are lots of small
examples of where the government is not really
intervening to make sure service is what it should be.
My colleague David Hodgett in the Assembly points
out:
The newsagent has closed at Ringwood East shopping strip,
and hence there is no longer anywhere to purchase or top up a
Myki card.
The IGA purchased the Tatts agency part of the newsagent
and have inquired about the Myki side, however PTV have
told them that they are still looking into it.
This has been going on for over 10 days …

And he goes on — an entire shopping strip where you
cannot buy a Myki card.
If you look at the Frankston area, I have a
communication from Sharon Kermath, barrister at law:
Letting you know what is happening in Frankston area.
Replacement buses in Carrum to Frankston because of the
railway crossing removals. People were thrown out of buses
because they had bikes and a valid ticket. They allow prams.
Bikes allowed on trains not on replacement buses. This is
disgusting service from the Andrews government there is no
plan nor service.
Please do something about this. People are being
discriminated. Make it media knowledge. Help Victorians.

These are just simple examples that come through with
great regularity about the decline in the quality of our
metropolitan rail service, the decline in the quality of
our bus services and the decline in the quality of our
V/Line services in country Victoria.
I say also Labor have been a crooked government —
frankly, a corrupt government. In 2014 they took that
money from the people of Victoria, from taxpayers.
They stole it — make no mistake — took it, and you
cannot call it anything else. But then they say, ‘Oh,
we’ve been caught. We’re going to pay it back’. I
reckon the next bank robber might try that approach
too. ‘Oh, I robbed the bank, but I’ve been caught. I’ll
give the money back’. Well, beauty! That is just bad
news. It is crooked. Were you one of the beneficiaries?
Mr Leane interjected.
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Mr DAVIS — Were you a beneficiary? This one
was. This one signed some of those documents. How
many did you sign? You ought to come clean on how
many you signed. You ought to come clean on what
you did with the money. You ought to come clean on
what you knew. The whole thing was crooked. The red
shirts thing was crooked, one of the most corrupt things
we have seen in public life.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr DAVIS — I tell you what, you signed it. You
should not be a minister. You should have stood aside
because of what you did. You signed the blank forms.
When did you sign those blank forms? Why did you
sign them?
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr DAVIS — What crooked behaviour from you.
How crooked can you get? You have signed blank time
sheets and used money from the Parliament, from the
taxpayer, to fund Labor’s campaign. You are up to your
neck in it. Labor is crooked, corrupt and wrong to take
public money in this way. The Greens have not done
what they should have done on this. They claim to be
for transparency and openness, but they wanted to
sweep it all under the carpet. We know why, because
they want to be in coalition with the crooks in the Labor
Party. That is the truth of the matter.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PUBLIC LAND USE
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (14:23) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes that —
(a) this government has failed to properly manage
public land in regional Victoria with some public
land categories being outright neglected;
(b) the creation of national parks and other parks with
similar levels of protection has a negative impact
on many traditional bush users and residents of
regional Victoria;
(c) the value of public land is in its use and that
restricting access for recreation on public land
diminishes the connection people have with those
lands and the public’s ability to assist in
management;
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(d) the government has failed to listen to recreational
user groups of public land and their concerns about
public land being locked up and inaccessible;

(2) calls on the government to —
(a) reject any recommendations by the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council that would
change public land classifications to a more
restrictive category;
(b) review the national park status of the Barmah forest
national park and the river red gum national park;
(c) rule out the creation of the great forest national
park; and
(d) fix the access, boundaries and signage of the
200 state game reserves in Victoria.

I am very proud to be moving my motion, which is
numbered 613 on the notice paper today. I would firstly
like to say that I consider myself very fortunate to hold
the last spot that will be allocated to the crossbench
during this term of Parliament to conduct business in
this house, and that is all down to the good fortune of
random scheduling. It has been wonderful over the last
four years to see those crossbench items that have made
it onto the agenda and that have been discussed in this
place from various angles and different points of view,
and they have been on various topics. It is amazing to
see how different the important things are to people,
and seeing a collection of those has well been worth it.
The reason I am moving this motion today is because it
is an important issue to me. Like many of the other
issues that have been brought here, which have
significant importance to individuals, this is a topic that
in a general sense I have talked about many times from
various angles in relation to many different issues. I
find that I cannot pass up my last opportunity to put a
motion to this house and to touch on this topic again —
that is, the importance of and the use of public lands.
Public lands are very important in this country. We live
in a fortunate country, in that we are wealthy, free and
able to do many things that you just cannot do
elsewhere around the world. You just cannot do it. We
can go out into publicly owned lands and partake in
various activities, various recreations. We can choose to
be involved in clubs or associations that get together
and socialise while they are doing it. We can choose to
go out and lose ourselves in a remote wilderness in our
great state of Victoria. We can choose to do that; we
can chose to just go and sit in some quiet place. We can
choose to do that, to cast a line and do some fishing.
We can choose to do that in the form of hunting. We
could get into a vehicle and go boating or four-wheel
driving. We could even jump onto a horse and take
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advantage of some of the public lands in this state.
There are many, many different ways in which people
can get out and enjoy the bush, enjoy our waterways
and enjoy our coasts, and it is great to see the diverse
range of things that people enjoy doing. That is what is
so great about it — there are so many activities that are
taking place all at once.
I am moving this motion to again shed light on a few
issues surrounding the use of public land, and I will
read it out again:
That this house —
(1) notes that —
(a) this government has failed to properly manage
public land in regional Victoria with some public
land categories being outright neglected;
(b) the creation of national parks and other parks with
similar levels of protection has a negative impact
on many traditional bush users and residents of
regional Victoria;
(c) the value of public land is in its use and that
restricting access for recreation on public land
diminishes the connection people have with those
lands and the public’s ability to assist in
management;
(d) the government has failed to listen to recreational
user groups of public land and their concerns about
public land being locked up and inaccessible;
(2) calls on the government to —
(a) reject any recommendations by the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council that would
change public land classifications to a more
restrictive category;
(b) review the national park status of the Barmah forest
national park and the river red gum national park;
(c) rule out the creation of the great forest national
park; and
(d) fix the access, boundaries and signage of the
200 state game reserves in Victoria.

There it is, spelling mistake and all, and I will touch on
that spelling mistake later when I explain what it is.
No-one has raised it with me so far. I hope it is not
because no-one has read my motion and that it is just a
little tricky one that has slipped past many people, but I
will touch on it.
National parks are one form of public land that we have
in this state, but there are many others. National parks
are usually at the forefront of discussions around the
issues that we bring up, but there are many others.
There is such a diverse range of public lands in this
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state that it can be quite confusing. We do not have a
very simple structure at all. It is somewhat confusing
about where you can go, where you cannot go, when
you can go and when you cannot go to certain places,
what you can do in those places, who you can be with,
where you can take your dog — that sort of thing. It is
really confusing, so it is great to see so many people out
in these places in spite of that.
I want to share a couple of examples of the connection
that I have had with these places through the pursuits
that I have tried throughout my life and over many
years with both family and friends. Some of my fondest
memories are actually of spending time out in the bush
and spending time with my family. They are really
significant parts of my life.
One of my fondest memories is of being out shooting
with my father and grandfather at a place called Gaynor
Swamp. A long time ago Gaynor was really popular for
quail hunting. In recent years I have not done a lot of
quail hunting there, but certainly a few years back when
I was a kid it was a really great destination for it. There
was a lot of quail harvested out of that place. I distinctly
remember one particular day, and it will never escape
me because it is so vivid in my mind. It was when I was
only young. I cannot remember exactly how old I was,
but I am assuming I was old enough to shoot. My father
handed me his shotgun because it was my turn to have
a go. It was the first time that I had ever put up a gun on
a quail. Quail hunting is one of the most exciting and
exhilarating forms of hunting you can do, and it is
wonderful that we have so many opportunities in
Victoria to do it. It is a great experience. It is a rush, and
quail are such a delicacy. They are so delicious, and to
be able to go out and harvest them wild and eat them —
Mr Finn — Fiddly, though.
Mr YOUNG — They are very fiddly to eat. You
have got to know how to cook them right, but they are
very enjoyable. I will never forget the first quail that I
shot. It was with my grandfather’s shotgun, which he
had handed to me — a Beretta 55 under and over. He
handed it to me and said, ‘Off you go’. I was a little bit
nervous and did not really know what I was doing. I
had done a little bit of shooting before, as you can
imagine, but I had never put up a gun on a quail. We
went for a bit of a walk. It was not through stubble, it
was through some long grass, and it was not very long
before a quail took off in front of me. They make a
funny sort of purring noise as they take off. It is a
wonderful experience in itself putting up a few quail,
and I put the gun up and pulled the trigger. That
moment for me is something that is just so vivid in my
mind. It was such a special connection that I had with
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the day, and I remember everything about it — the
weather and my grandfather being there. He does not
hunt with us anymore, but I will never forget him being
there that day. It was just so great, and that was at a
little swamp called Gaynor. It is in the middle of
Victoria. There is nothing really special or spectacular
about it, but it has left such an impression on me.
Another experience that I vividly remember is one that
happened when I finished my apprenticeship. I quit my
job, because I decided that I could make a bit more
money somewhere else as I was not an apprentice
anymore. I was offered work, but I thought, ‘Stuff it’. I
had not had any time off since I had started my
apprenticeship, so I decided not to start work for three
weeks. My father and I jumped in the car and spent
three weeks travelling across the state. We went west
first and travelled all the way across the state, hopping
to and from various swamps and lakes and creeks.
Fortunately it happened to be during the tail end of
duck season for that year. Dad and I hunted in a dozen
destinations over those couple of weeks, staying a few
nights here and there, swagging it on the ground —
rolling up, going somewhere the next night. It was a
wonderful experience. It was just Dad and me. It is
probably the only time that Dad and I have been away
together for that long. It was really great.
But this is not about my experiences per se. I had to
take the opportunity to share a couple of those, but
through the course of the last four years I have been
fortunate enough to talk to so many people about what
they do out in the bush and what they do in parks, how
they spend time away with their families and friends,
enjoying time away from work, away from the rat race,
away from all of those stresses that otherwise present
themselves in their lives. There are so many ways that
people do that. There are so many things that I do not
do. People have shared their experiences with me that I
have loved listening to. I adore those stories. It goes all
the way from people who go skiing out on a lake with
their families to people who do a little bit of fossicking
and prospecting and to people who ride their horses
through national parks, where they can, and through
state forests and the like. The way we use our public
land is really eclectic.
Because of that diversity, there are often a lot of
conflicts around use. The reason we have moved this
motion today is that we want to highlight some of those
conflicts, which I do not believe are being managed
properly. We recognise that there are some places
where certain activities cannot occur — that is just par
for the course. Hunting is not appropriate for
everywhere, but hunting is appropriate in many places
where it currently cannot occur. The same goes for a lot
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of other activities. People have vastly different opinions
on this, but I feel that lately we have got to a stage
where people’s opinions on what other people should
not be doing are outweighing people’s opinions on
what they should be doing. We have become a state of
banning things. We see it in other aspects of life, but it
really annoys me with regard to public land because we
have a firm belief that public land is for the public.
Public land is to be used. I have said it many times, and
I have said it in here: the value of public land is in its
use, it is in its connection — it is how we become a part
of these places. I feel that if we stop using these lands,
if we stop being involved with them and being
connected with them, we will lose their value and we
will stop caring about them. There are so many people
who share that sentiment.
What we have seen is a gradual move in our style of
managing public land. We have had some pretty severe
changes to management style lately, and a lot of it is
early in its development. We are seeing management
plans popping up for various pieces of public land
where the language is changing. The language is
changing in terms of dispersed camping. That is
probably the number one example that jumps out at
me — dispersed camping. We want to move away from
dispersed camping and bring everyone into a little area
that can be monitored and controlled and charged for.
You will have Parks Victoria having a booking system
where you have to pay a fee to go in and camp in these
places. That takes away from your ability to just go to
your favourite spot that you have been going to for
decades, probably with numerous generations of your
family. We are bringing it all back into one area. Along
the Murray River there are numerous examples of this
creeping in. One great example is a management plan
for Lake Boort, which I have talked about before,
which wants to ban camping around the whole lake and
bring it all into one localised area at the top of the lake
near the town, so you lose that lack of proximity to the
town and you lose a lot of the experience of going to
these places.
The management styles are really starting to change.
We want to see them move away from this notion of
stopping people from doing things and move towards
an effort to make sure that everyone can do what they
want to do in conjunction with each other. I come back
to hunting because hunting is one of those issues that
people talk a lot about in this space. There are places
that are public places, such as our parks, where hunting
is not appropriate. There are small parks and there are
parks that have high visitation where hunting simply
just cannot occur, and we get that. We do not advocate
for hunting to happen in those places. But there are so
many areas of our national parks that are very large
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spaces, which have very low visitation rates and a
plethora of game and invasive species occupying those
areas, which could be hunted. However, because of the
way in which we manage national parks, there is a
blanket ban. It does not make sense. You can literally
have a state forest here and a national park next to it
with exactly the same scenario — the same set-up and
the same number of invasive animals — but you can
hunt in one and you cannot hunt in the other. That does
not make sense.
State game reserves are another really interesting
example. We have 200-odd reserves in this state called
state game reserves. The first lot of them were actually
purchased through licence fees that came from hunters.
We decided that we were losing wetlands at too harsh a
rate, so we decided that we should purchase some of
those pieces of land to preserve them. They became the
first state game reserves. However, while state game
reserves are available for the hunting of certain species
during respective seasons, you are not allowed to hunt
pests in them. This is something that we have been
calling on for quite a while, and it has not been
addressed by the government. We really look forward
to that changing. They are the issues around the types
of park and how that can have an impact on what takes
place there.
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things, as far as I can tell, they have decided to ban a
whole range of things that historically have happened
there. Those kinds of exclusive management styles are
just simply not appropriate. They do not include
everyone’s perspective, they lock out other opinions
and they are keeping people out of public lands.
There are a lot of people talking to me about this
motion being very anti-national parks. It is not so much
anti-national parks; it is just anti-national parks the way
they are. I get that national parks are important; I get the
importance of preserving these areas, but also, like I
said before, we have to be able to access these places
and use them and feel connected to them.

We have seen a lot of issues within the management of
parks in terms of closures. Closures are a contentious
thing because there are often reasons for them to
happen, and we understand that. Damage to bridges and
access roads and things like that happens and flooding
happens. There are a lot of reasons why closures occur.
But it really gets up people’s noses because it takes so
long to fix these issues. It takes so long to get on top of
these issues, and the whole time that we have got a
track closed or a bridge damaged or something like
that, people cannot access those places that they enjoy
accessing. It is something that needs to be worked on.
We have been very disappointed with cuts to the
budgets of managers of public land, because this
impacts their ability to get on top of those issues, so we
would like to see that addressed.

The national park debate has been really interesting
over the last few years. It has become very obvious in
the way it is going forward — and it is always going
forward; everyone is always pressing forward to create
new national parks — that no-one is ever stopping and
saying, ‘Hang on a second. Let’s just have a look at the
situation and whether we’ve got problems with the
national parks that we’ve got, whether there are other
ways of managing them that can be implemented’. It
has become really polarised, this push for national
parks. It is one of those debates that I have noticed has
been very city versus country. It is really obviously city
versus country, and it is unfortunate because there are a
lot of organisations and individuals who constantly
campaign for more national parks. They are very good
advocates, they are very good at what they do, but they
are all city-driven. They all come from inner-city
Melbourne. When you look at the groups that are out
campaigning against national parks and against
restriction of access to those places, they are regional
people. They are the people who live out in those areas.
They are the people who are going to be affected by
proximity. They are the people who are going to have
tourism to their local towns affected. They are the
people who just like to go out and enjoy the places
where they live; that is why they live there. They are
the ones who are going to be affected, and they are
often the groups that we find are advocating against the
creation of more national parks.

Another thing that has happened and we have
advocated on before is a management style where
management of a piece of public land is given over
with some sort of exclusivity. This is not just
exclusivity of use; it is exclusivity of the actual
management of it. The best example of it is the Winton
Wetlands, a place that I hold dear to my own heart. It is
really unfortunate that we have got a situation at the
Winton Wetlands where a committee of management
has control over how the place is managed. Through no
other reason than the fact that they do not like certain

It is something that I have seen creep into politics. It is
not very often that a politician will stand there and say,
‘We don’t need any more national parks’. It really does
not often work that way. I love it when it does because
it shows real courage to say these days — the way
politics goes — that we need to stop just going with
whatever everyone else is doing. Often there will be a
creation of a new national park and you will get all the
pollies turning up and having their photos taken and
getting in on the action. There is no-one standing there
saying ‘No’ and going against it. So the way in which
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the debate around national parks has gone really needs
to change. We would like to see some change on that.
We would like to see more reviewing of current
national parks and less reviewing of public lands with
the aim to turn them into national parks.

You cannot do that. It does not work. That includes the
place I am standing right now. Every property, every
household, every farm would be a park if we were to go
down the path of creating more parks than the previous
governments. It does not work.

The reality is that it cannot keep going. You cannot
keep doing it. You cannot keep having more national
parks. You cannot keep turning state forest into national
parks. We are going to run out. It just does not work
that way. There is a finite amount of land in Victoria,
and we have to stop somewhere. The Victorian
National Parks Association (VNPA) actually put up
some figures recently, which were really interesting.
They criticised the government on their rate of park
establishment, and I thought that this was curious.
When you look at the material that they put out, they
pointed out that this government has created fewer
parks than the Baillieu-Napthine governments, the
Bracks-Brumby governments, the Kennett government,
the Cain-Kirner governments, the Thompson
government and the Bolte government. It has created
fewer parks than all of those.

You can even apply that to the debate around the types
of parks. We need a diverse range of parks. If we are
going to move forward and continue with this system
where national parks are the way they are, we need a
number of different parks because they exclude a lot of
activities. But if we are going to create 355 000 hectares
every term of government, like the great forest national
park proposal, that is only going to last so long. There is
only 8.8 million hectares of public land. If we turn
355 000 hectares of them into national park every year,
we are going to run out. It is not sustainable. I am
surprised an organisation like the VNPA do not know
the meaning of the word ‘sustainable’.

But the VNPA have actually gone one step further.
They have gone and collected some data. They have
gone and looked at some numbers. I have got those
numbers. Looking at the source I am not really
convinced by them, but I will use them because they are
from Wikipedia. The VNPA have put this number here
as the benchmark. They are saying that they want this
government to be better than all the previous ones in the
creation of parks. The benchmark was set by the
Cain-Kirner governments, who in their time in office
created 1.961097 million hectares of parks during the
10 years that they were in office. The VNPA actually
break that down into a nice, easy figure. They broke
that down into 511 hectares per day in office. They
pointed out that they are the benchmark.
I did some calculations of my own — I got my figures
from a Victorian Environmental Assessment Council
(VEAC) report instead of Wikipedia — and the total
area of Victoria is 22 760 000 hectares. That area does
not change. That is the size of Victoria. It is not going
to grow. No matter how many national parks you want,
that amount of land is not going to grow. Out of the
22 million-odd hectares of Victoria,
8.8 million hectares are already public land. That means
37 per cent is already public land. So if we were to have
this government try to do what the VNPA seemingly
wants them to do and create more parks than all the
previous governments — with the benchmark being the
Cain-Kirner governments — at a rate of 511 hectares a
day, then in only 74 years every single square metre of
Victoria would be a park. Now, that is not sustainable.

Now, you might be thinking that this criticism of the
government by the VNPA is actually a ringing
endorsement of them in the context of my motion,
which is against the creation of more national parks.
Well, that may be the case. It may be the case that this
government has created fewer national parks than all
the previous governments, but something this
government has not done is told us that it is deliberate.
They have not come and said, ‘We’ve created fewer
new national parks or any other type of park because
we don’t need any or because we’re reviewing them or
because we don’t want the great forest national park’. It
is particularly the case with that park. There have been
numerous opportunities for this government to say they
are not going to do it, but they have not done it. So
whilst this may sound like a ringing endorsement of the
government on my behalf — saying that the VNPA is
criticising them for not creating parks — they are not
doing it deliberately. They just have not managed to get
around to it. That is something that we have looked for
some certainty about in various ways — Mr O’Sullivan
put up a motion to the effect; I have had motions to the
effect during this term of Parliament — and so far the
government has not ruled out the creation of the great
forest national park. That should be concerning for
everyone in the Central Highlands who likes to use the
bush for their recreational endeavours.
The VNPA carries on about more national parks. That
is what they do. Good on them. That is their thing.
They can do what they want. That is great. But let us
just remember that they are very city-based. In fact they
have just got political too. I have been looking at some
of their stuff over the last couple of weeks. They have
just started getting political in the lead-up to this
election. They have kicked off their campaign. You

PUBLIC LAND USE
5096

COUNCIL

would think it would be in the area where the great
forest national park is going to be so they can campaign
in that local area and get people on board. No, they
kicked off their campaign in Brunswick, which is a bit
of a head-scratcher for me. I do not know why they
would be kicking off their campaign in Brunswick,
because there is not a lot of room to create national
parks there. But that is what they do.
They advocate for more national parks, whereas VEAC
are not supposed to be advocating exclusively for more
national parks. That is not their goal. That is not what
they are there to do. They are there to assess public
lands and make recommendations on them, whatever
they may be. But it has become a bit of a joke. It has
absolutely become a joke when every time a VEAC
investigation is called for we all know the answer. We
can predict the answer.
The most recent one is the central west investigation by
VEAC. If we look at the numbers, they paint a perfect
picture. It is a very big document, but there is one graph
that paints a perfect picture. If we look at the public
land use category, what is current and what is
recommended, there are currently 22 000 hectares of
national park in the area that has been investigated
under the central west investigation, and the
recommendation is to up that to 72 000 hectares. There
are zero conservation parks, and they want
5246 hectares. There are 5264 hectares of regional
park, and they want to boost that to 23 000 hectares.
With state forests, which are always the bridesmaid,
they get left out, with a grand total of 89 000 hectares
existing now recommended to be pulled down to only
10 000 hectares.
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coming from VEAC that are going to move to a more
restrictive category.
I have had a bit of a conversation around that point.
That conversation was sparked by the Liberal Party
flagging that they are going to move amendments to my
motion. They seek to delete parts of it, the part about
rejecting recommendations by VEAC being one of
them. It has been put to me that they cannot possibly do
that because they have to have a different view to mine
on VEAC, and they cannot reject any recommendation
from VEAC. I would like to make the point that this is
a quite specific call on the government. It is a quite
specific line, and it is in regard to recommendations that
would change the public land classification to a more
restrictive category.
I am not saying that VEAC cannot do an investigation
and rightly come up with an answer to this problem,
being ‘We need to achieve environmental outcomes in
this area, but we must do it in conjunction with the
current land use that is taking place or the current
recreational activities that are taking place’, because
there are many ways in which you can do positive
things to achieve environmental outcomes without
impacting on the activities that are taking place. I am
not saying that if VEAC came up with those sorts of
things, they could not be looked at and could not be
accepted. So to want to oppose my motion based on
that is somewhat confusing, and I think it is running
from the issue that VEAC always goes one way, and
we want to see that stopped.

Of those types of public land, state forests are the ones
that are most used. They are the ones that have the
greatest range of recreational activities, and a number of
them take place in that area. So to suggest that
80 000-odd hectares of state forest should be turned
into national park perfectly illustrates the direction of
VEAC. When you want to create a national park, the
government simply gives them a reference to look into
a certain area and they will come up with the
recommendation.

Item (2)(b) of my motion is where my spelling mistake
is, and I will just explain that. These two areas get a
specific mention in the motion because of the advocacy
that I have had from the areas, Barmah National Park
being the most prominent. I have had over the years
numerous people come to me with issues around the
way in which that place is managed. It seemed to
change from a state forest to a national park. Early on in
this town I attended a rally around the use of firewood
from the area, because there are people up there who
literally rely on firewood to heat their homes and the
government has banned it. That is causing some serious
issues.

The second part of my motion is a little more specific
than the general sentiment in the first part, which is just
about taking note. The second part of my motion calls
on the government to do a few things, the first being
what I have just spoken about in relation to VEAC
recommendations. I have outlined a little bit about why
national parks are more restrictive than other forms of
land tenure. The second part of my motion calls on the
government to reject any of those recommendations

A lot of people up there who were a bit on the fence
about the creation of the national park the whole way
through were coaxed by the notion that there would be
an increase in tourism: ‘We’re going to do some really
great stuff in this area to boost tourism and bring people
here, including ecotourism’. They were sitting on the
fence about the issue and said, ‘Okay, we’ll go with
this. We’ll let it roll for a while and see what happens
and see if the tourism picks up’. Well, it has not, and
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these people have since been contacting me and
hopefully others to say that this is just ridiculous:
‘We’ve got a national park now. You’ve stopped us
using it. You’ve stopped us accessing it. We can’t do all
the things that we used to do. We can’t go in there and
hunt pests and improve on that. We can’t take firewood.
You said you were going to improve tourism’.
One of the biggest tourist drawcards there are the
Barmah brumbies, and the government has come up
with a plan to eradicate them. So one of the most
prominent things that would draw people to the place
the government is going to get rid of. That does not
really work for tourism in the area, so these people are
furious at the way in which this park is being managed.
That is why this one gets a special mention in my
motion, where I am calling for a review.
The next one is where the spelling mistake is. It is
actually supposed to say ‘the river red gum national
parks’ rather than ‘the river red gums national park’. It
is actually a collection of national parks in the north of
the state running along the Murray, Goulburn and
Ovens rivers. They are the Gunbower, Hattah-Kulkyne,
Lower Goulburn River and Warby-Ovens national
parks and also part of the Murray-Sunset National Park,
so they cover a lot of kilometres and a lot of river
frontage. This collection of national parks, which are
referred to in the River Red Gum Parks Management
Plan — and that is why they are put together, because
they are treated as one as far as the management plan is
concerned — when they were created caused a whole
range of issues, again for recreational users and duck
hunters in particular. I know full well how frustrated
they were at how much riverfront was no longer
accessible for hunting. It is another one that has been in
for a while, and I think it is time, given the issues we
have around national parks, to have a look at them.
That is good governance. You put something in place
and give it a little bit of time and then you review it. If it
is achieving the outcomes it is supposed to achieve,
then fine, but quite frankly we do not believe it is and
maybe we should be reviewing possibly its status as a
national park, but certainly the way in which the rules
around national parks are applied there.
That is the part of my motion that the Liberal Party
have flagged that they are going to try to amend and
take out. I am a little bit perplexed by that. I do not
think that having reviews on these types of things is a
bad thing; I think it would be a very good thing to do. I
hope that it is not the case that the Liberal Party does
not want to have reviews on this, and I hope that the
National Party will voice that opinion to them, because
this is a really big issue for the northern part of the state.
I just want to try to alleviate a couple of those concerns.
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The next part of the motion calls on the government to
rule out the creation of a great forest national park. I
have already talked about this a little bit. As I
mentioned before, Mr O’Sullivan has put up a motion
to that effect, and I have put up a motion to that effect,
and the government once again has an opportunity to
put on the record that they are not going to create a
great forest national park. We vehemently oppose it. It
is going to create so many problems for recreational
users in those areas. People are screaming out against it.
People from those areas are screaming out against it;
that is the important part. We are not interested in
listening to the campaigns of the VNPA in Brunswick.
They are irrelevant to the creation of a great forest
national park, but the people from those areas are
screaming out against it. I know people will try to rebut
that point by saying that there are locals in those areas
who want to see it happen. There may very well be, but
from my experience for the most part the advocacy
against it is coming from those areas, from those
organisations and from those groups that are living in
the country. They are the ones that want to see the great
forest national park proposal die.
In summing up, I would just like to point out that this is
not particularly an anti-national parks motion. This is an
anti-national-parks-the-way-they-are motion. They are
not working to achieve the outcomes that we think they
should be achieving. They are not working. People are
being locked out of them. People are being excluded.
We do not want to see that. We want people to be able
to get out and enjoy them. We want people to love our
wild places and to be able to go hunting, fishing and
camping and to do those things with their families —
not just do those things that are greenie-approved
activities, dictated by people in the city.
That is the way we are going. We are going down this
path of very select groups being able to access them. It
is even worse than that. We are going down the path of
only being able to go into these places when you are
part of a state-sanctioned activity, and that just seems
ridiculous to me — absolutely ridiculous. The VEAC
report has a part in it about hunting where it says that
hunting may still take place as part of a controlled
program managed by the government. Well, it is just
not necessary. We do not want to become a society
where the only time you go out of your house is to go to
a government-organised event. This is a free country.
We should be able to go out and enjoy those places
freely, of our own volition, when we want to, not when
the government says we can. That is why we have
issues with the way in which these places are being
managed, and that is why I have put this motion to the
house today.
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Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:00) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the government on
Mr Young’s motion. I am happy to agree with some of
his earlier sentiments that the crossbench have enriched
the debate in this house, particularly the scope and the
different types of issues that they have brought to this
house to be debated. In saying that, I have to flag to the
house that the government will not agree with
Mr Young’s take-note motion for reasons which I will
allow outline soon, but I do want to state that the
government will not support opposition amendments to
this motion. We are not great believers in other parties
and other individuals moving amendments to motions
by other MLCs unless the mover of that motion agrees
to those amendments or it is the mover of the motion
that wants to amend that motion when they are on their
feet, and a lot of times that might be due to goal dates
being out of date because the motion has taken a while
to get to the chamber for debate. So we will not be
supporting those amendments.
We oppose some of the sentiment in Mr Young’s
motion in that we do not agree that the government has
failed to properly manage public land in regional
Victoria within some of the public land categories, and
we do not agree with calling it outright neglect. I think
a rule of thumb for government commitments is where
they are prepared to put funding into certain areas. I just
want to cover some of the extra funding that this
government has put towards park management to refute
Mr Young’s claim that there has been neglect. Firstly,
in terms of over 3000 parks and reserves managed by
Parks Victoria, this government has provided over
$70 million in the 2018–19 budget to improve
management of parks and services provided to visitors
and, very importantly, to secure 130 park ranger
positions. On top of that there was over $56 million in
the 2015–16 budget and over $38 million in the
2016–17 budget. That funding delivered 53 new ranger
positions — ongoing staff to increase visitor services,
to remove weeds and pests and to provide more
education programs. Other initiatives included over
$30 million for the Grampians Peaks Trail and over
$5 million for waterway infrastructure, including
repairing Kerferd Road, Seaford and Dromana piers.
We have also ensured that Parks Victoria can provide
more access for even more people, particularly those
with disability. Earlier this year Parks Victoria were
awarded a gold medal at the RACV Victorian Tourism
Awards for providing accessible nature-based tourism
experiences for people of all ages and levels of ability.
Just one example is the internationally award-winning
Changing Places facility for people with severe
physical disabilities at Arthurs Seat State Park, which
opened in 2016. I have a good friend, Woody Marriott,
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who has not got a disability and actually runs a tourist
agency for people with disability. I know from
discussions with him how important it is. These sorts of
facilities like the Changing Places facility may not
sound like a lot, but they are very important for people
of all abilities who want to be able to access our parks. I
think that is a very important thing.
It is important to put on the record that in the last term
of government one in 10 Parks Victoria workers were
terminated. One-tenth of the workforce at Parks
Victoria was terminated during the last term of
government. So the government shows a commitment
around when they are prepared to increase funding and
increase personnel and, importantly, as I said before,
increase the number of rangers, who do such important
work.
Mr Young did describe the amount of public land in the
state. It is true that about a third of the state is public
land, and half of that is state forest. These areas are very
important to provide the sort of tourism that I spoke
about before but also to conserve our native plants and
animals. We have had a number of debates here around
that in this term, and I think everyone would agree that
that is a really important thing to be doing.
Mr Young touched on concerns around
recommendations from the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council (VEAC). VEAC is an independent
statutory authority which provides independent advice
to government about Victoria’s public land estate.
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr LEANE — I find the interjections a bit
surprising, because there is a long history of a
bipartisan approach of support towards VEAC’s
engagement in providing recommendations on how a
range of recreational activities are to be balanced across
areas of public land. VEAC recently released its
Central West Investigation: Draft Proposals Paper to
continue its program of consultation before providing
recommendations to government in 2019. This
government can assure the community that existing
well-loved recreational activities will be protected. In
terms of the central west investigation, VEAC
themselves recommended that four-wheel driving, trail
biking, horseriding, mountain biking, bushwalking and
camping continue in the investigation areas. This means
of course that Victorians can keep enjoying the
recreational activities that they are doing in what is a
beautiful part of Victoria, I have got to say.
Mr Young’s motion, paragraph (2), refers to reviewing
national parks and ruling out the creation of a new
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national park. I am not going to question Mr Young’s
intent and his —
Mr Dalidakis — But he is not even here. It is his
own motion.
Mr LEANE — His buddy is here. He is listening. I
am not going to question Mr Young’s intent on the part
of his motion that calls on the government to review the
status of two national parks and rule out the creation of
a new national park. As I said, I have sympathy towards
his intent. I was accused of having too much sympathy
for the intent of Ms Dunn’s bill two weeks ago, but I
actually have sympathy towards that intent. However,
the government’s position is that it opposes this motion
completely. We are not going to be weaselly and try
and move any amendments; we are just going to oppose
it.
Mr Young’s motion refers to the great forest national
park. I think the coalition need to come clean. There
was an article not long ago — a few months ago — in
which it was said by one of Matthew Guy’s close
friends that he quietly supports the establishment of this
national park. The friend said that Mr Guy loves nature
and gets into the bush every chance he gets. I think this
is a good thing.
Mr Ondarchie — Name that person.
Mr LEANE — It was an environmentalist friend; I
cannot remember the person’s name. The
environmentalist friend said Mr Guy secretly supports
the establishment of this national park. Mr Guy has not
come out publicly and denied that. If Mr O’Sullivan
wants to get up and beat his chest about not supporting
the establishment of a new national park, he is not
really reflecting the leader of his coalition. The leader
of his coalition needs to come out and deny the
statement that he supports the establishment of that
particular national park. He does not have to deny
everything about that article. I think we are all lovers of
nature. It is great that he gets out and scoops water out
of a stream and all that sort of stuff when he gets down
on one knee. I think that is a beautiful thing. I think it is
a great thing that he loves nature, and I think it is a great
thing that he has got a friend who acknowledges that
Mr Guy gets into the bush every chance that he gets. I
call on Mr O’Sullivan to clarify the position, spare us
all the chest beating and the weaselly attempts to move
amendments —
Mr O’Sullivan — Do you support it, Shaun?
Mr LEANE — No, we actually oppose this motion.
As I said, we have sympathy towards the intent of the
mover. I think we have had two weeks where the
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Greens party has moved a bill in support of establishing
a national park and we have had the Shooters, Fishers
and Farmers Party move a motion not to support that
national park, so maybe the government is in the right
place where we want to make sure that everyone can
enjoy our public open spaces as best they can.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (15:12) — We
have had a wacky contribution from Mr Leane — a
very strange contribution, you would have to say.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No, I am not surprised. I have heard
many of his contributions, and they are almost always
wacky, but this one was right up there. I was very, very
confused about what he actually meant.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DAVIS — He is one of the rorters. You actually
signed for the handing over of several thousand dollars
worth of public money. You signed time sheets, I think
to help Nick Staikos in Bentleigh, didn’t you? That is
what you did. Crooked, corrupt, wrong, just
outrageous —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DAVIS — You did these crooked things, and
you need to be held to account for the crookedness that
you and Labor indulged in. That is what you did. It was
$2000 — more than $2000 in fact I think was the
amount you signed forms for. I will just check.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! After Mr Davis’s contribution you two can have
a cup of tea and discuss this. I ask Mr Davis to go back
to the motion.
Mr DAVIS — Acting President, I was provoked
and thought it important to respond, given the strange
contribution and the red shirt antics that this member
has gotten up to over the last period.
Mr Young has brought a motion to the chamber that
notes that this government has failed to properly
manage public land in regional Victoria, with some
public land categories being outright neglected. The
Liberals and The Nationals have no objection to many
of these paragraphs, and I will work my way through
them in a systematic way. There is no doubt that public
land management in regional Victoria has been
neglected. The government has not put the resources in
in terms of park support and park management. They
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have not put the resources in in terms of fire
management. They have not put the resources in on a
whole range of different fronts to get the outcome that
the community would want from the use of our public
lands.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Well, you are one of the few on the
government’s frontbench that is not one of the rorters.
You are actually one of the few that is not a rorter, and I
have to say you are one of the few that is actually
entitled to speak in this chamber, in my view. This one
over here signed the forms.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Did you sign them illegally? Did you
sign them without knowledge?
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Mr DAVIS — That will not be an option, because
the government decided to close down the chamber
early because they do not want to table the annual
reports. I know what they are up to and why they are
doing it. The 233 annual reports that are due to be
tabled under the Financial Management Act 1994 by
the end of October and the 25 reports from the
universities and the alpine resorts —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Order! Mr Leane! Mr Dalidakis!
Mr DAVIS — If I can continue here, making the
point that the government has decided to close down
the chamber early because it wants to avoid the annual
report for the department that would deal —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
I hate to break Mr Davis’s heart, but any casual
employee forms that I signed were after they did the
work in my office. I am sorry to break your heart. After
they did the work, at the end of the pay period —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Thank you, Mr Leane. Please have a seat. That is not a
point of order at all.
Mr O’Sullivan — I raise a point of order, Acting
President. Mr Leane, what was the work that they did?
Can you tell that to the chamber, please?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Mr O’Sullivan, that is not a point of order.
Mr DAVIS — On a different point of order, Acting
President, the member has said to the chamber that he
did not sign for people who moved outside his office,
but in fact Shaun Leane actually signed —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Mr Davis, this is not a point of order. Continue with
your contribution on the motion.
Mr DAVIS — Acting President, perhaps you could
advise me on how I can take up the matter of a false
statement which is at odds with the Ombudsman’s
evidence.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) — By
substantive motion, Mr Davis. Also you may be able to
make a contribution in reports.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr DAVIS — No, no. The chamber, to my
knowledge, has always sat in the month before an
election. Indeed this will be a huge period of time —
nearly two months, in fact more than two months, of
time — when the chamber will not be sitting. The clear
purpose is to make sure that key reports, like the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) annual report and the Parks Victoria report,
are not tabled.
This motion would be improved if those reports were in
the public domain. There are the decisions that the
community could make on national parks as we come
towards the election, and the management of national
parks would be improved if the Parks Victoria report
and the DELWP report were actually on the table. We
will see whether they get tabled tomorrow, but my
suspicion is that they will table the good ones tomorrow
and hold the other ones until after the state election so
that whoever is in government then will get a tranche of
very nasty reports and nasty surprises in terms of
DELWP and in terms of Parks Victoria in relation to
this specific motion.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Actually, we did not. We tabled our
reports before the election, but your government in
previous times has form on this, Mr Dalidakis, so some
of us have seen it before and are interested to see
whether they are going to try and pull that swiftie again.
Paragraph (1)(b) of the motion states:
the creation of national parks and other parks with similar
levels of protection has a negative impact on many traditional
bush users and residents of regional Victoria …
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I think that that is true. Where excessive numbers of
national parks are created and where national parks are
not operated in a way that is inclusive of many users, in
fact the levels of protection will lead to a negative
impact on many traditional bush users and residents of
regional Victoria.
Paragraph (1) of the motion also states:
(c) the value of public land is in its use and that restricting
access for recreation on public land diminishes the
connection people have with those lands and the
public’s ability to assist in management —

which is also undoubtedly true and a legitimate point
that Mr Young has made —
(d) the government has failed to listen to recreational user
groups of public land and their concerns about public
land being locked up and inaccessible …

These are very legitimate points that Mr Young is
making. And the recent —
Mr Dalidakis — When was the last time you got
out of Kew?
Mr DAVIS — I get out of Kew all the time. I go all
over the state, and I do that with great regularity —
meeting my colleagues, meeting communities, meeting
councils, meeting others and hearing exactly what is
going on around our state. That is important to
understand.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — I know that you used to be employed
by the Victorian Association of Forest Industries, but
you have turned your back on the timber industry. We
know your outrageous behaviour in rejecting the timber
industry. We will just know whether you end up
creating the great forest national park and whether you
actually sack all those timber workers. You make the
decisions to close down the timber industry, and the
way you are going it looks like your government has
done a deal with the Greens and with a number of other
groups to close down significant areas of land to public
access for a whole range of points, including —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — I know you two want to be in
coalition. I know that is what it is all about. The Labor
Party and the Greens want to be in close coalition.
Dr Ratnam is already putting on the record what she
wants. They are already trying to pencil in their
portfolios. Which one will have the environment?
Which one will have agriculture? Imagine,
Mr Dalidakis, the damage that would be done to the
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timber industry in short order if Dr Ratnam or Ms Dunn
were the minister for forestry, or the Treasurer or any
other senior position — the minister responsible for the
environment. Imagine Ms Dunn as minister for the
environment. That is a prospect —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Mr Davis, I request that you reduce the amount of
pointing that you are doing, as per the President’s
comments in this chamber.
Mr DAVIS — What is important here is that
VEAC, the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council, has brought down a set of recommendations. I
understand better than most in this chamber the history
of VEAC going back into the 1970s. Dick Hamer was a
very good friend of mine. We understand the history of
the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council and
its importance, but we also understand that VEAC has
in many respects lost its way. Its balance and its
even-handedness have been diminished in recent years,
and that is a concern. It is a loss to the state, and I think
we need to be quite honest about what has gone here.
That diminishment of the independence and of the
open-mindedness and community focus of VEAC is, I
think, a loss to the state, but that is the truth. VEAC has
become less independent than it once was and much
more a creature of the Labor government — the Labor
government that has appointed its board, the Labor
government that gives it its riding instructions, the
Labor government that is in many respects giving the
directions.
I understand the concerns that many in country Victoria
feel about the proposals to create Pyrenees and Mount
Buangor national parks. I understand the concerns that
have been put on the record by a number of members of
the National Party and a number of members of the
Liberal Party. They are concerned about what that will
do.
Mr Dalidakis — Which ones? Name them?
Mr DAVIS — Mr Walsh in the Assembly, for
example, has had quite a bit to say about this.
Ms Staley, the member for Ripon in the Assembly, has
had quite a bit to say about this. Let me give you an
example about what Ms Staley has recently had to say
about this, because she has been a champion of bush
users. She has been a champion of those who would
seek to make sure that the rights of those who want to
access national parks and state parks are not unfairly
and unreasonably diminished.
In recent days there has been an annual general meeting
of the Prospectors and Miners Association. That was
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held in Beaufort, and a number of people were there. In
fact a number of the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party were there, and I know that Ms Staley was there,
and she put the position of the Liberals and Nationals
very, very clearly. She made it clear that we do not
support the creation of the national park in the Pyrenees
or the Mount Buangor national park. It is not our
position that we support those.
The impact on the bush users is the main reason for
that. It is clear that the restrictions that it would place on
hunting, on dog walking, on prospecting, on
horseriding and on some aspects of agriculture are
significant, and those impacts mean that it is not
supported by the Liberals and The Nationals in that
sense. We are actually clearly opposed to that. The
meeting was held in Beaufort, and I note that there was
no member of the Labor Party there despite being
invited. There was no member of the Greens there
despite being invited. You could not be bothered to go
and put your case to community groups. It is all very
well to slink away and hide instead of actually going
forward to put your case in an honest forum. They
would not turn up. They took the day off. They stayed
home. Mr Dalidakis stayed in Melbourne that day; he
did not want to go either.
Mr Dalidakis — What was the date?
Mr DAVIS — I can tell you it was in the last two
weeks, and it was the Prospectors and Miners
Association of Victoria annual general meeting in
Beaufort.
Mr Dalidakis — What was the date?
Mr DAVIS — I can’t tell you the date, but I can tell
you it was in the last two weeks.
Mr Dalidakis — Give me the date.
Mr DAVIS — I can find the date for you, but I
know it was in the last two weeks, and I have had a
number of reports from the meeting. I know that the
Shooters and Fishers were there. There was no Labor
and there were no Greens present at that meeting. So let
us be clear: they have deserted the field. In fact
Ms Lovell just made the quiet point to me that the
Greens candidate in Shepparton claims to be a brown.
That is her phrase. I find that interesting in itself.
My point here is that the Liberal Party and the National
Party oppose the creation of those two national parks
given the economic and social impact on the local
communities. The local community has a legitimate
right to have its views heard. Those matters of
economic and social impact on the local community
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need to be considered in addition to the environmental
and social impact more broadly. The local community
has got to have a say, and the failure of Labor and the
failure of the Greens to attend the forum is a significant
strike, I think, against them. It is true that if those two
parks — the Pyrenees and Mount Buangor — were
brought forward, there would be a significant reduction
in public land that is available for hunting, for dog
walking, for prospecting and for horseriding. I note that
many in the community want to see those points held to
the fore.
The second point of Mr Young’s motion:
calls on the government to —
(a) reject any recommendations by the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council that would change
public land classifications to a more restrictive category;
(b) review the national park status of the Barmah forest
national park and the river red gum national park;
(c) rule out the creation of the great forest national park; and
(d) fix the access, boundaries and signage of the 200 state
game reserves …

I am going to start backwards here and look at the last
point. We actually agree with that. We need clarity of
access, we need better boundaries and we need better
signage in the 200 state game reserves across the state.
We do actually need to do the work to improve that
signalling for the community about what land uses are
actually allowed in a particular location. That is a
legitimate point that Mr Young has made.
He has also asked for the ruling out of the creation of
the great forest national park. We are very familiar with
the great forest national park in this chamber. Ms Dunn
has talked about it endlessly — I think that is probably
a fair description — to the chagrin, if I can put it that
way, of the Minister for Agriculture, who has been
asked again and again about the great forest national
park, about gliders and about possums and other
creatures that inhabit that area of that state. I understand
the legitimate points that are made about our fauna, but
I do nonetheless understand that you do not always get
the best outcome in terms of protection by the
declaration of a national park. The declaration of a
national park in very many respects restricts usage and
restricts the assistance that can be provided in the
management of those areas.
In terms of the long-term fire prevention in many areas,
what we tend to see is that we have poor management
of fire in our national parks over a longer period, and
over that longer period we then see the risk of
catastrophic bushfires occurring, which can sweep
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through very large extents of that terrain and put at risk
much of the flora and fauna in a catastrophic way.
Proper land management, thoughtful land management
and land management that is focused on the best
long-term outcomes sees proper fire prevention
measures put in place in a rolling way that actually sees
burning undertaken.
It is very clear from the work of the royal commission,
the report of which was tabled in this chamber back in
2009, that our land management practices had slipped.
It is very clear from the evidence that was brought
forward to the bushfire prevention inquiry. The
Environment and Planning Committee of this
Parliament, which I chaired, had an enormous amount
of evidence presented to it about the failure of land
management and the failure of fire management over a
longer period. That failure of land management and that
failure of forest management over a longer period of
time is a great concern. We have seen those
catastrophic fires, we have seen the damage they do in
terms of life and property, but equally we have seen the
terrible damage that they have done in terms of the flora
and fauna of our major areas of forest. Ruling out the
creation of the great forest national park in no way says
that you are not in favour of preserving flora and fauna;
it just says that you want a better management system
and you want better access and you want better
involvement of those who use the forest in that
management.
The point I would make here is that the coalition has
been very concerned about the government’s direction
with the great forest national park. It is clear from the
rumours that have come out and have been widely
reported in the newspapers that the government intends
to pretty much close down logging in this state, that it
intends to move away from any hardwood logging and
intends to move over a 10-year period at the loss of tens
of thousands of timber worker jobs —
Mr Dalidakis — This is your new timing clock.
Mr DAVIS — Acting President, I do not know what
the minister thinks he is doing, but this is quite a serious
matter. You may think this is an amusing matter, but it
is actually not an amusing matter; it is a serious matter.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Mr Davis, please just ignore Mr Dalidakis.
Mr DAVIS — The coalition has obviously got great
concerns about the great forest national park. We also,
as I have said, have issues with the points in
paragraphs 2(a) and 2(b). We reject the idea to:
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reject any recommendations by the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council that would change public land
classification to a more restrictive category …

Let us think about this. It is possible that at some time
in the future VEAC may come forward with a
recommendation that is plausible, sensible and
balanced. There may be some greater restriction in
some areas and some change in other areas, and there
may, on balance, be a better outcome for the
management of our forests. We think that that is just a
bit too strong. Whilst I understand the intent of what
Mr Young is seeking to achieve, it is true that it is not
something that the opposition could support.
In terms of the review of the national park status of
Barmah National Park and river red gums national
park, we think that that is also a bridge too far at this
point, which is not to say that there are not very
legitimate criticisms that can be made about the
management of both of those parks. There are genuine
issues about the quality of the management and there
are genuine issues about the outcome of that
management. In that context the opposition will seek to
move amendments, which I would appreciate the clerks
and others circulating, if that is possible. I move:
1.

Omit paragraphs (2)(a) and (2)(b).

2.

In paragraph (2) renumber “(2)(c)” to “(2)(a)” and
“(2)(d)” to “(2)(b)”.

Mr DAVIS — With those amendments we will
seek —
Mr Melhem interjected.
Mr DAVIS — I think Mr Melhem is suffering from
last-day syndrome.
Mr Melhem — You did say something about the
red coats.
Mr DAVIS — I have a high regard for the red coats,
Mr Melhem, unlike you.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) —
Thank you, Mr Davis. You may proceed.
Mr DAVIS — The amendments seek to omit —
Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe the member has misled the
chamber. He only has a high regard for himself.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Patten) — I am
not even going to respond. Mr Dalidakis, please!
Mr Davis, please continue.
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Mr DAVIS — I think the syndrome is spreading,
and the last-day syndrome has obviously got a
significant grip on some in the chamber.

house issues that they think are important, and we
should be debating those matters that they think are the
priority for the house.

What I would say is our amendments are very
straightforward. They seek to omit paragraphs 2(a) and
2(b). As I said, one of those paragraphs calls for the
rejection of any recommendations — and I hasten to
repeat the word ‘any’ — of VEAC, and the other
paragraph calls for a review of the national park status
of Barmah National Park and river red gums national
park. Ms Lovell and others have made the point that
there does need to be some sensible focus on better
outcomes in those forests, but in this circumstance we
will seek to omit paragraphs 2(a) and 2(b), and I ask for
the chamber’s support. In conclusion, I make the point
that Mr Young has brought this motion in good faith. It
has some significant merit to it. We cannot support all
of it, but we can support the vast majority of it.

Firstly, this motion claims that the Andrews
government has failed to properly manage public land
in regional Victoria, with some public land categories
being outright neglected. In relation to this point
Mr Young is spot-on. This government has indeed
failed to properly manage much of the public land in
regional Victoria. The category that comes most to
mind is state forest. The Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change and her department
have been negligent in failing to prosecute their role as
regulator of native forest logging in this state. Time and
time again we have seen the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning fail to take
action when there have been clear breaches of the
logging code of practice. They allow statutes of
limitation to expire, they fail to collect evidence and
bury the investigations under bureaucracy instead of
taking them to court.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (15:36) — It is
good fortune in fact that we are considering this motion
today and a gift, yet again, that we are talking about
protecting natural and cultural heritage in Victoria. I
think there have been a few motions before this house
that were very similar to the one before us today. I must
say, I never tire of talking about how important our
national parks are and how important our environment
is. So I thank Mr Young for his motion in that respect.
There is a bunch of issues of course that the Shooters,
Fishers and Farmers Party raise with this motion, and I
will endeavour to comment on them as we go through,
but firstly I would just like to pick up the points made
in relation to the amendments proposed by Mr Davis. I
am not actually quite sure when Mr Young got notice
of these particular amendments —
Mr Davis — He did, and he referred to them.
Ms DUNN — Mr Davis, I said that I was not sure
when that occurred. However, there is generally a
convention of this house that amendments are
circulated to parties so we are aware of them before the
debate starts. That simply did not happen in this case in
relation to the Greens. We did not see this amendment
before it was given to me by the red coat earlier in
Mr Davis’s contribution. It is my understanding that
there is no agreement with the mover of the motion,
Mr Young, to support these particular amendments, and
there has of course no notice been given to the Greens
in relation to that.
Although we have issues with Mr Young’s motion, we
certainly will not be supporting the amendments put by
Mr Davis. It is the right of members to bring to the

Mr Young is also spot-on in that this government has
failed to fully reverse the cuts to Parks Victoria that
were made by its predecessors. While some national
and state parks are adequately funded and resourced,
others have been neglected. The further the park is from
Melbourne the less funding it seems to get.
A prime example of neglect is the Nyah-Vinifera Park
on the banks of the Murray near Swan Hill. This park is
only a decade old and came about through many years
of campaigning by the local community, including
Indigenous custodians. All of its initial basic
infrastructure has fallen into disrepair. Signs have fallen
over and dirt tracks have been rutted, so access by
vehicle is challenging and there are weeds and young
eucalypt saplings everywhere due to a lack of overbank
watering. This park is overwhelmed by campers during
the popular Easter long weekend, which brings
thousands of dollars to the north-west, yet it does not
have a single toilet facility or any other infrastructure to
deal with the visitor numbers.
It is true that the Andrews government has failed to be a
proper steward of public lands in Victoria. As a state
we must do better. The Greens will always stand up for
protecting the natural environment and properly
resourcing Parks Victoria so that we can enjoy the
environment both now and for generations to come.
While the Greens may agree on the statement at the
start of this motion’s text, the logic of the motion then
proceeds to fall apart. The Shooters and Fishers go on
to claim, and I quote from the motion:
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the creation of national parks and other parks with similar
levels of protection has a negative impact on many traditional
bush users and residents of regional Victoria …

This assertion is false. I note that in the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) Central
West Investigation: Draft Proposals Paper, a document
that seems to be giving Mr Young quite a headache, it
states on page 1:
Four-wheel driving, trail bike riding, mountain biking,
horseriding, car rallies, camping, bee keeping and dog
walking in specific designated sites, can all be accommodated
in national parks.

The Shooters and Fishers very well know that plans for
the great forest national park allow the continued
pursuit of many recreational activities in specified
areas. This is spelt out in the comprehensive proposal
for the great forest national park.
Of course Mr Young’s motion refers to traditional bush
users, yet it completely ignores the wishes and interests
of Victoria’s original bush users — the many
Indigenous clans across Victoria. There is no
recognition of Indigenous values in Mr Young’s
motion. There is no recognition of their stewardship of
the land. There is no consideration of the fact that none
of the First Nations whose traditional lands cover the
Central Highlands region have given permission for the
state government to log and sell native forests.
The only traditional bush users that Mr Young can be
referring to here are his preferred type of bush user —
extractive bush users such as prospectors and duck
hunters. Mr Young then doubles down this favouritism
for this type of user because he goes on to claim, and I
quote from the text of the motion, ‘the value of public
land is in its use’. Mr Young has let it be known with
this statement that he thinks there is no value in nature
beyond what humans can extract from it. He thinks
there is no intrinsic worth to be had in an untouched
paradise like the old-growth forests in East Gippsland,
that there is no intrinsic beauty to a flock of endangered
migratory birds flying above a wetland and that if a
beach lies untouched, it would be a waste not to be able
to drive all over it with a dune buggy.
Mr Young could not be more wrong. The value of
public land is not in its use. The value of public land, if
we must look at it through an economic frame, is in its
existence. These wild parts of this state have been there
for millennia before the land was even given the status
of being a state — well before Mr Young’s ancestors or
my ancestors arrived on boats. We must conserve those
areas simply because they exist.
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Mr Young goes on to claim that if we do not allow
extractive use in our public lands we will not include
people in their collective management. It is true that
many of our public lands have been mismanaged, but
some of the worst mismanagement has been precisely
the type of extractive use that Mr Young prefers. Our
state forests have been overlogged, and as a result we
have pushed many endemic species close to extinction.
There are some challenges that face public lands in
state and national parks. Introduced pests such as deer,
rabbits and feral cats can be found in some areas in
many of our parks. We have failed to control them. The
impacts of climate change can already be felt through
more severe weather events such as extended dry spells,
exceptionally intense rainfall and more intense
bushfires. It is the responsibility of the state through its
government to reduce the impact of these threats and to
rehabilitate areas of public land that have been
neglected. But banning the creation of national parks or
state parks is not the way to do that.
Blaming the parks management system for failings
which at their heart are caused by decades of
under-resourcing is what Mr Young and his ilk are
about. They claim the symptoms of under-resourcing
and funding cuts are inherent to park management.
Well, they are wrong. We can have world-class parks
that attract visitors from near and far and create
thousands of jobs, if we invest in them. We can have
natural wonders saved for generations to come, if we
care for them. We can have many recreational activities
exist side by side with the original traditional bush
users, our Indigenous clans, if we involve them in the
creation, planning and management of our parks.
What Mr Young fails to appreciate is that the prime,
mutually-exclusive activity that takes place on public
land is native forest logging. You cannot do any type of
activity in forests when there is a logging exclusion in
place. You cannot drive on a road that has been
requisitioned for a logging coupe. You cannot enjoy the
trees or nature of a logged coupe because it is a
wasteland. Where the Shooters and Fishers have failed
their namesakes is in failing to recognise the terrible
impacts of logging on the natural values that Shooters
and Fishers purportedly enjoy.
We all know that the best way to lock people out of
public land is to create a timber harvest safety zone. It is
those things, those instruments, that lock people out of
public land. It is certainly not the creation of national
parks. We know that logging in the Rubicon Valley will
have a major impact on the Snobs Creek hatchery,
which provides fingerlings for recreational fishing
across the state. We know workers at Snobs Creek have
been gagged from publicly commenting, yet Mr Young
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has been completely silent on these impacts and has
failed the recreational fishing community.
The second part of this motion starts by calling on the
government to reject any recommendations by the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council that
would change public land classifications, including the
creation of a national or state park. Clearly Mr Young
has been spooked by the Central West Investigation
Draft Proposals Paper released last month by VEAC.
Clearly their approach of investigating the
comprehensive set of values of these public lands and
their diverse values to the broader community is not
something that Mr Young is a fan of.
Mr Ramsay — You want to lock up
79 000 hectares.
Ms DUNN — And judging by the interjections, it
would appear that Mr Ramsay is not a fan either.
Mr Ramsay — Correct.
Ms DUNN — The Greens welcome many of the
recommendations in the proposals paper, particularly
the proposal for an increase of 61 000 hectares in
protected areas and a reduction in areas of state forest.
We urgently need to increase protected land for our
precious plants and animals. Habitat is being lost at an
alarming rate, with more and more species on the brink
of extinction. The Greens welcome VEAC’s
recommendations to substantially increase the
protection of important habitat with new national parks
and protected land. We agree with VEAC that the
implementation of these recommendations would be a
major step towards a comprehensive, adequate and
representative protected area system in Victoria.
The Greens outright reject the opposition of
Mr Young — that we do not need national parks.
National parks are vital to the protection of critical
habitat and are important places for all Victorians. The
Greens also reject the claim that recreational hunters
should be allowed into national parks. Decades of
research show that recreational hunting is ineffective in
managing feral species like deer, and allowing amateur
shooters into national parks is dangerous for people.
Mr Ramsay — Who is going to shoot the deer?
Ms DUNN — There is a thing called professional
shooters, Mr Ramsay. The Greens policy is to use
professional, humane and evidenced-based controls for
invasive species and to invest in research to find new
and better ways of controlling pests and invasive
species. The Labor government has not invested in this
research and has not done enough to protect our
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environment and farms from invasive species. The
Greens call on anyone in Victoria who cares about our
environment to respond to VEAC’s draft
recommendations that put pressure on all sides of
politics to deliver a strong set of final recommendations
to Victoria’s next government.
However, in relation to those recommendations, we
oppose the draft recommendations that specify that
areas of Mount Cole and Mount Lonarch should be left
open to intensive logging, particularly considering the
impacts this would have on the popular Beeripmo Walk
and the Wimmera River. The fact that logging would
be slated for this area continues to show just how
desperate VicForests is to find timber. It is logging
these important conservation areas that represent
biomes that are now scant in this state. And to think the
logs that would be extracted from this forest would be
of low value — not for use in appearance-grade timber,
not for use in furniture. Firewood and pulpwood is all
you will get out of Mount Cole and Mount Lonarch.
Mr Young’s motion then takes a turn towards the
Murray River and once again shows his true colours as
someone who does not care a whit about the values of
heritage and the aspirations of the traditional
custodians, the First Nations people of this land. He
calls for the Barmah National Park and the river red
gums national parks to be delisted despite the fact it
took years of campaigning and petitioning by local
leaders to get those parks created. He wants that
community legacy wiped out. Why on earth would we
be reviewing national parks when they are providing
such ecological fortunes to people and the ecology of
those regions? It would be a retrograde step to reverse
the status of those regions that are currently national
parks.
Mr Young must have some pet peeve that these parks
were created, yet I cannot see why, because the Labor
government of the time did a dirty deal in 2010
whereby 40 per cent of the new river red gums parks
were left open for duck shooting so Mr Young could go
about his cruel pursuit. The Murray River national and
state parks must not be delisted. They must stay as
parks. They must be properly resourced. Duck shooting
in them should forever be banned. The parks must
receive proper overbank watering to save these unique
ecosystems. The state government must take proper
care of these parks instead of underfunding them and
failing on past commitments made to the local
community.
Mr Young’s motion then returns to familiar territory for
this house — that is, Mr Young’s tone-deaf opposition
to the community-led proposal for a great forest
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national park. If Mr Young is so interested in ensuring
that recreational activities can take place on public land,
then he should come out and support the great forest
national park, a proposal that has broad support in the
community, including among many small businesses in
the Central Highlands that would have a great deal to
gain from an increase in visitors that the park would
attract.
There are five key reasons why there should be a great
forest national park. Number one, biodiversity: it would
provide conservation of near-extinct wildlife and plants
after decades of overlogging and the impacts of the
tragic 2009 bushfires and it would certainly provide
refugia in light of any future fire events. Number two,
water: for the protection of the water catchments of
Melbourne and the Latrobe and Goulburn-Murray river
systems. This is the largest area of clean water and
catchment in Victoria, and it is significant in providing
security to the food bowl and Melbourne’s community.
Number three, tourism: this is one of Victoria’s richest
ecological assets, and these magnificent forests have
not yet been included in a state plan to encourage
tourism. Our rural towns want and need this. Four,
climate: these forests store more carbon per hectare
than any other forests studied in the world. They
sequester carbon, modulate the climate and act as giant
storage banks to absorb excess carbon when they are
not logged. The financial opportunity in carbon credits
is significant and would be an opportunity for this state,
rather than logging and trashing those carbon stores.
Number five: they are places of spiritual nourishment.
These forests have been described as a keeping place by
the traditional owners, a place to secure the story of the
land and places of spiritual nourishment that we pass on
to future generations. There is no price tag on the value
nature brings to mental health and spiritual wellbeing.
It is incorrect to say that the great forest national park is
a whim of people in the city and does not have local
support. Indeed the great forest national park was born
out of locals looking for an opportunity and a future
post the Black Saturday bushfires in 2009. It was locals
who came together and looked at what could be a
vision for their area as they stood there lamenting the
enormous losses that fire caused in their region. There
are many locals in the area deeply embedded in the
aspiration for a great forest national park. They live in
the region; they are not city-based. They are certainly
pleased to see that their friends in the city take up their
causes, because they know that the opportunities are
enormous in regional Victoria for a great forest national
park, whether that is economic opportunities or
ecological opportunities.
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In relation to this motion, the Greens will not be
supporting it. I know that comes as a surprise to you,
Mr Young.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DUNN — Clearly other members in the house
are very surprised to hear that as well. We will not be
supporting this motion, and we look forward to a day
when we can celebrate the creation of the great forest
national park.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (15:56) — I will
not speak too long in my reply to debate on this motion.
I will just quickly thank the members who contributed
and say how predictable the Greens contribution was. It
was truly a delight to sit here and tick all the boxes of
the things I knew they were going to say. Their rhetoric
is nothing if not consistent.
Just to take up one point, once again, while trying to
point out my biased views on what activities are
acceptable or not, the Greens contribution by Ms Dunn
illustrated that they are the ones with the biased views,
because when responding to my comment about the
value of land being in its use, Ms Dunn put it to us that
that is somehow a bad thing. Obviously we have a very
different view, but they claim I said there is no value in
it when it is not being used; that is not in fact what I
said. It is a misrepresentation of what I said, and to
suggest that it cannot be used in its natural state is
wrong, because one of the very first things I said in my
contribution was that many people like to go out to
these places and just sit in the quiet and enjoy them as
they are. It is literally something that I said.
So, once again, the Greens have only listened to the bits
that they wanted to hear. They have not listened to
everything. Again, they have demonstrated that they
want to nitpick and choose who gets to do what. They
are about banning things and restricting people. They
are not about the inclusion of all of the things that we
have talked about today. They just want the things they
do not like stopped.
The other thing I want to touch on is the fact that
throughout my contribution I have missed out on
talking about state game reserves, which is fitting
because that is the whole point. State game reserves
have been forgotten by Parks Victoria, the land
manager responsible for them; they have been forgotten
for many years. So it is fitting that I did not get enough
time to talk about them before.
But I would have to say that my record in this place has
probably well and truly covered off the issues around
state game reserves, and we hope that in the future we
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can make some headway on their management, on
fixing them and on restoring them to a state that they
should be in and that they deserve to be in. They are
wonderful places, and hopefully we can have some
significant change into the way they are managed. The
Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party have attempted to
do that.
We have attempted to make amendments to the
operation of the Game Management Authority to make
it a better authority, to make it bigger and to be able to
take on more important roles. Part of that is our policy
of having state game reserves managed by the Game
Management Authority. After all, they are pieces of
public land and their intended purpose is for hunting.
So it makes sense that the regulatory body, the statutory
authority, that manages hunting would have a crucial
role in their management, but we would also like to see
the actual role in their management sit with the Game
Management Authority.
On that, I would like to once again thank everyone for
their contributions and commend the motion to the
house.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Davis has moved two
amendments to Mr Young’s motion, and the first one is
a test for the second one.
House divided on amendment 1:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
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
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

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

Amendment negatived.

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr (Teller)
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr
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Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
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Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)

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

Motion negatived.
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The Clerk (16:13) — I have received the following
letters from the Attorney-General. The first letter:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 25 July 2018
which, among other things:
(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
Health and Human Services to the Minister for Health
and Minister for Ambulance Services; and
(2) requires the Leader of the Government to table the
documents required to be tabled by the resolution of the
Council of 23 November 2016 that have not already
been tabled.
The government has identified 25 documents as falling within
the scope of the Council’s order of 25 July 2018. It has
assessed these documents against the factors listed in my
letters to you of 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016, which note
the limits on the Council’s power to call for documents and
the government’s approach to claiming executive privilege.
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to 21 of the documents in part,
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. In compliance
with standing orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached
schedule refers to the documents in respect of which a claim
of executive privilege is made.
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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 and the AFL, its
lawyers and agents;

A further letter from the Attorney-General:
Order for the production of documents — Cricket Victoria
lease of Junction Oval
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 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.
The government has identified 289 documents falling within
the scope of the Council’s order of 20 June 2018. It has
assessed these documents against the factors listed in my
letters to you of 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016, which note
the limits on the Council’s power to call for documents and
the government’s approach to claiming executive privilege.

b.

all contracts, assessments and analyses of, in
particular, but not limited to, the value of the land;

c.

all assessments, opinions or commentary provided
by the Victorian valuer-general and/or the
Victorian Government Land Monitor;

d.

all ministerial briefings; and

(2) similarly, the arrangements struck by the Andrews
Labor government with the AFL concerning Etihad
Stadium, including financial and other arrangements,
and including, but not limited to, any long-term leases
and the detailed provision of this concession and
including the delivery of (1)(a) to (d) above.
In the time available, the government has not been able to
fully assess all of the documents falling within the scope of
the order. However, the government has identified the
funding and commitment deed dated 13 April 2018 between
the state of Victoria and the AFL (the deed) as the key
document and has assessed the deed against the factors listed
in my letters to you of 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016,
which note the limits on the Council’s power to call for
documents and the government’s approach to claiming
executive privilege.
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to parts of the deed 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. In compliance with
standing orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached
schedule refers to the deed, in respect of which a claim of
executive privilege is made.

A further letter from the Attorney-General:
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to 38 of the documents in full
and 61 of the documents in part, 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. In compliance with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached schedule refers
to the documents in respect of which a claim of executive
privilege is made.

A further letter from the Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 6 June 2018
requiring the Leader of the Government to produce to the
house by 2.00 p.m. on 19 June 2018 the following:
(1) a copy of all documents in full, concerning the Andrews
government’s decision to provide a long-term
concession for the Australian Football League (AFL) to
locate its headquarters on a parcel of waterfront land in
Docklands, including —
a.

all correspondence, including emails, relating to
this concession between the Department of

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 17 July 2018 a copy of all documents
in full, dated from 1 February 2017 to present, concerning the
Andrews government’s trial of a medically supervised
injecting centre, including —
(1) all correspondence, including briefs, emails, letters and
typed and handwritten departmental notes, relating to the
medically supervised injecting centre between any of the
Department of Health and Human Services, the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, the Minister for
Mental Health, the Premier and North Richmond
Community Health;
(2) all correspondence, including briefs, emails, letters and
typed and handwritten departmental notes, relating to the
medically supervised injecting centre between any of the
Department of Education and Training, the Department
of Premier and Cabinet, the Minister for Education, the
Premier and Richmond West Primary School;
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(3) all contracts or amended service agreements between the
Department of Health and Human Services and North
Richmond Community Health;

(5) the electronic presentation of the 3D modelling
showed to residents in the Level Crossing Removal
Authority’s one-on-one consultations;

(4) all contracts or amended service agreements between
North Richmond Community Health and any service
providers, including syringe suppliers, construction,
waste disposal and security contractors;

(6) the minutes, agendas and correspondence of the
community consultation panel chaired by
Mr Stephen Dimopoulos, MP, member for
Oakleigh;

(5) any correspondence to and from the Department of
Health and Human Services relating to the drafting of
the regulations;

(7) assessments of alternate models of level crossing
removals considered by government; and

(6) all reports or minutes of consultation with stakeholders
including at residential, business and community
stakeholder forums;
(7) all ministerial and department secretary briefings or
memos; and
(8) a schedule of documents not produced on the basis of
executive privilege.
In the time available, the government has not been able to
fully assess all of the documents falling within the scope of
the order. However, the government has identified
165 documents that are within the scope of parts 3 to 7 of the
order and has agreed to provide these as the first tranche of
documents. It has assessed these documents against the
factors listed in my letters to you of 14 April 2015 and
29 April 2016, which note the limits on the Council’s power
to call for documents and the government’s approach to
claiming executive privilege.
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to 101 of the documents in full
and three of the documents in part, 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. In compliance with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached schedule refers
to the documents in respect of which a claim of executive
privilege is made.

A final letter from the Attorney-General:
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 24 February
2016 requiring:
that, in accordance with standing order 11.01, a copy of
all documents created or referred to since 4 December
2014 relating to the level crossing removal project
Caulfield to Dandenong project proposal be tabled in the
Council by 12 noon on Tuesday, 22 March 2016,
including but not limited to —
(1) any sound and vibration attenuation studies and
shadowing studies;
(2) any directions given to research organisations
regarding the make-up of focus groups and the
product of any such research;
(3) details of submissions and comment either for or
against elevated rail;
(4) de-identified copies of all Level Crossing Removal
Authority communications with the community;

(8) the full business case for the government’s
announced sky rail option, or such of the business
case that has been completed to date.
I also refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of
1 November 2017 which, among other things, reiterates the
Council’s order of 24 February 2016 and requires those
documents be provided in full by 14 November 2017.
On 20 June 2016, the Attorney-General wrote to the Council
to invite members of the Council to attend a presentation of
the 3D modelling shown to residents to satisfy paragraph (5)
of the order. The presentation took place on 27 June 2016.
The government has identified a further 1582 documents
falling within the scope of the Council’s order of 24 February
2016. It has assessed these documents against the factors
listed in my letters to you of 14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016,
which note the limits on the Council’s power to call for
documents and the government’s approach to claiming
executive privilege.
The government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to 35 of the documents in full
and eight of the documents in part, 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. In compliance with standing
orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached schedule refers
to the documents in respect of which a claim of executive
privilege is made.

The PRESIDENT — Just in respect of those
production of documents communications from the
Attorney-General, further to the Clerk’s reporting of the
letters from the Attorney-General in relation to
production of documents I wish to advise the house of
the following. The electronic version of these
documents will not be available for at least another day.
During the period the electronic documents are being
checked, further end of Parliament processes around the
tabling of other papers, including annual reports
tomorrow, must take precedence. The hard copies for
all documents returned by government referred to in the
letters just read by the Clerk are available for viewing
only in meeting room 3 on the ground floor. An
attendant is on duty in new meeting room 3, near
meeting room 1 on the ground floor, and the documents
will be available for viewing until the rising of the
house this evening.

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Wednesday, 19 September 2018

COUNCIL

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms Wooldridge (Eastern Metropolitan):
That this house notes that after four long years Victoria is
beset with problems caused by Premier Daniel Andrews and
his Labor government and Victorians are now faced with —
(1) the highest crimes against the person offence numbers in
Victoria’s history;
(2) sentences and a bail system that do not meet community
expectations;
(3) a youth justice system in crisis;
(4) rising electricity prices due to Labor’s forced closure of
Hazelwood power station;
(5) increasing traffic congestion on our freeways and in our
suburbs;
(6) a $1.3 billion bill for not building the east–west link;
(7) the betrayal of 60 000 Country Fire Authority volunteers
and their communities;
(8) six ministers and six Labor members whose actions are
under police investigation;
(9) 74 cancer beds axed at a cost to taxpayers of
$100 million;
(10) a broken education system and a vocational education
and training system with ongoing cuts and reduced
enrolments;
(11) watered-down planning protections;
(12) sporting organisations and community clubs forced to
take out loans;
(13) farmers and regional communities being ignored and
funding cuts for local country roads;
(14) an ice injecting room;
(15) blowouts in public housing waiting lists and dental
waiting lists;
(16) 14 straight negative Sensis small business index results;
(17) no plan to manage Victoria’s population;
and further notes that Premier Daniel Andrews has presided
over a dysfunctional, rorting and morally corrupt government
plagued by infighting, mismanagement, favouritism and crisis
focused only on itself and not on Victorians.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (16:22) — I
am pleased to rise and speak in relation to this motion
on the failings of the Andrews government. I
congratulate my colleagues who have spoken
extensively about the many issues that are identified in
this motion and the many issues that flow from this
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motion. Given there are those that wish to speak on this
motion before the 5 o’clock deadline I will keep my
remarks relatively concise, to a couple of the main
topics.
I concur with the comments that others have made
about crime and the out-of-control nature of crime
under the Andrews Labor government. It is no surprise
that when you weaken the sentencing regime, you
legalise breaching bail by juveniles, you cut police
numbers per capita, you turn the Victoria Police
Academy into a ghost town and you send the wrong
signals to criminals that crime goes up. Daniel Andrews
loves to talk about the police he has funded and the
things he is doing. He had his head in the sand and was
asleep at the wheel for more than two years. I went out
to the police academy twice in the early stages of the
current government, and both times there was virtually
no-one there except police looking for people to train.
But of course they were no people to train because one
of the first decisions of Daniel Andrews was to stop the
successful recruitment of more police.
Police numbers per capita went down, frontline police
at stations were pushed to breaking point and crime
started to surge out of control. As Police Association
Victoria have said in recent weeks, there are 190 fewer
frontline police now than five years ago, but Victoria’s
population has grown by more than the size of
Tasmania in that time. It is no wonder that we have a
law and order problem, and it is the crimes that keep
people awake at night.
The Minister for Police, Lisa Neville, said, ‘Victorians
don’t feel safe in their own homes’, and she is right.
Lisa Neville also promised that the Bellarine police
stations would be open 16 hours a day. She has failed.
Did she knowingly lie or has she just not been able to
deliver as a minister? Either way she has misled her
own constituents and she has misled the people of
Victoria. She has failed as a police minister, she has
failed terribly, and Victorians have paid the
consequence. I echo the comments that others have
made about the serious impact of violent crime and the
impact on victims of crime and innocent Victorians.
We have got to reconfigure the justice system to put
victims at the centre of it rather than being an
afterthought, as they have been on so many occasions.
Of course the red shirts issue just goes to the heart of
the disgraceful nature of this government — a
government, a party, that will do or say anything to win
or retain power. That is their objective. It is not to
improve the lives of Victorians. It is not to deliver a
better society. It is not to work for the benefit of the
community. It is to win and retain power. That is the
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modus operandi of Labor, and they will do anything
they think they can get away with. As John Lenders
said to the Privileges Committee, he was wilfully blind
to what were the consequences. They submitted the
invoices, and they were paid. Honestly, this is a man
who had been a minister for years and years.
We were told the east–west link was not worth the
paper it was written on. We were told it would not cost
a dollar. Some $1.3 billion to $1.4 billion later and
Victorians are still paying the price. That key piece of
infrastructure would now be completed or close to
being completed had that contract not been ripped up.
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Dr Mulino interjects. Well,
one of the upsides of being a relatively high-cost
economy with a regulatory regime with low sovereign
risk is that the benefits of certainty help to offset the
higher cost that comes from a developed modern
economy. But with what Daniel Andrews has done,
with what Dr Mulino and his colleagues have done, we
have the high cost but now we do not have the
regulatory certainty. We now have the sovereign risk
issues as a result of the tearing up of that contract — a
terrible, terrible decision.
I just want to focus for a few minutes on the corrections
system. When the coalition government left office in
November 2014 consistently there were under
100 prisoners in police cells each night because of the
prison expansion program that it had delivered, and
prisoners were being presented to court. Yes, there had
been some challenging periods following reforms to the
parole system, but when we left government there were
consistently under 100 prisoners in police cells each
night and prisoners were being presented to court. We
left a forward infrastructure legacy of an additional
roughly 2000 prison beds to be delivered. There was
the new Ravenhall prison, a 1300-bed prison; the new
Karreenga annexe at Lara, a 300-bed prison; and extra
prison capacity at various other prisons that came
online.
The Andrews government have had the benefit of that
extra capacity and the benefit of that forward planning,
and they have done nothing. The biggest thing they
have done in the corrections system in four years is to
rebuild the Metropolitan Remand Centre (MRC). That
is the ultimate self-inflicted wound — $100 million or
more of taxpayer dollars to fix a prison that was
completely and utterly trashed by the prisoners of the
Metropolitan Remand Centre. I just want to say that in
addition to the financial cost there was the impact on a
number of prison officers who were on duty that day
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and that night who have been left with deep physical
and psychological injuries. I just want to acknowledge
them and pay tribute to them for their courage and the
things they did to try and maintain the order in that
prison as those 1000 prisoners took part in the worst
prison riot in Victoria’s history. But unfortunately that
is just symptomatic of a corrections system that is in
chaos and that continues to go from bad to worse.
Who will forget that in 2016 at Fulham prisoners were
growing marijuana plants; 24 marijuana plants were
found in the prison garden. You would expect prisoners
to be growing some tomatoes, maybe some pumpkins
or maybe some oranges in the prison garden. That is
good; it gets the prisoners doing some work and
growing some food. But they were growing marijuana
plants. It was just a one-off chance that the prisoners
were caught. Of course there was a prisoner at the same
prison who was keeping his pet snake in his prison cell.
And who would forget the prisoners at Marngoneet that
were forming on the oval to go on a riot because they
wanted more money and they wanted Foxtel? They
were getting ready to riot because they were demanding
their Foxtel. I mean, who is in charge of the prison
system? It certainly is not Minister Tierney. It definitely
was not Minister Herbert, because he was too worried
about Ted and Patch, wasn’t he? He was focused on
Ted and Patch. Minister Scott, to his credit, took on the
role for a few months. Of course Minister Noonan, the
gentle man and pleasant man that he is, was the
minister who failed to prevent the MRC prison riot.
We also had the sex offenders at the Hopkins prison
caught making child pornography. You could not make
this up. Of course at the Barwon Prison, supposedly
one of the safest and most secure prisons in Victoria,
they went on strike for a short period. Prisoners going
on strike at a maximum security prison! Again, I just
ask the rhetorical question: who is in charge of the
corrections system in Victoria, because it certainly is
not Minister Tierney or any of her predecessors. It is
not just the opposition saying that this is bad. The new
corrections commissioner, Emma Cassar, told Neil
Mitchell last week that recidivism is going up. We
heard a lot from the Labor Party about the issue of
recidivism and how we are going to get reoffending
rates back down and how it is terrible and this is bad
and that is bad and we have got to fix it all. Well, here
we are on the eve of the election and the corrections
commissioner herself has said that recidivism is going
up. On any measure, any analysis, the corrections
system is in much worse shape now than it was four
years ago.
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I commend the motion. It is clear from this motion that
the failings of the Andrews Labor government have
been significant and vast and have left Victorians in a
worse place than they were four years ago. Nowhere is
that more evident than in the cuts to crime prevention
funding, in the failures in the police space and in
keeping the community safe and in the failure to
manage the corrections system and the accelerated
revolving door of justice that we have in Victoria.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:33) — I am pleased to rise and speak on the motion
before us today. Despite the spin from the government,
there is a huge amount that has happened on the watch
of the Andrews government, and because of its own
actions that is simply shameful. Some of these are listed
within the motion: the highest crimes against the person
offence numbers in Victoria’s history; sentences and a
bail system that fail community expectations; a youth
justice system in crisis, with breakouts, violence and
riots; and electricity prices which are rising because of
Hazelwood closing in particular, and that happened
because of the government’s own policies of higher
taxes and delivering on an earlier campaign promise.
We have increasing congestion and public housing
waiting lists have blown out. Months ago it was
reported that we had some 37 000 applications —
which means 82 000 people, of whom 25 000 were
children — and we know that the rate was increasing at
that stage by about 500 people per month.
Taxpayers money to the tune of $1.3 billion was paid
for not building the east–west link, after Labor told us
the contract was not worth the paper it was written on
and that cancellation would not cost a cent. On
infrastructure I want to add the government’s practice
of asking people what they think and then totally
ignoring it. In my electorate we have seen that in a
number of places, in particular with the proposed Anzac
station. Local residents made their view quite clear: a
slight change in the location of the station would save
trees and reduce delays for motorists as well as
reducing the impact on residents.
There is of course sky rail, and Daniel Andrews did not
tell people before the election that an elevated rail line
would cut through their suburbs, right up against
residences, overshadowing them and meaning more
noise for people close to the line. This is not exactly
something that was explained in any detail at all before
the election.
While we are talking about infrastructure, there is also
the proposed Parkville station. The government has
ignored the University of Melbourne in relation to the
effect of electromagnetic interference (EMI) on medical
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and research equipment in the precinct during both
construction and operation. EMI was left out of the
environment effects statement for the Melbourne Metro
project, it was left out of the contracts for Melbourne
Metro and it appears that this issue is still unresolved,
even as the building work continues.
We also have the extraordinary situation of Labor
members and staff under police investigation by the
fraud squad. We have seen a very long process through
this Parliament of Labor trying to avoid scrutiny of its
actions, all the while saying that the rules had been
followed and with Daniel Andrew saying he takes
responsibility for what has happened — all while
exactly the opposite was happening. He did not take
responsibility for it. He challenged the Ombudsman’s
authority to examine the claims of rorting that
originally came from a Labor whistleblower. He took
that to the Supreme Court, then to the Court of Appeal
and then to the High Court, and he lost every time —
and he used taxpayers money to fund it.
When the Ombudsman was finally able to investigate,
it was only when that report was on the brink of being
released, when people knew they had an adverse
finding against them and knew what was coming, that
the story suddenly changed. Since then it has all
become John Lenders’s doing. He was apparently —
according to Labor — the evil mastermind behind it all,
and Daniel Andrews knew nothing, even though he was
a former state secretary of the ALP, he had overseen
many campaigns in the past and he was on the ALP
campaign committee. Yet somehow he expects people
to believe that it was absolutely nothing to do with him,
he did not know anything about it and he acted in good
faith.
Then there are the 21 Labor members who participated
in the rorting of taxpayer funds, many of whom signed
blank time sheets for people who were out
campaigning, knocking on doors and asking for votes
for the ALP — all on taxpayers money. These people
call themselves leaders in our community. They
thought it was all okay because John Lenders
apparently told them it was. We know that some people
within the Labor ranks questioned the practice —
Mr Jennings and Mr Somyurek appear to have done
so — but a raft of their colleagues in the Assembly will
not even answer questions on their actions.
In the Ombudsman’s annual report released today it has
been revealed that Labor’s attempted cover-up of their
red shirts rort has cost taxpayers nearly $900 000. Staff
costs for the Ombudsman were some $744 862 and
external legal costs were $133 993. The figures I have
just quoted do not include the Parliament’s costs or the
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government’s total costs. It was an extraordinary and
very selfish waste of taxpayers money for blatantly
political purposes.
I want to focus on a couple of other areas that have
been of great concern to me in terms of the
government’s performance. We saw the Peter Mac
Private cancer beds axed. Level 13 could have been
treating people now, but it is not, and the last I heard it
was still largely vacant. Apparently private care for
cancer patients is a bad thing in a public hospital, but
not at the heart hospital, which includes a private
facility as part of the government’s own planning. That
planning has been a bit slack. We have seen changes in
the amount that has been allocated to the heart hospital.
There has been money in the budget; there has been
money out of the budget.
One thing is clear though: it was promised before the
election and we are nowhere near seeing anything
starting. It has never been properly explained, and I
would love to know why it is that Daniel Andrews
makes a distinction between cancer patients and heart
patients in terms of the provision of private services. I
think the real answer is simply that the Premier is
behaving in a way that is truly petty, not wanting to
continue with Peter Mac Private because it emerged
under the previous government. It emerged from Peter
Mac itself. The government of the day was supporting
its plans because it knew they made sense. Peter Mac
wanted to use an otherwise vacant and unfitted floor for
private patients, which would have provided additional
capacity in the system and an income stream for Peter
Mac, just like the Royal Women’s Hospital and Frances
Perry House. Sadly, that was not to be.
Something I have spoken on a number in times in this
place is colonoscopy waiting lists, which have literally
been ignored by this government. Colonoscopies are
not an exciting thing. They are things that people do not
really want to talk about. I find myself talking about
them a great deal. But they are a fundamental
diagnostic tool for our second most lethal cancer, yet
this issue was not even on the radar for the Minister for
Health. In June of last year I used the adjournment
debate to ask the health minister to start reporting
colonoscopy waiting times. To this day she has not
responded to that adjournment matter and the action
that I sought.
As I have outlined in this place and elsewhere, after
some months I made an FOI request of the Department
of Health and Human Services, which responded that
they collect waiting list information for surgical
procedures in public hospitals but colonoscopies do not
fall within the scope, therefore the department does not
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have documents or data relating to colonoscopy waiting
lists.
So finally in February of this year I went to individual
hospitals, based on the ones that publicly report on their
gastroenterology clinics. Some of the figures that were
revealed are truly shocking, particularly when you
consider the danger in delaying a colonoscopy when it
is clinically indicated, as it certainly is for people who
are in category 1 waiting for a colonoscopy. We have
seen big increases in the number of people on waiting
lists at Western Health. The waiting list went up by
some 2000 people — 2111 people — over the last two
years, and the average wait time at Western Health in
February was 266 days, compared to less than that
some years beforehand. The median wait for a
colonoscopy at Western Health has now reached
150 days, but there were many people on that list who
had waited for hundreds of days, and in some cases
there people who had waited for years. Only a fraction
had waited less than 30 days.
Peninsula Health was another hospital where I was able
to discover that there were dreadful dangerously long
wait times for many category 1 patients. Remember,
these are people who clinically should be seen within
30 days. I counted 248 people who were category 1 and
waited longer than 30 days. Patient 15 was 41 years
old, category 1 and had been waiting for 194 days.
Patient 29 was aged 21 years, category 1 and had
waited for 134 days. Patient 37 was 20 years old,
category 1 and had waited 123 days.
Then there is category 2. This is the category where
people should be waiting ideally no more than 90 days.
I counted 50 people who were classified as category 2,
who had waited a year or longer for a colonoscopy and
were still waiting. Patient 342 was 77 years old and had
waited 974 days. Another patient who was 63 had
waited 700 days. Another patient aged 53 had waited
387 days.
I know, as I said earlier, that colonoscopies are things
that people do not want to talk about, but they are at the
front line of cancer detection for bowel cancer. It took
me a few months, a bit of money and a lot of
perseverance to get these figures, and it is beyond me
why someone else had not done that before, particularly
someone who is running the health service and who had
literally turned their back on this.
It is good to see that there has been some money
allocated for some of the most urgent cases. We have
not seen reporting on this. I would very much like to
see that. And the money that was allocated was actually
in contingency from the previous financial year. It
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could have been allocated earlier if anyone had actually
just taken an interest. The only reason why the health
minister did take an interest is that it ended up in the
Herald Sun. It was a bit embarrassing, and she was
trying to head off a negative story. I think the handling
of this issue for our second most lethal cancer has been
nothing short of negligent.
I would hope that in the next government we will see
public reporting of what waiting times are. That is
something that this side of the house is committed to.
Generally what gets measured gets done. When we
have reporting, these lists and these kinds of blockages
get the attention that they need. I will conclude my
comments here and commend the motion to the house.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (16:43) — I am pleased to rise this
afternoon to speak to the motion moved by the Leader
of the Opposition, which notes some of the many
failures of the Andrews government over the last four
years. Of course it is a litany of failures that members
of the Victorian community are experiencing on a
day-to-day basis as they move about the community, as
they fight congestion to get to and from work, as they
battle crime in their own streets and as they are at risk
of crime in their own homes.
The Victorian community is suffering after four years
of the Andrews government. It is appropriate that we
have a motion like the one moved by the Leader of the
Opposition today which notes just 17 of the significant
policy and implementation failures which have
occurred under the life of the Andrews government.
Early today I listened with interest to the contribution
made by the Deputy Leader of the Government,
Ms Pulford, and indeed the contribution made by
Ms Truong for the Greens party. Both of those
members in their contributions to this motion seem to
be living in a parallel universe. We had the Deputy
Leader of the Government suggesting that many of the
elements of this motion were untrue, and Ms Pulford
touched on a number in particular, including:
(4) rising electricity prices due to Labor’s forced closure of
Hazelwood power station …

Well, as members of the Victorian community know,
under the life of this government we have seen
astronomical increases in retail electricity prices, and
those increases in retail electricity prices can be slated
home directly to the policy decisions of this
government which led to the closure of Hazelwood
power station. There is no doubt that the actions of this
government in tripling the royalties on brown coal and
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imposing the renewable energy targets have directly led
to the decision to close Hazelwood power station.
Despite the nonsense which came from the Premier and
the nonsense which came from the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change as to minimal retail
price increases as a consequence of the Hazelwood
closure, all Victorian consumers have seen massive
increases in their electricity bills with such a large
proportion of Victoria’s generation capacity being
taken out of the national network — out of the east
coast electricity grid — forcing up prices across the
entire east coast of Australia but particularly in
Victoria. That is a direct consequence of the policies of
this government — policies, I might add, which will
have no impact on climate change. We have the
government running around with a badge, ‘We’re
trying to fix climate change’. Nothing the provincial
government of Victoria is ever going to do will have
any impact at all on changes to the global climate.
Nothing this government can do — nothing the
Australian government can do — will have any impact
on climate change as a result of energy policies in
Australia or Victoria. The posturing by this government
has led to massive increases in electricity prices for
Victorians with no benefits as a consequence.
We saw Ms Pulford comment on paragraph 14 around
this government’s decision to introduce an ice injecting
room. Ms Pulford said that was a lie. Of course the
reality is that facility is now operating in Richmond. It
is a facility which the Premier initially said the
government would not introduce at all — there would
be no injecting room under the Labor government —
but then he backtracked to say they would set up an
injecting room; however, its use would be restricted and
drugs like ice would not be able to be used in that
facility. Of course when it opened we saw in fact that
ice users were able to access and use that facility.
So, far from Ms Pulford’s suggestion that raising this
issue was a lie being the case, it was in fact the
government that misled the people of Victoria, that lied
to the people of Victoria, in firstly saying there would
not be an injecting room and then saying that ice would
not be allowed in it, when we now see that very thing
occurring in Richmond before our eyes.
The final point Ms Wooldridge makes in her motion is
in relation to the lack of a plan to manage Victoria’s
population. This issue goes to the heart of this
government’s failure. We are now seeing more than
150 000 people come into Victoria each and every year
from interstate migration, from overseas migration and
from natural population increase — 150 000 people or
thereabouts — which is unprecedented in Victoria’s
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history. And 90 per cent of that increase is settling in
Melbourne, which is putting enormous pressure on our
transport infrastructure, our energy infrastructure, our
public utilities and our workforce, and is having
day-to-day impacts on the lives of Victorians. What this
government has failed to do is manage that.
The government has been the beneficiary of enormous
windfall revenue in things such as stamp duty, land tax
and even payroll tax — far above what was
budgeted — as a consequence of the population growth
and the flow-on economic growth. What we have not
seen the government do is implement a plan to address
that population growth, to manage that population
growth or to encourage population growth in regional
and rural parts of Victoria rather than having 90 per
cent of it concentrated in Victoria. These are the major
policy failures which have long-term consequences for
Victoria.
The government’s failure to address population growth
over the last four years is a significant one because the
changes in policy settings that are required to ensure we
do see a dispersed population growing in Victoria take
time to implement, and we have lost four years under
this government. We have seen the government focused
on the short term. We have seen the government
focused on self-interest, as this Parliament was made
very aware of last sitting week when in an
unprecedented and reckless decision the government
chose to dump 80 000 pages of documents in the
Legislative Assembly — cabinet documents,
documents relating to legal advice — for its own
political purposes, which has raised any number of
concerns for individual Victorian citizens who had their
personal information, medical information and bank
account information disclosed through the documents
dump. We saw the overturning of conventions related
to cabinet in confidence and we saw the overturning of
conventions related to legal professional privilege all
because it suited the political interests of this
government.
That demonstrates what sort of government we have
and what sort of Premier we have when their focus is
on playing political games like that even when it
conflicts with very well established conventions and
practices of good governance and good government in
this state. It would rather play games like that because it
thought they were in its political interests — though
they blew up in its face — rather than deal with the key
policy issues which are of concern to the Victorian
community, such as addressing population growth and
the infrastructure and cost-of-living implications that
flow from having not addressed and put in place a
considered and long-term population strategy.
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Likewise we have seen front of mind for Victorians the
blowout in crime — the fact that Victorians in their
homes are no longer safe, Victorians on the street are
no longer safe and Victorians in their workplaces are no
longer safe. It is an absolute dereliction of duty by this
government that it has allowed a situation to develop
where thugs in our community now believe they can act
with impunity in destroying public facilities and
attacking members of the community on the street, in
shopping centres and in their own homes with the
belief, unfortunately accurate, that they will get away
with it. This government has stood by and allowed that
to happen. Some of this government’s first actions were
to repeal things such as the move-on laws and to
weaken our bail laws, and we are now seeing the
consequences of that.
The list of items that Ms Wooldridge has outlined in
her motion is just a snapshot of the failings of this
government. They are manifold and they are serious,
and in a little under 70 days the people of Victoria will
have an opportunity to pass judgement on this
government. Victorians deserve better, Victorians can
have better and the way in which Victoria can be
improved is with the election of a Matthew Guy
government in 64 days time.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(16:52) — I rise also to very briefly make a
contribution. This is the last debate of a motion of
opposition business for this particular term of
Parliament, so it is very appropriate that we have an
opportunity, however brief, to reflect on the failures of
the Daniel Andrews Labor government and of course
the problems that Victorians have experienced as a
result of this government being completely and utterly
focused on serving its sectional and political interests
and mates, be they factional mates or be they union
mates, at the expense of Victorians and Victoria.
The word ‘rorts’ is one that has got a lot of currency in
the media. Much of it focuses on the narrow definition
of rorting that emerged as a result of the exposé that
indeed Labor was rorting electorate office budgets. As a
result of that we saw a number of people arrested, six
ministers placed under investigation when in actual fact
they should have stepped down or been sacked and a lot
of public money — a lot of departmental money —
being spent on obfuscating and trying to block this
inquiry. Unfortunately Labor colluded with the Greens
to block a proper inquiry by the upper house by forcing
an inadequate compromise position, which was not one
that satisfied us, to refer the matter to the Privileges
Committee, which was obviously ill-equipped in terms
of its powers to investigate the misuse of electorate
office staff entitlements.
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But the rorting is far broader than that. Indeed it
includes various rorts and scams, and every day we
learn of a new one, because this government is very,
very clever at rorting and scamming at every possible
opportunity across every portfolio in order to serve its
political interests and to save its own political skin. We
know, as I said, the Daniel Andrews Labor
government’s multimillion-dollar red shirt rorts and
benefits. It is not just the money that has been exposed
by the Ombudsman; it is indeed the benefits that
accrued as a result of stealing an election by a very
narrow margin in a handful of seats.
If you read the 2014 Labor state election review, they
acknowledge the on-the-ground game, which I presume
refers to the red shirt rorts scam, as well as the role of
the unions in that win. Indeed they say how important it
is to keep the unions mobilised by bringing forward
legislation that mobilises and incentivises the unions to
become involved and to invest in a Labor win. We have
seen that play out over the last few weeks of this
parliamentary sitting. Daniel Andrews of course also
backed Peter Marshall and the firefighters union against
something like 60 000 volunteer firefighters, and the
Greens supported that. Indeed they blocked the splitting
of a bill that would have given all firefighters, be they
volunteer or otherwise, protection against
employment-related cancers when indeed that was
obviously a priority that should have been and could
have been delivered by this government.
Daniel Andrews and Labor at every opportunity
punished small business because small business is
difficult or impossible to unionise. Anywhere from
75 per cent to 95 per cent of new businesses — figures
vary — are started by people from multicultural
backgrounds. They know how hard they have to work
and what sacrifices they need to make, and they are
resistant to being coerced and unionised.
Labor likes to create these larger bodies that they can
dominate with their union mates and harass into
compliance and therefore, as I said, manage those
dynamics for their own political interests. We saw that
with their taking over of school cleaning contracts and
also with their attempts to nationalise or take possession
of the bus companies, which were obviously private
assets. It must have been horrifying, I think, to people
around the world who saw this attempt to nationalise
something that clearly was not a government asset.
There was $10 million granted as a gift to Labor’s
union mates at Trades Hall for a refurbishment. If
anyone else did that, there would have been screams for
the Premier of the day to stand down. A royal
commission into unions exposed union corruption. A
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former union organiser and state MP faced police
charges. We also learned of the scams that occurred
between big business and the union movement, an
agreement that worker conditions and remuneration be
sacrificed in return for the illegal transfer of money to
unions. In this instance it was through the purchase of
advertising that never got a run in the union magazine,
the purchase of training that was never actually
delivered and the purchase of tables at very expensive
annual union gala dinners. I know that they recently
had a very lavish one at Crown, where many of the
lifetime members of the union movement got freebie
tickets, and now we know how they were paid for.
Disgraced former Labor Speaker Telmo Languiller and
his former deputy, Don Nardella, who actually lived in
Mordialloc and still does, were forced to resign after
rorting $130 000 from the public purse. We also saw,
for example, the disgraced former Labor Minister for
Corrections, Steve Herbert, resign for having his dogs
chauffeured in his ministerial car across the state. Any
one of these items should have led to the demise of this
government, but this government continues to rort
relentlessly.
Recently as shadow Minister for Multicultural Affairs I
had the pleasure of attending the Victorian
Multicultural Commission awards for excellence
presentation to some very worthy recipients to
acknowledge their work in that sector. But I was
shocked and stunned to see the Honourable Hong Lim,
a paid member of the government and Parliamentary
Secretary for Multicultural Affairs and Asia
Engagement, receive a special award as a serving MP
from his former employee, Robin Scott, currently the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs. I would have thought
that there are many, many other worthier recipients of
special awards than a former boss. If that is not a rort, I
do not know what is, and if I have the honour of serving
as Minister for Multicultural Affairs after
24 November, I will make sure that the rules are
changed so that no serving MP can receive an award of
that nature and displace genuine members of the
community so that we do not see yet another Labor rort.
That will not continue under a future Matthew Guy
government.
Congestion, crime and the cost of living are all issues
that plague and bother the south-east, and I hope that
the south-east will deliver a change of government.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:00) — I rise
to speak on the budget papers 2018–19 and the budget
for the Department of Health and Human Services and
in particular for housing and homelessness. I have
spoken in this house before about the deplorable state
of homelessness in Victoria under this government and
its failure to address it. In 2014 when I was the Minister
for Housing, the street count in the City of Melbourne
found 142 people sleeping rough in the City of
Melbourne. I felt that figure was still too high, and I
was working very hard to reduce that even further, but
what we saw in the next two years when the next street
count was taken was a blowout of 74 per cent to
247 people sleeping rough in the City of Melbourne. In
that same count area the 2018 street count found
210 people sleeping rough, which is a reduction on the
2016 figures but is still a 48 per cent increase in the
number of homeless persons sleeping rough in
Melbourne’s CBD since 2014. The amount of people
who are sleeping rough is very visible, and this
government is failing to address that.
What really concerned me this week were the figures
released by the Council to Homeless Persons that show
that Shepparton is number one on the list of homeless
people in regional electorates, with 372 homeless
people in the Shepparton electorate. The figures from
the Council to Homeless Persons also show that more
than half of the top 20 worst electorates for rough
sleepers are in regional areas of this state, and this
government is certainly failing the most vulnerable of
all in our state when it comes to homelessness and
public housing.
The public housing waiting list in this state has
increased from 34 320 applications in December 2014
to 37 996 now. That is an increase of 11 per cent. But
even worse than that, in Shepparton there has been a
97 per cent increase in the number of applications on
the public housing waiting list. There were
537 applicants on that list in December 2014; there are
now 1059. When we talk about applicants, every
applicant is a household, so this means a family and a
lot more than 1059 people. That is an increase of
522 families on that list, bringing it to 1059 families in
total and a 97 per cent increase. That is a disgraceful
figure.
Even more concerning than that are the number of
people on the early housing — or priority housing, as
they call it now — waiting list in Shepparton. In
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December 2014 there were 109 applicants on that list;
there are now 420 applicants — 420 households and
420 families. So there has been an increase of not only
311 families on that list but also an increase of 285 per
cent in vulnerable families who are waiting for priority
access to public housing in Shepparton. There are 420
of them. That is a lot of applicants waiting to be
housed, particularly when this government is not
adding to the public housing numbers in Shepparton.
This is what is really driving those homelessness
figures in Shepparton, the lack of access to public
housing. We have seen very little, if any — and
probably not any — new acquisitions in Shepparton
under this government, and that is in stark contrast to
what we added when we were in government. When
we were in government we built 12 new homes — the
St Georges apartments — in Purcell Street. We
provided 44 new apartments when we bought an
aged-care nursing home that was attached to the
Mooroopna hospital and converted it into social
housing.
We built the youth foyer, a 40-bed facility that is really
kicking goals for young people who were at risk of
homelessness and disconnecting from their education,
and that has provided a wonderful opportunity for many
of those young people to turn their lives around. One
young girl told me her story of how she was homeless
and about to drop out of school and she now has a job.
She is employed, she goes to TAFE and she intends to
go on and do a degree at La Trobe University. That has
really changed her life.
In addition to that, we also rebuilt the Miller homes,
with 36 brand-new apartments, and purchased a
number of spot-purchase homes throughout Shepparton
to add to the public housing properties and social
housing properties in Shepparton to provide access to
housing for vulnerable Victorians.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: sustainability and
operational challenges of Victoria’s rural and
regional councils
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (17:05) — This
will be my last opportunity to speak to reports in this
chamber. From the outset I do want to say I have
enjoyed participating in both the upper house
committees and the work they have done and also the
joint parliamentary committees. One of those
committees I have been involved in is the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee. We tabled a number of reports, but the one
which I want to speak to tonight is the Inquiry into
Sustainability and Operational Challenges of Victorian
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Rural and Regional Councils. Given that you are in the
chair, and I note that you have been a past mayor of
Moyne, Acting Chair Purcell, you would understand
some of the difficulties some of those rural and regional
councils are facing in respect to their long-term
sustainability, obviously the workload that is being put
on them by a significant cost shift to services from state
government to local government and the irregular
funding streams that come into regional councils,
particularly from the federal and state governments.
Through the inquiry we heard loudly and clearly that
particularly rural and regional councils — and we
acknowledge that in the country roads and bridges
funding program there are about 41 disadvantaged
councils — have limited capacity to raise money other
than through rate revenue and through the financial
assistance grants, or FAG grants as they are known, or
state grants to run their respective municipalities.
Obviously many have significant road assets and small
populations, so they rely on their ratepayer base for
funding. One particularly large — not in numbers but
certainly in financial terms — proportion of their
ratepayer base is the farming community. Many times I
have raised in this chamber the matter of what the
inequity is in the current rating methodology that we
have in this state that actually unfairly burdens the
farming community in respect to the capital improved
value rating that is used because farmers require large
tracts of land — production land — to run their
businesses. Invariably that production land, particularly
in those areas that abut development areas, has a quite
high value. The revenue from their business is the same
as the sort of revenue generated from a local milk bar,
yet the milk bar may well pay $800 to $1000 in rates
and, as we have seen in the last 12 months, many
farmers are paying $40 000 to $50 000 in rates for very
similar income generation from their asset.
The system is not fair, and I note it was announced at
the breakfast which was run by the Victorian Farmers
Federation (VFF) at the Windsor on Tuesday that the
VFF is demanding a moratorium on all future rate
increases until the state government commits to, as they
say, ‘demolishing and rebuilding Victoria’s broken
rating system to ensure a better deal for farmers’.
President David Jochinke said the VFF is ‘continuing to
receive reports of annual rate increases exceeding
40 per cent for some farmers’, and this is what I am
hearing through my office as well. As far as the VFF is
concerned, they want to draw a line in the sand before
farms are rated out of existence.
This is consistent with what we heard through this
inquiry, particularly from the farming community in
respect to the hardships that farmers are now facing
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with these significant increases in rates. I have to say,
luckily for many of course that is being consumed by a
significant increase in stock prices and grain prices,
except for those areas facing drought. But I can assure
you once interest rates go up and some of those
commodity prices go down, rates will form a
considerable part of the expenditure of the business.
I understand why the VFF wants a moratorium and I
understand why the VFF wants a review — I have been
calling for it myself. I know the coalition has
committed to a review of local government rating. I
think there is a general understanding from all sides of
politics that the current system is not working,
particularly for rural and regional councils. They do not
have the capacity to raise revenue through car parking
and other means that their metropolitan cousins do. We
have to somehow make a much more equitable model
or introduce a more equitable model that does not
overburden one part of the ratepayer base and also
provide funding — consistent funding — to make these
rural and regional councils sustainable and viable in the
future.
That is the first task for the next Parliament: to
introduce a new local government rating model into
Victoria that is fair and equitable for all ratepayers and
allows local councils to provide the services that are
required of them by their communities.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:11) — I rise today in relation to the budget papers
2018–19. I want to make some comments about public
housing in my electorate and in particular about Park
Towers, which is in South Melbourne. Tenants have
raised a number of concerns with me, which I have in
some instances spoken about in this place before. They
have discussed their concerns about crime in their
home — in particular, violent assaults against people
and drug dealing. They have asked for security guards
during the day as well as during the night. They
currently have night-time security guards but not
daytime, and they have been asking for daytime
security guards for about a year, on my count, but have
had no result. I am not sure why, because we learned
during the inquiry into the public housing renewal
program earlier this year that the Department of Health
and Human Services (DHHS) spends about $11 million
per annum on security in public housing, and that is on
security guards.
I have raised this with the Minister for Police, who
responded that there are a number of initiatives in place
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to combat crime on the estate, including Operation
Shrine, which is an operation comprising members of
the South Melbourne police station, Port Phillip
criminal investigation unit, the divisional response unit,
the frontline tasking unit and the multicultural unit, and
this is supposed to provide a visible and covert police
presence enabling the targeting of recidivist and
associate offenders residing in and around the Park
Towers estate.
Ms Crozier has raised in this place the issue of district
nurses and Park Towers and has told the chamber that
at one stage district nurses were, for issues of safety,
visiting in pairs and then in trios, and then Ms Crozier
understands they were not attending at all because of
safety concerns. I note that this is a suggestion that the
minister for housing did not deny in his response, so I
assume that Ms Crozier’s information is, as usual,
correct. This is a terrible outcome for everybody, not
least of all the residents who need nursing care in that
building, and we know that many of the residents in
that building have some quite complex needs.
The tenants have outlined their security concerns in
their magazine, which is called Tenant, they have
written to the minister for housing, who is of course
their local member, and both he and I have been present
at a meeting of around 60 tenants to talk about their
safety concerns. The answer, apparently, from the
minister is not security guards during the day; it is
renovations in the foyer, and these have taken a while
to get started. While waiting months for these to get
started, the tenants have actually taken legal action
against the minister for housing in VCAT to stop this
building work. Last week they were in VCAT as the
government succeeded in substituting the director of
housing as the respondent in relation to this instead of
the minister, although the tenants tell me they are aware
that the minister is making the decisions on this front,
so they do not understand why he is not the respondent,
and they make a good point.
Through its lawyers, the department has told tenants
that they will proceed with the contested building
works, despite the fact that the legal proceedings
continue. This is causing a loss of space, because what
is going to be built immediately are the builders site
offices and also their storage area, and in addition to
this the tenants group has been told by DHHS that it is
not allowed to manage its common rooms, which are in
a similar sort of area to where the building work will
be. These are rooms that are used by tenants for a range
of purposes: group meetings, socialising and on
occasion some tenants rent these rooms so that they
can, for example, have a child’s birthday party. But
now DHHS is taking over that area. The tenants feel
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that this is unreasonable and it is a loss of autonomy. It
is also a loss of income, and they do not believe that it
will provide as smooth a service in terms of enabling
people to use the common rooms in their own building,
but most of all the tenants feel that they are being
poorly treated because they have spoken out about
crime on the estate and have asked for what I think is a
quite sensible response.
This time four years ago the member for Albert Park
was writing to tenants and asking for their support in an
election and was telling them that the Labor Party
would not sell public housing. Now, several years later,
he has of course overseen a large sell-off in public
housing. It is not to judge whether or not public housing
should be sold; it is simply that you should not be going
to people in your electorate and making claims that are
simply not true after the election. I imagine that it will
not be so easy for the member for Albert Park to
campaign with tenants this year, especially at Park
Towers.
The thing is they have made a very simple request.
They have asked for an extension of an existing
security guard service which they have at night. They
want it during the day, and given the photos that they
have shown and published that show blood-filled
elevators after there has been an attack on individuals
there, given what we know about the call-outs of
emergency services to that area, it is an absolutely
reasonable request to ask for that service to be
expanded. I support them in their quest.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (17:16) — I
would like to speak this afternoon on the 2018–19 state
budget. In doing so I want to reference the seat of
Mildura in relation to the spending of money up there
and the allocations that have been made not only in this
current round of state budget funding but also where
that will lead to in the future. I have been working very
closely with the member for Mildura, Peter Crisp, who
does a great job up there in Mildura. He is one of the
hardest working members of Parliament that I have
seen in my time of involvement in politics. He does a
terrific job in representing the people of Mildura, and I
certainly hope that he will be there for the next four
years to do so.
What Peter Crisp has been able to do is work very hard
to ensure that there have been some really good
outcomes in the seat of Mildura. Probably one of the
most significant and certainly the highest in value is the
money that was made available in the budget — by this
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side when we were in government last time — of
$450 million for the upgrade of the Mildura rail line,
the Murray Basin rail project. I must say that the federal
government played a role in that as well. Between
Andrew Broad, the federal member for Mallee, and
Peter Crisp, the member for Mildura, they were able to
secure that $450 million, which has gone a long way to
upgrading the Mildura rail line.
It is a credit to both of them, and I do thank the current
government for not stripping that money away that we
allocated it in the budget and for allocating it to that
project, although I understand it is potentially
$100 million over budget and that a whole range of
problems have occurred due to using second-hand rail
lines and a whole range of other things in terms of the
sleepers.
Mr Davis — From 1928.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Exactly; they were from
1928, the sleepers are substandard, a lot of the pins are
already falling out and the sleepers are cracking. So
there are some problems there, but we will hopefully
try to fix those when we get back into government. On
top of that, Peter Crisp on 24 April announced
$80 million for the upgrade of the level crossings along
the Mildura line. The idea is to get rid of those level
crossings. I think there are about 137 crossings between
Mildura and Melbourne, and that will certainly pave the
way for the return of passenger rail for Mildura. So
Peter Crisp has allocated $80 million to that in terms of
an election commitment, but what is disappointing is
the Andrews Labor government has not matched that
commitment should Labor win the next election, which
is rather disappointing.
Also Peter Crisp on 26 June announced $350 000 for
the Robinvale sports club for change rooms, and again
the Labor Party has not matched that commitment.
Peter Crisp announced $10 million on 23 August for
the Mildura sports precinct, and that has also been
matched by Andrew Broad and the federal government.
The local council will also make a contribution of
around $7 million or $8 million towards that project.
Unfortunately the Labor Party has not matched that
commitment.
Peter Crisp announced on 28 August some money for
the residential drug and alcohol rehab facility. I think it
is around $8 million, from memory, and again the
Labor Party has not matched that commitment. What
they said they would do is wait until they got a
candidate before they would start to make their
commitments. They now have a candidate, Tony
Alessi, but still there have been no announcements for
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the Mildura electorate from this city-centric
government and its city-centric Premier.
I look forward to going up to Mildura in the coming
weeks and months and making further announcements
which will be beneficial to everyone in Mildura, but
unfortunately there is no other party and there is no
other candidate up there who has made any
commitments for the seat of Mildura, other than Peter
Crisp. So I think the people in Mildura should be very
thankful for what Peter Crisp has been able to put on
the table in election commitments, and that will go a
long way to helping the people of Mildura in the future.
I only wish that the state government would come out
and match those commitments or just match one of
those commitments. That would be a good start. Let us
try and see if we can match one of those and then come
out and match the rest of them now that the government
have got a candidate in Mildura.

Family and Community Development
Committee: services for people with autism
spectrum disorder
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:21) — I rise
this afternoon to speak on the Family and Community
Development Committee report into the inquiry into
services for people with autism spectrum disorder of
June 2017. This is a substantial document and one that I
helped put together as a member of that committee. It
was a great honour to be involved in this particular
investigation, and at the very beginning I want to
congratulate Ms Wooldridge, who was the person who
proposed that the Family and Community Development
Committee investigate autism. It led to a most
interesting couple of years and a very, very worthwhile
report. I want to congratulate the chair at the time,
Maree Edwards; the deputy chair, Cindy McLeish; Paul
Edbrooke, who is currently the chair; Chris Couzens
from Geelong; Emma Kealy from Lowan; Roma
Britnell from South-West Coast; and Suzanna Sheed
from Shepparton, who all participated in this inquiry
and did a particularly good job.
One of the first questions that is asked in this report is:
what is autism? I have to say that is a question that is
often asked by parents who have a newly diagnosed
child. What is autism? I have a 17-year-old son with
profound autism, and I have to say that when he was
diagnosed some 15 years ago I had heard of autism but
I did not know what it was, I did not know anything
about it and I was given a brochure and told to go home
and work it out myself. That is not the ideal situation.
So it was my very great pleasure this week to announce,
along with Mr Guy, the Leader of the Opposition in the

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
5122

COUNCIL

other place, that if elected in November we will provide
a $2.4 million grant to the peak autism body, Amaze, to
expand their autism helpline so that it is open 24 hours
a day, seven days a week. There is an assumption
sometimes that these problems occur during the day
and that you can ring a doctor or you can ring
somebody during those business hours. It is not the
case. Normally the height of anxiety and the really
difficult times occur very late at night or even during
the night. When a child refuses to sleep it is very, very
difficult indeed, so I think that the money that we will
put into this helpline, if we are elected in November,
will be very, very good indeed.
Living with autism is a struggle, and a lot of people
have wondered over the years, particularly in recent
years, how they can make a contribution to making life
a lot easier for people with autism. I am delighted to say
that, having taken all that into consideration, the Guy
government will set up a Premier’s autism advisory
council, which will involve representatives of various
people in the autism community, whether they be
carers, educators or people with autism themselves —
people who actually know what they are talking about.
They will be able to communicate with government at
the very highest levels. That is something that I am
particularly excited about, and that is a first for Victoria
and something that I think is going to be a winner as
well.
Flexibility of course is extremely important in the
education of children with autism. To try and put any
child in a box is difficult enough; to try and put a child
with autism into a box is impossible. Unfortunately our
education system has not recognised that and has not
understood that. The system has to change to enable
those children to get a proper education, and I look
forward to that happening.
The support for small groups right throughout the
state — country and city — is that we as a government
will be providing $500 000 over the four years to
support these groups as a part of the autism support
group fund. So I think that is also going to be very, very
helpful for groups normally run by parents of children
with autism. It will be a very, very good thing indeed
and very helpful for the community.

Privileges Committee: matters relating to
misuse of electorate office staffing entitlements
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:26) — I rise to speak in the very last statements on
reports for this particular term of Parliament, and I look
forward to rejoining the Parliament, hopefully with a
new government that will lift the standards of public
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administration above what we have been mired in and
maligned with in terms of Labor’s misuse of public
funding in particular, widely known as the Labor rorts.
I would like to make a few remarks on the inquiry into
matters relating to the misuse of electorate office
staffing entitlements and commend the authors of the
minority report of that committee for defending their
position and the interests of democracy in Victoria.
Those authors include Luke O’Sullivan, Northern
Victoria Region; Gordon Rich-Phillips, my colleague
from South Eastern Metropolitan Region; and Mary
Wooldridge, Eastern Victoria Region and Leader of the
Opposition here in this chamber.
I think what is really important to understand is that this
was the wrong committee to investigate and try and fill
in the gaps in knowledge of the red shirt rorts. The
Ombudsman was able to inquire into the rorts involving
members of the Legislative Council as a result of the
resolution of this house, but only half of the picture was
exposed. The Ombudsman did not have the power to
investigate the other half, being the Legislative
Assembly, and therefore the Legislative Council felt
that a select committee was perhaps the best vehicle to
try and gather the full range of evidence and to expose
the level and extent of rorting that took place. Clearly a
code of conduct for members of Parliament, which
predominantly relates to matters of avoiding and
managing conflicts of interest, was not the appropriate
yardstick for identifying or dealing with matters of
misuse of public funds, and therefore that was
irrelevant to the inquiry.
The lack of contempt findings against members of
Parliament involved in the scheme, in my view, does
not indicate no wrongdoing, because the instrument
used was the wrong one. It was an instrument that was
forced upon this chamber in particular by the Greens
not voting to support a proper committee to get to the
bottom of this matter. Of course now we have the
Victoria Police fraud and extortion squad investigating.
That is the only path that is available, and I certainly
hope that it is not going to be a slow process. We need
to see some resolution of this. We hope that there is not
undue pressure being used on the Chief Commissioner
of Police and those undertaking the investigation to go
slow and to delay action, because so far we have had
no-one sacked and no-one charged, despite the fact that
there have been extensive rorts, and some of the costs
of that were exposed by a further annual report of the
Ombudsman. The Honourable Daniel Andrews, and I
use the word ‘Honourable’ advisedly, was clearly
aware. He must have been aware, because there was a
person who, as was stated in evidence given to the
committee —
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Mr Davis — Who told him.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, a person who in actual fact
worked in his office. The Honourable Gavin Jennings
had also authorised payment of many, many days for a
field organiser —
Mr Davis — They share an office.
Mrs PEULICH — They share an office. Indeed
there would have been a joint manager who would have
managed the papers.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — That is right. If we also read the
Labor Party’s review of their 2014 state election, there
are a number of other people who could shed light on
this and who the police need to investigate or at least
talk to. One of those is Roland Lindell. He worked in
Mr Lenders’s office and indeed would have managed a
lot of the details there. Janice Munt was a caucus liaison
officer. She, I am sure, could shed some light on that.
The state secretary of the ALP, Noah Carroll, could
shed some substantial light on that particular matter.
Indeed there are —
Mr Davis — Janice Munt’s close arrangements here
should not allow her to go on the RACV board.
Mrs PEULICH — I was absolutely shocked when
indeed I saw Ms Munt’s nomination for the RACV
board. Given that she in fact shares accommodation
with a former Deputy Speaker who claimed to be living
somewhere when in actual fact he was living in
Mordialloc all along, I do not think she is an
appropriate choice for the RACV board. Can I say that I
did not put her on my sheet. The rorts affair can only be
resolved by voters at the forthcoming state election on
24 November.

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (17:31) — I
want to make a number of points today, particularly
relating to the state budget outputs for the Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning and also the
transport component of the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources. In
particular I am concerned today to have seen the
tabling — finally — of documents relating to sky rail.
This was a motion that was moved in early 2016. It is
now late 2018 and a tranche of these documents have
finally been tabled. It is an incomplete tranche, but
there are some bombshells in it.
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One of the things that my eye was drawn to quickly as I
started to work through the thousands of pages of
documents, which include individual submissions, was
the overwhelming number of submissions opposed to
the sky rail. People are outraged. They are outraged that
it was sprung on them. The Community Tender
Advisory Panel (CTAP) minutes are there, and these
have not been in public in full before. I have a version
of them that I obtained through FOI, but it appears there
is additional information in these CTAP documents.
CTAP met in the latter part of 2015 to look at the bids
on the sky rail. The CTAP documents are the actual
minutes and agendas of the meetings of that community
tender advisory panel, chaired by Steve Dimopoulos,
the member for Oakleigh in the other place, or ‘Sky
Rail Steve’ as he is known colloquially by many —
Mrs Peulich — And not affectionately.
Mr DAVIS — Not affectionately at all, because he
is clearly up to his neck in this. I was particularly
shocked to see the minutes of a meeting — one of the
very final meetings — which was held between
4.00 p.m. and 8.00 p.m. on 26 October 2015 at Viney
Street, Clarinda. There were only seven people —
Papaya, three officials from the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, a government probity officer, Brett
Summers and Steve Dimopoulos. There were
15 apologies. All of the community members were
apologies and yet decisions were made at this meeting.
The minutes said that Brett Summers advised CTAP
members that the feedback received from the meeting
would not be provided to the two proponents as there
was not enough time to incorporate it into their bids.
The feedback would be provided to the successful
proponent to incorporate in their design refinements.
The whole purpose of the CTAP, in theory, was to put
information to the bidders. This is a really significant
disavowal of their key purpose.
We know that Steve Dimopoulos owned property in
Carnegie, which he sold. It was reported to this
Parliament and tabled in March 2016. Goodness knows
when he sold that property. It was on his register of
interests in 2015, but now we see him as a member of
CTAP, disavowing the community’s view — rolling
over the community — meanwhile apparently selling
his Carnegie property. Insider information would be the
kindest thing that you could call it. He was acting to
gain a personal advantage from the position he had as
the head of CTAP.
I am very concerned by what I have seen in these
minutes. I am very concerned that the government has
held off tabling them for such a long time. They had
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plenty of time to table those minutes. Mr Dimopoulos
needs to come clean on his involvement. Did he sell
that Carnegie property in the knowledge that a sky rail
was being built? We know that the Herald Sun
published a story on 9 January 2016, but the
government did not officially announce the sky rail
until the first week of February 2016. Sometime either
just before that or near that time Mr Dimopoulos sold
his Carnegie property. What happened to the value of
the property after that announcement of the sky rail?
Honestly, this is just outrageous. Did he fill in a form
that laid out all his interests? I have a version of those
forms but not in these documents. It is interesting, but it
seems that it has been left out of these documents.
The FOI set that I have on this requires a probity
statement to be made. I note the presence of probity
advisers at some of these meetings, but did the probity
advisers require Mr Dimopoulos to set out what he
owned, where he owned it, what he was disposing of
and when he was disposing of it? I do not know,
because we do not have his probity statement. We only
have the blank one that everyone else — all the
community members — was required to sign. I say that
his behaviour in this is crooked, I say it is outrageous,
and I think there is a lot to explain.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms TIERNEY — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Shepparton radiotherapy services
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:36) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Health, and it relates to the establishment of
radiotherapy services in Shepparton for cancer patients
who require this lifesaving treatment. The action that I
seek from the minister is that as a matter of urgency the
minister provide an update on what steps the
government has taken to establish a radiotherapy
facility in Shepparton, including the current status of
negotiations with private health provider GenesisCare
to enter into a public-private partnership that will
provide the funding to ensure that all patients will be
able to access any planned radiotherapy services in
Shepparton.
Members will be well aware of my advocacy for
radiotherapy services to be established in Shepparton to
service the needs of Goulburn Valley cancer patients
requiring this life-saving treatment. Stage 1 of
Goulburn Valley Health’s redevelopment, which is
currently underway, does not include the establishment
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of radiotherapy services at the hospital. Over the last
13 months I have provided the minister and the house
with the personal cancer journeys of local patients
forced to travel long distances from loved ones to
receive radiotherapy.
In November 2017 a private care provider,
GenesisCare, secured a $6.95 million federal
government health program grant to establish a
radiotherapy facility in Shepparton. The minister’s
responses to my numerous calls to enter into a
public-private partnership with GenesisCare to bring
radiotherapy to Shepparton have been inconsistent to
say the least.
To a question I asked on 12 December 2017 the
minister’s answer of 6 February 2018 said that
discussions were continuing with GenesisCare about a
partnership into the future. To a question I asked on
15 December 2017 the minister’s answer of 24 May
2018 said that the Victorian government would work
closely with whoever provides radiotherapy services in
Shepparton. To a question I asked on 30 November
2017 the minister answered on 24 July 2018, saying
that the department was currently undertaking an
analysis of the best options for providing radiotherapy
in Shepparton.
It is now nearly 12 months since GenesisCare received
their licence, and we have heard nothing from the
minister on plans for radiotherapy in Shepparton.
Goulburn Valley cancer patients continue to travel
away from their families to receive their radiation
treatment, and this minister and the Andrews Labor
government have done nothing to assist them to access
services locally, either now or in the future. Therefore
the action that I seek from the minister is that as a
matter of urgency the minister provide me with an
update on what steps the government has taken to
establish a radiotherapy facility in Shepparton,
including the current status of negotiations with private
health provider GenesisCare to enter into a
public-private partnership that will provide the funding
to ensure that all patients will be able to access any
planned radiotherapy services in Shepparton.

Kilmore schools road safety
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (17:39) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan, and it relates to the safety of students at
Kilmore Primary School, St Patrick’s Primary School
and Assumption College. Last year the government
funded upgrades to the intersection of Conway Street
and Kilmore-Lancefield Road to improve safety, by
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providing more turning room for large vehicles, such as
school buses. Further works included pavement
rehabilitation works along Conway Street, near
St Patrick’s Primary School and the Country Fire
Authority station. These were welcome improvements.
However, concerns remain for the safety of students as
they walk to and from school every day. There are
several housing estates in the neighbourhood and more
and more families are moving into the area. We
certainly want to see as many kids as possible walking,
riding and scooting their way to school.
There are two little people in the gallery right now who
are constituents of my electorate; they are also
constituents of my house, and they attend school at
Kilmore. They travel on the bus, but they have many
friends that live nearby, so I know firsthand the
concerns that local parents and teachers have. I can also
confirm that we are so very grateful for the
hardworking school crossing supervisors that protect
our kids every day on the busy street in that precinct.
School crossing supervisor Mr Doug Whitbourn has
requested support for the installation of
40-kilometre-an-hour flashing lights on the
Kilmore-Lancefield Road to add to the safety of the
crossing. Further, I have had representations from
parents who have suggested other road treatments to
increase safety in the area.
The information I seek from the minister is for him to
ask VicRoads to do an assessment of the precinct and to
provide expert advice to the community on the best
ways to improve the safety of the area and any
available funding streams. I would also like to receive
advice from the Transport Accident Commission
(TAC) in relation to any community grants that may be
available to the schools or the parent groups in relation
to safety awareness or other programs that the TAC
might be able to advise that community of.

Victorian Electoral Commission student
enrolment
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:42) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Special
Minister of State, and it relates to the Victorian
Electoral Commission’s (VEC) direct enrolment of
students onto the electoral roll. The VEC had been
doing automatic enrolments since 2010, and it was
actually a great service. They sent out a 17th birthday
card to students, and then when the student turned
18 years they would be directly enrolled onto the
electoral roll. But this process stopped a couple of years
ago. The VEC stated that this was due to the fact that
they became overwhelmed with a whole range of
electoral matters and they really could not keep up with
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the direct enrolment process that they had done
previously.
They are reinstigating direct enrolment now, which I
am very pleased about. As we know, they get that
information from the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority. But what they have decided to
do is only directly enrol students at the end of term,
after they have done all their exams. So all of these
18-year-olds will miss out on voting in this election
unless they enrol themselves.
The action I am seeking from the minister is for him to
ask the electoral commission to go back to their regular
process of automatically enrolling students when they
turn 18 years rather than doing it in a bulk lot at the end
of term when the Australian tertiary admission rank
scores come out. This will obviously enable students to
be enrolled for the upcoming November election.

Barwon Downs borefield
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:44) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Water, Lisa Neville, and pertains to overextraction of
groundwater. Barwon Water has been pillaging
groundwater from the Barwon Downs borefield in the
Otways for over 30 years. The overpumping has
resulted in once-perennial creeks and swamplands
running dry, including the upper Barwon River for
extended periods.
Some of the environmental and ecological impacts of
this overextraction are that platypus, blackfish and trout
have died out; the Big Swamp wetlands and other
wetlands have almost dried out; many artesian bores in
the region have stopped flowing; and drying wetland
low flows to creeks and the Barwon River have turned
acidic due to acid sulphate soil exposure. In 2016 a
massive fish kill in 30 kilometres of the Barwon River
occurred due to the acid and heavy metals released.
This year there was another fish kill in the upper
Barwon. Spontaneous combustion peat fires are
occurring in the drying swamps, which are of particular
concern considering the increasing severity of our
summer bushfire season.
The riparian rights of over 100 farms in the Otway
Ranges have been disrupted with perennial creeks
becoming ephemeral and stream banks drying out.
There are indirect impacts on the riparian rights for the
farms downstream along the Barwon that have less
water flowing past their land for stock and domestic
use. Barwon Water carts water to at least one major
farm, which is an acknowledgement that their
overpumping has led to a localised drought.
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The Barwon Downs borefield relies on aquifers 300 to
600 metres below ground, which were once artesian,
with pressures some 10 metres above ground. However,
overextraction over many years has led to pressure
elevations 50 metres below ground. In the 1980s the
environmentally safe annual extraction was assessed at
4000 megalitres per year, and in the 1990s this
assessment was lowered to 1500 megalitres per year,
but Southern Rural Water, the resource manager,
granted a licence to Barwon Water to extract
20 000 megalitres per year.
The licence has come up for renewal, and the
decision-maker is the Minister for Water and member
for Bellarine, Lisa Neville, MP. There is a great fear in
the community that Barwon Water will press for
continuation of the 20 000-megalitre-per-year licence
or another amount well above the safe yield of the
aquifer system. There is also a great fear that they will
seek to continue the outdated conditions that have no
regard for the social, environmental or economic
impacts of overextraction.
The minister announced on 9 August 2018 that Barwon
Water would be legally mandated to implement a
remediation plan, but it appears that this focuses solely
on acidity in Boundary Creek. It is as if Barwon Water
is admitting culpability for only a small portion of the
total impacts that overextraction has had on farms and
the environment. The action I seek is that the minister
listen to the community in the region and cancel the
existing extraction licence, desist from issuing any
further extraction licence to Barwon Water and, given
the environmental impacts, conduct an independent
inquiry into the impact of past extraction.

Footscray Hospital
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:47) — I wish
to raise this evening on the adjournment a matter for the
Minister for Health. I do not know if the minister has
visited Footscray Hospital of late, but I can assure her,
even if she has not, that it is in a disgraceful physical
condition. It is old, it is falling down, it is decrepit and it
is everything that you would not want a hospital to be.
It is, as I say, a disgrace. Years ago it should have been
ripped down and rebuilt, and it is a blight on this state
that it remains in the condition — and deteriorating, I
might say — that it is to this day.
I was absolutely staggered this morning to learn that
there are reports that medicos at the hospital are worried
that any plans for the rebuilding of the Footscray
Hospital will be put on hold, that it just will not happen
and that the money that might be allocated for the
Footscray Hospital rebuild will be directed to, perhaps,
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marginal seats where votes are more important than the
health of the people of Footscray.
We know that Footscray is not a marginal seat. We
know that people in Footscray have voted Labor for
many a long year, but let me tell you that Labor voters
need health care too, and I am sure there will be a good
number of people in Footscray who will see the irony
of a Liberal MP getting up and defending the right of
Labor voters to be looked after in a decent hospital. I
am doing that because no Labor MP will. No local
representative of the people of Footscray will get up
and defend their right to have a decent hospital. It is
despicable that this situation exists, and I am very, very
hopeful that we might be able to turn this around after
the election, with the election of the Matthew Guy
government.
I am asking the minister to do one thing before the
government goes into caretaker mode. I am asking the
minister to announce the date on which the rebuild will
begin. It is a very simple request. I just want to know,
and it is not just me. I am asking this on behalf of tens if
not hundreds of thousands of people throughout the
western suburbs: when does the government intend to
start the rebuild of the Footscray Hospital? I have said
this on a number of occasions over the time that I have
been in this house, and I will say it again now: it is time
for this thing to be built. It is time for this hospital to be
brought up to a decent and manageable stage.

Gender Equity Victoria
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:50) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Women. Gender Equity Victoria (Gen Vic) is the
Victorian peak body for gender equity, women’s health
and the prevention of violence against women.
Following its launch earlier this year Gen Vic recently
announced #vicvotesequity, a 100-day campaign
leading up to the Victorian election. The campaign
includes priorities for government action covering four
key areas: advancing gender equity, promoting
women’s sexual and reproductive health, preventing
violence against women and supporting the
development of a sustainable peak body.
The Andrews government has presided over some
important gender equality initiatives during this term of
government that have been welcomed by the Greens
and across sectors working with and in support of
Victorian women. Safe and Strong: A Victorian Gender
Equality Strategy, the state’s first gender equality
strategy, was a milestone. The establishment of Gen
Vic was another, and this week a citizens jury is
deliberating on an exposure draft of a gender equality
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bill that sets out requirements for planning, promoting,
setting targets for and reporting on gender equality. We
are seeing progress, but there are some real concerns
around the pace of this progress, the framework for
action and the transparency of this work. For example,
we are yet to see a plan for bedding down gender
analysis in policymaking and budgeting despite
promises over the past 18 months that this work is
underway.
Gen Vic’s campaign leading up to the election
highlights a number of these issues and outlines specific
proposals and commitments for government action. The
Greens are proud of our strong track record on gender
equity, and we are proud to be pledging our support this
week for Gen Vic’s priorities for government. I am
pleased to note that the minister has also taken the Gen
Vic pledge. The action I seek from the minister is that
she sets out the Andrews government’s plan to put this
commitment into practice, if re-elected, across the four
priority areas. In the interests of transparency and
accountability, I would also ask that this plan be made
public.

Child gender transitioning
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (17:52) —
My adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence, and it
relates to the government’s position on parental
responsibility when their child is transitioning from one
gender to another. I know this has been raised in the
media and in various circles within our community, but
it has also been raised directly with me by a number of
concerned parents. I have been told that the Victorian
Labor government’s approach will be the same as in the
national Labor Party’s manifesto, where it states, and I
quote:
Acknowledge these harms, when suffered within the family,
as domestic violence against the child.

Families and parents are very concerned that the love of
that child, no matter who it is, could be subjected to a
criminal charge. Therefore on behalf of those parents
out there who are somewhat confused in relation to
what the government’s approach is and what it might
do, the action I seek is for clarification from the
minister as to the Andrews Labor government’s
approach towards parental rights and responsibilities
when a child is transitioning and whether in fact a
parent who has concerns or does not agree with the
child’s view toward their gender may be subjected to
the criminal codes of the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008.
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Sandringham College
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:54) — My adjournment matter this evening is for
the Minister for Education in the other place, and it is in
relation to Sandringham College. This is an outstanding
school in my electorate, in my community, which I
know extremely well. There are around 1100 students
at the school. I could describe it best, I think, as a great
school with brilliant teachers and poor physical
facilities. In fact more than 3000 people associated with
the school have recently signed a petition calling on the
government to fund better facilities for the school. That
figure was achieved in some days, which is an
extraordinary result. The school looks very much like
the high school that I attended many years ago, and in
fact it has a virtually identical library. What it has not
had is enough maintenance of the facilities that it has,
and it has also experienced some unfortunate fallout in
financial terms from the redevelopment of Beaumaris
Secondary College, which is a former site of the school.
It was formerly part of the school.
I have obtained a pretty thorough briefing from parents
from the school who have indicated that they think that
people choose to enrol at Sandringham College in spite
of the unacceptable state of its facilities. They say that
the wellbeing and safety of students and teachers has
been compromised. The unacceptable working
conditions include exposed wiring, holes in ceilings,
asbestos in buildings, tripping hazards, leaking
plumbing, unsanitary bathrooms and literally a broken
glass ceiling. In addition, the sporting facilities are not
fit for purpose, and the local council has decided that
the oval which it previously used is unsafe and will not
use it. The school advises that temporary quick fixes are
unsound financially and are also reckless. One example
of this is the installation of temporary beams to prevent
a roof falling in in an asbestos-ridden building.
The other issue which has come up is that the closure of
the Beaumaris campus, formerly part of Sandringham
College, means that the school has taken on the
financial obligations of maintaining contracts for
teachers and a principal who were formerly at
Beaumaris. Sandringham College continues to pay
those teachers and a number of outstanding long-term
contracts that were made prior to the petitioning off of
Beaumaris. This includes a $37 000 per year bus
contract. This has limited the ability of the school to
maintain its remaining contracts. The school has been
unable to retrench staff even if it wanted to, and it has
been forced to take out a workforce bridging loan to
meet its costs, which are being paid out each year. The
school, because of the loan it has been forced to take
out, expects that it will not get its term 3 and 4 funding
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and also expects to have an overdrawn cash position of
around $440 000 by the end of this year.
The action I am seeking is an urgent injection of funds
into the school for two things: to address the
disadvantage it has experienced financially because of
the Beaumaris redevelopment and to address the
maintenance backlog that is so obvious to anyone who
visits the school.

Foster care
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:57) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Families and Children, and I raise it on behalf of a
wonderful lady called Heather Baird. She is the founder
and director of A Better Life for Foster Kids, a
Victorian-based charity that looks after the needs of
children and advocates on behalf of carers — both
foster and kinship carers — of children in out-of-home
care (OOHC).
She raised an issue with me in relation to a letter that
she sent on 31 June this year to the minister. I will go
into the response in a minute. In August this year the
minister responded, or the minister’s department
responded. That is fine; her letter has been responded
to. The issue she raised is around the application of the
Aboriginal child placement principle by the Department
of Health and Human Services (DHHS). The letter
says:
… the Aboriginal child placement principle (the principle)
mandates that Aboriginal children in OOHC must be placed
with extended family —

first —
an Aboriginal foster carer —

second —
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Indigenous children needing to go into extended family
care. She is concerned, and her focus is always on the
wellbeing of the child.
The minister responded. The minister’s response goes
into a lot of the department’s policies, its developments
and some of its initiatives, but it does not address the
statistics that Mrs Baird raised. My request is that the
minister actually go back to this document, and I can
forward it on. The request is that her office investigate
the statistics that are laid out in this comprehensive
letter and respond to those statistics in relation to the
best practice and best outcome for those children in a
very vulnerable situation.

Dingley Village golf course development
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(18:00) — The matter that I raise is for the attention of
the Minister for Sport in another place. It is in relation
to the apparent failure by the government to release the
final recommendations and framework report in the
process of Planning for Golf in Victoria, which was due
in the fourth quarter of 2017. There is certainly nothing
on the website, and if it has been released, a number of
stakeholders who have contacted me have not been able
to locate it.
The Victorian government’s Planning for Golf in
Victoria Task Force issued a discussion paper in June
2017, which suggested that the proposal to rezone
Kingswood golf course in Dingley Village was a done
deal, describing the site as ‘being redeveloped’. The
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips raised this matter on
my behalf as a constituency question, citing that over
8000 objectors made submissions to Kingston council
during the advertising of the proposal. Some of you
may have also seen the coverage on A Current Affair of
the backlash to the proposal to redevelop this pristine
environmental asset for housing.

or as a last resort, with a non-Aboriginal carer.

She goes on to say that as there is usually quite a lack of
Aboriginal foster carers — in fact she cites a statistic of
3.8 per cent in Victoria — usually children are placed
in an extended kinship carer arrangement.
Her concern relates to the fact that if only 3.8 per cent
of Aboriginal children in out-of-home care are placed
in an Indigenous foster carer arrangement but there is
this requirement, DHHS is attempting to place upwards
of 80 per cent of these Aboriginal children in
permanent care with extended kinship carers. She does
not have a problem with that, but she raises that as an
issue. The issue is that, if the national rate of kinship
carers is under 50 per cent, then there are a lot of

The government’s own discussion paper suggests that
this will go through despite mass opposition from the
community and members of Parliament who represent
the area, as well as the Liberal candidate for
Keysborough, Darrel Taylor, who is doing an
outstanding job. This issue is causing enormous
concern. I understand that there is now a local push to
have this land put into the green wedge, which would
protect this high-quality open space and environmental
asset from destruction — if the residential rezoning is
defeated, that is. This would expand the green wedge.
Labor’s approach to planning for golf courses has been
haphazard at best. The government’s own Planning for
Golf in Victoria Task Force appears to have failed to
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report back with a final recommendation and
framework report, which is described as stage 4 of the
process in the Planning for Golf in Victoria: Fact
Sheet 1 and which was, as I mentioned before, due in
the fourth quarter of 2017.
‘Next steps’ on the government’s own planning website
in relation to golf in Victoria states that:
Feedback on the discussion paper is being collated and will
inform the preparation of the final golf strategy, which will
support golf to be sustainable and grow into the future.

On the government’s engage.vic.gov.au website, this is
shown as being due in 2018.
What I would like to know is whether the Labor
government is deliberately waiting until the last week
of Parliament to release its response to minimise public
scrutiny. Indeed Labor’s platform on the issue of the
urban growth boundary appears to have weakened from
its Plan Melbourne: Refresh — Discussion Paper in
2015, which states on page 4:
The existing urban growth boundary will be locked down …

I note that this government’s Plan Melbourne
2017–2050, at policy 2.1.1, states:
A permanent urban growth boundary will be maintained to
contain Melbourne’s outward growth.

This language is considerably weaker than the
government’s position in 2015, stating that the existing
urban growth boundary will be ‘locked down’. This is a
moving feast, no doubt; however, it does present an
opportunity to expand the green wedge to protect the
Kingswood golf club, and I call on the government to
release the framework to assist in this process.

Responses
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(18:04) — There were 10 adjournment matters this
evening. The last was from Mrs Peulich to the Minister
for Sport, and it was in relation to examples of
recreational land use in her electorate. The matter raised
by Ms Bath was for the Minister for Families and
Children, and it was in relation to Aboriginal child
placement issues and correspondence that has been
entered into. There was also a matter raised by
Ms Fitzherbert for the Minister for Education in relation
to facilities at a school in her electorate.
There was a matter raised by Ms Crozier in relation to
the parental rights of parents of a child who is
transitioning. There was also a matter raised by
Ms Springle for the Minister for Women in relation to
Gender Equity Victoria commitments and those
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commitments being put into practice. Mr Finn raised a
matter for the Minister for Health in relation to
Footscray Hospital. That will be referred to
Minister Hennessy. Ms Dunn raised a matter for the
Minister for Water seeking that the minister cancel
existing extraction licences.
Ms Patten raised a matter for the Special Minister of
State. It was in respect of the electoral roll, seeking that
the Special Minister of State ask the Victorian Electoral
Commission to return to a past practice of enrolment.
Ms Symes raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety in relation to the installation of
40-kilometre-an-hour flashing lights and an analysis
from VicRoads in terms of some safety concerns that
she has as well as information around Transport
Accident Commission community grants. Ms Lovell
raised a matter for the Minister for Health in relation to
updates in respect of radiotherapy services in
Shepparton.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Mr O’Donohue on 9 August, Ms Patten on
23 August and Ms Fitzherbert on 7 September.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, my apologies for the error, I am advised I
should have been referring this matter to the Minister
for Planning. If I could ask Minister Tierney to redirect
that, that would be most appreciated.
Ms TIERNEY — Not a problem.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell)
(18:09) — In regard to Ms Crozier’s question about the
justice officers who are currently seeking WorkCover
leave and have outstanding claims, the President has
decided that he will request that a further written
response be provided to that question. In regard to
Mr O’Donohue’s question without notice to the
Minister for Corrections about police cell numbers, the
President will not seek a further response to that.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.10 p.m.
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CONSUMER POLICY RESEARCH
CENTRE

The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

VicRoads Sunshine office
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 state
government of Victoria’s decision to discontinue licence
testing from the VicRoads Sunshine office.
The petitioners therefore request that the state government of
Victoria reverse its decision to discontinue the licence testing
centre/service of the north west metropolitan VicRoads office,
Ballarat Road, Sunshine, given the adverse impact on
Brimbank residents and businesses and relocate the centre
within Brimbank.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(1727 signatures).

Report 2017–18
For Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment), Mr Jennings, by leave, presented
report.
Laid on table.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Matters relating to misuse of electorate office
staffing entitlements
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State),
pursuant to standing order 23.30, presented
government response.
Laid on table.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGAL AND
SOCIAL ISSUES
Youth justice centres

Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan).

Tower Hill

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children), pursuant to standing order 23.30,
presented government response.
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 that Tower Hill is
Australia’s largest maar volcano and one of the largest on
earth. It was declared a national park in 1892, but after years
of degradation from clearing, overgrazing and quarrying it
was classified as a game reserve in 1961. This classification
remains in spite of years of planting to revegetate the grounds
plus construction of a visitor centre designed by Robyn Boyd
and run by the Worn Gundidj Aboriginal Cooperative.
Visitors to Tower Hill have increased to over 200 000
annually, with over 4000 participating in guided activities run
by Worn Gundidj rangers.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government to upgrade the status of Tower Hill to
a national park in order to receive the funding and support it
deserves, to improve tourism and education of its geology and
provide an opportunity for greater appreciation of its flora and
fauna.

By Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria)
(1702 signatures).
Laid on table.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Infrastructure projects
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture), pursuant
to standing order 23.30, presented government
responses to third and fourth reports.
Laid on table.

Ride-sourcing services
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture), pursuant
to standing order 23.30, presented government
response.
Laid on table.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, late in
the day yesterday there were a number of documents
pursuant to documents orders that were tabled —
perhaps out of the normal sequence, but nonetheless —
and I particularly draw the chamber’s attention to two
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of those. One relates to sky rail and an order for
documents in the early part of 2016, and only some of
those documents were tabled. I seek from the
government an explanation for the delay and why only
some of the documents were tabled. In the other case
the documents relate to the AFL headquarters and a
documents motion in June this year, more than three
months ago, and the government has claimed that
documents are unavailable because it has not had time
to search for them. So what I seek, President, as a point
of order is for the minister to explain to the chamber
why those documents were so delayed. In the case of
the AFL headquarters how absurd is it that the
government claims it has not had time to find the
relevant documents in full?
The PRESIDENT — Essentially the point of order
is out of order in the sense that we do not have a
procedure for explanations on the tabling of documents.
What would normally happen is, if there is some
concern with it, a member would move a motion in
respect of that concern that might be dealt with by the
house. I do not know; does the Leader of the
Government wish to make any explanation or
comment? As I said, it is not a requirement.
Mr Jennings — On the point of order, President, as
a courtesy to the house and as a courtesy to
Mr Davis — right until the very end — in the first
instance I would have been happy, and in fact Mr Davis
might have been happy, if in fact documents that may
have been relevant to that motion in relation to the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line had been sifted and sorted
through and provided to the Parliament before this time.
But in fact, as the Attorney-General has indicated in his
covering correspondence on this matter, there was due
consideration given to the scope and the breadth of
documents that could have been covered and then an
assessment made of what should be released.
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committee reports or whether it be documents motions.
We have actually provided the Parliament today with
an update, as much as we can, on all of those matters,
including where the status of consideration of
documents may be. They may not be to Mr Davis’s
satisfaction, but as a matter of courtesy the government
has provided them to the Parliament.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Accident Compensation Conciliation Service — Report,
2017–18.
Adult, Community and Further Education Board — Report,
2017–18.
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — Report, 2017–18.
Albury Wodonga Health — Report, 2017–18.
Alexandra District Health — Report, 2017–18.
Alfred Health — Report, 2017–18.
AMES Australia — Report, 2017–18.
Asset Confiscation Operations — Report, 2017–18.
Auditor-General’s Office — Report, 2017–18.
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Contract Management Capability in DHHS: Service
Agreements, September 2018 (Ordered to be
published).
State Purchase Contracts, September 2018 (Ordered to
be published).
Austin Health — Report, 2017–18.
Australian Centre for the Moving Image — Report, 2017–18.
Australian Grand Prix Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Ballarat General Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.

The irony of Mr Davis’s question today is his
questioning of the documents that have been tabled. I
am grateful that in fact there have been some
documents tabled. I would have preferred, as Mr Davis
might have preferred, that they be tabled earlier, but I
am grateful that at least we tabled something in relation
to the consideration of what was appropriate to share
with the Parliament after receiving advice on the scope
of those documents.
In relation to the AFL matter, Mr Davis is using part of
the Legislative Council program today on the basis of
government responses to committee reports. The
government has tried not to have any outstanding
pieces of paper as much as it possibly can, whether that
be questions on notice, whether it be responses to

Ballarat Health Services — Report, 2017–18.
Barwon Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Bass Coast Health — Report, 2017–18.
Benalla Health — Report, 2017–18.
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Bendigo Health Care Group — Report, 2017–18.
Casterton Memorial Hospital — Report, 2017–18.
CenITex — Report, 2017–18.
Central Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.
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Financial Management Act 1994 — 2017–18 Financial
Report for the State of Victoria (incorporating Quarterly
Financial Report No. 4) (Ordered to be published).

City West Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Forensic Leave Panel — Report, 2017.
Cohuna District Hospital — Report, 2017–18.
Geelong Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Coliban Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Commission for Children and Young People — Report,
2017–18 (Ordered to be published).
Commissioner for Privacy and Data Protection — Report,
2017–18 (Ordered to be published).
Community Visitors — Report, 2017–18 (Ordered to be
published).
Confiscation Act 1997 — Report 2017–18 pursuant to section
139A by Victoria Police.
Consumer Affairs Victoria — Report, 2017–18 (Ordered to
be published).
Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2017–18.
Coronial Council of Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria —
Report, 2017–18.

Geoffrey Gardiner Dairy Foundation Limited — Report,
2017–18.
Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.
Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2017–18.
Goulburn Broken Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2017–18.
Goulburn Murray Rural Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.
Goulburn Valley Health — Report, 2017–18.
Goulburn Valley Region Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.
Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.

Dairy Food Safety Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Dental Health Services Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Harness Racing Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Djerriwarrh Health Services — Report, 2017–18.
Health Complaints Commissioner — Report, 2017–18.
Docklands Studios Melbourne Pty Ltd — Report, 2017–18.
Health Purchasing Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2017–18.
East Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.

Heathcote Health — Report, 2017–18.
Hesse Rural Health Service — Report, 2017–18.
Infrastructure Victoria — Report, 2017–18.

East Grampians Health Service — Report, 2017–18.
Eastern Health — Report, 2017–18.

Judicial Entitlements Act 2015 — Own Motion
Recommendations Report to the Attorney-General,
August 2018 pursuant to section 33 of the Act.

Echuca Regional Health — Report, 2017–18.
Justice and Regulation Department — Report, 2017–18.
Education and Training Department — Report, 2017–18.
Kardinia Park Stadium Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Emergency Services Superannuation Board — Report,
2017–18.

Kilmore and District Hospital — Report, 2017–18.

Environment, Land, Water and Planning Department —
Report, 2017–18.

Latrobe Valley Mine Rehabilitation Commissioner —
Report, 2017–18.

Essential Services Commission — Report, 2017–18.

Legal Practitioners’ Liability Committee — Report, 2017–18.

Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 — Report
2017–18 pursuant to section 42BI by Victoria Police.

Library Board of Victoria — Report, 2017–18.

Film Victoria — Report, 2016–17 (in lieu of that tabled
21 September 2017).
Film Victoria — Report, 2017–18.

Local Jobs First — Victorian Industry Participation Policy —
Report, 2017–18.
Lower Murray Urban and Rural Water Corporation —
Report, 2017–18.
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Police Registration and Services Board — Report, 2017–18.
Port of Hastings Development Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Maryborough District Health Service — Report, 2017–18.
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — Report, 2017–18.

Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Melbourne Health — Report, 2017–18.

Portland District Health — Report, 2017–18.

Melbourne Port Lessor Pty Ltd — Report, 2017–18.

Premier and Cabinet Department — Report, 2017–18.

Melbourne Recital Centre — Report, 2017–18.

PrimeSafe — Report, 2017–18.

Melbourne Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.

Public Interest Monitor — Report, 2017–18.

Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Returns — June 2018 and Summary of
Variations notified between 10 July 2018 and 14 September
2018 (Ordered to be published).

Public Record Office Victoria — Report, 2017–18.

Mental Health Tribunal — Report, 2017–18.

Queen Victoria Women’s Centre — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2017–18 report.

Public Transport Development Authority (PTV) — Report,
2017–18.

Mercy Hospitals Victoria Ltd — Report, 2017–18.
Racing Integrity Commissioner — Report, 2017–18.
Mildura Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.
Radiation Advisory Committee — Report, 2017–18.
Monash Health — Report, 2017–18.
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — Report, 2017–18.
Museums Board of Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Road Safety Camera Commissioner — Report, 2017–18.
National Parks Act 1975 — Report on the working of the
Act, 2017–18.

Roads Corporation (VicRoads) — Report, 2017–18.

National Parks Advisory Council — Report, 2017–18.

Robinvale District Health Service — Report, 2017–18.

North Central Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2017–18.

Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Limited — Report,
2017–18.

North East Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2017–18.

Rolling Stock (Victoria-VL) Pty Limited — Report, 2017–18.

North East Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Northeast Health Wangaratta — Report, 2017–18.
Northern Health — Report, 2017–18.
Numurkah District Health Service — Report, 2017–18.

Rolling Stock (VL-1) Pty Limited — Report, 2017–18.
Rolling Stock (VL-2) Pty Limited — Report, 2017–18.
Rolling Stock (VL-3) Pty Limited — Report, 2017–18.
Royal Botanic Gardens Board Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital — Report, 2017–18.

Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner — Report,
2017–18.

Royal Women’s Hospital — Report, 2017–18.

Orbost Regional Health — Report, 2017–18.

Seymour Health — Report, 2017–18.

Otway Health — Report, 2017–18.

Shrine of Remembrance Trustees — Report, 2017–18.

Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2016–17 Financial and Performance Outcomes.

South East Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.

Peninsula Health — Report, 2017–18.
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre — Report, 2017–18.
Phillip Island Nature Parks — Report, 2017–18.
Phytogene Pty Ltd — Minister’s report of receipt of 2017–18
report.

South Gippsland Region Water Corporation — Report,
2017–18.
South West Healthcare — Report, 2017–18.
Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2017–18.
St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Limited — Report,
2017–18.
State Electricity Commission of Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
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Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation — Report, 2017–18.

County Court Act 1958 — No. 134.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — No. 122.

Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority — Report,
2017–18.

Forests Act 1958 — Nos. 123 and 124.

Victorian Electoral Commission — Report, 2017–18.

National Parks Act 1975 — Nos. 125 and 126.

Victorian Environmental Water Holder — Report, 2017–18.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 121.

Victorian Funds Management Corporation — Report,
2017–18.

Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 131, 132, 133.
Transport Superannuation Act 1988 — No. 130.

Victorian Government Purchasing Board — Report,
2017–18.

Water Industry Act 1994 — No. 127.

Victorian Inspectorate — Report, 2017–18.

Wildlife Act 1975 — Nos. 128 and 129.

Victorian Institute of Forensic Mental Health — Report,
2017–18.

Stawell Regional Health — Report, 2017–18.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 130 and 137.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Reports 2017–18 pursuant
to section 30L by the —

Victorian Institute of Teaching — Report, 2017–18.
Victorian Legal Services Board and Commissioner —
Report, 2017–18 (Ordered to be published).
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission.

Victorian Pharmacy Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning.

Victorian Planning Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Game Management Authority.

Victorian Ports Corporation — Report, 2017–18.

Swan Hill District Health — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Public Sector Commission — Report, 2017–18.

Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — Report
2017–18 under section 13ZR by Victoria Police.

Victorian Rail Track — Report, 2017–18.

Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report,
2017–18.
Transport Accident Commission — Report, 2017–18.
Treasury and Finance Department — Report, 2017–18.
Treasury Corporation of Victoria — Report, 2017–18.
Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2017–18 report.
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Regional Channels Authority — Report, 2017–18.
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority —
Report, 2017–18.
Victorian Renewable Energy Target — Progress Report,
2017–18.
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation — Report,
2017–18.
Victorian Small Business Commissioner — Report, 2017–18
(Ordered to be published).

Victims of Crime Commissioner — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2017–18 report.

Victoria Grants Commission — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Veterans Council — Report, 2017–18.

Victoria Police — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian WorkCover Authority — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Arts Centre Trust — Report, 2017–18.

Wannon Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority —
Report, 2017–18.

West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority —
Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Broiler Negotiation Committee — Report,
2017–18.

West Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2017–18.

Victorian Catchment Management Council — Report,
2017–18.
Victorian Coastal Council — Report, 2017–18.

Western Health — Report, 2017–18.
Western Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Westernport Region Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
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Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — Report,
2017–18.
Wimmera Health Care Group — Report, 2017–18.
Yarra Valley Water Corporation — Report, 2017–18.
Youth Parole Board — Report, 2017–18.

PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGE
Right of reply: Greg Barber
The PRESIDENT (09:46) — Members, I have had
a request for a right of reply from Mr Greg Barber. I
have assessed that request and decided that it meets the
criteria to allow a right of reply by Mr Barber. Pursuant
to standing order 21.03, I present a right of reply from
Mr Greg Barber relating to comments made by
Mr Simon Ramsay, MLC, during the adjournment
debate on 8 August 2018.
During my consideration of the application for the right
of reply, I gave notice of the submission in writing to
Mr Ramsay and also consulted with him prior to the
right of reply being presented to the Council. Having
considered the application and determined that the right
of reply should be incorporated into the parliamentary
record, I remind the house that the standing orders
require me when considering a submission under the
order to not consider or judge the truth of any
statements made in the Council or the submission.
In accordance with standing orders the right of reply is
hereby ordered to be published and incorporated in
Hansard.
Reply as follows:
I formally request a right of reply and the opportunity to
incorporate the following statement in Hansard.
On adjournment on the 8th August 2018: Mr Simon Ramsay
stated:
Mr Barber has since gone under dubious
circumstances …
This unnecessary and ill-informed statement is likely to
adversely affect my reputation with members of the
Legislative Council and readers of Hansard. Mr Ramsay
appears to have relied upon an Age newspaper article. To
correct Mr Ramsay’s misapprehension, let me state as
follows:
In early 2017 one of my staff members made a complaint
against me and the Parliament of Victoria.
Neither I nor Parliament have ever conceded the basis of the
complaint. Therefore, in the settling of the matter, Parliament
determined to pay to the complainant only their accrued
leave, a standard redundancy package and some legal costs
associated with the negotiating of the settlement.
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I had been considering for some years the appropriate time to
‘pass the baton’ and retire from Parliament. With party
preselections for the 2018 election about to start, it was
necessary for me to make a decision at that time.
I am proud of my record of work on maintaining government
integrity, including: being the first to move a motion for an
anti-corruption commission, moving for and sitting on
numerous inquiries, and serving the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. I have even launched actions via the
courts to defend transparency of government. I’m equally
proud of how this work is being carried on by my Green MP
successors.
I look forward to your response.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth Space Latrobe
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(10:03) — I rise today to update the house on the
significant progress the Andrews Labor government
has made in the development of the $4.3 million Youth
Space Latrobe and how we are actively involving
young people from the valley in its development. The
Youth Space Latrobe project has involved an extensive
co-design process that has actively and strategically
involved all relevant stakeholders and most importantly
the young people of the valley themselves. The process
has sought to empower local young people to take pride
in their community and has helped to develop their
leadership skills.
In July I was pleased to announce that the YMCA will
run the centre in partnership with another nine
organisations. These agencies will work with young
people to help them learn and develop, as well as
providing social enterprise and internship activities to
boost their employment opportunities. The Youth
Space Latrobe consortia, led by the YMCA, consists of
Berry Street, Baw Baw Latrobe Local Learning and
Employment Network, Scouts Victoria, Quantum
Support Services, Latrobe Youth Voices, Victorian
Aboriginal Child Care Agency, the Gathering Place,
AGL Loy Yang and GippSport.
A new youth governance committee is also being
established to help ensure young people are engaged in
the governance of the space and to shape the types of
programs and services to be delivered. Fourteen driven
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and passionate young people will form the first youth
governance committee, helping to set an agenda, drive
change and give voice to priority issues for young
people in Morwell and surrounding communities. They
will be supported by mentors and a part-time Youth
Space staff member when needed, and training will also
be provided in areas like how a committee operates,
budgeting and finance, communication and advocacy,
presentation techniques and social media.
Our government is amplifying the voices of young
people, ensuring their involvement in decisions that
impact on them, which is a key commitment of the
Youth Policy: Building Stronger Youth Engagement in
Victoria, and our government’s investment in youth
affairs has almost doubled since November 2014 to
support this. Our government recognises that young
people are the future of our state and deserve a voice on
matters important to them.
I want to take this opportunity to thank Ms Shing, as the
local member, for her great advocacy for this project
and also for supporting and encouraging the young
people involved in the co-design process and giving
young people in her electorate a real opportunity to be
involved. We know that young people in the valley
deserve every opportunity to be supported, and our
government is backing them.

Governor of Victoria Export Awards
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (10:06) — I rise as the Minister for Trade
and Investment to update the house on the Governor of
Victoria Export Awards (GOVEA). Last Friday I
joined the Governor of Victoria, Her Excellency Linda
Dessau, to announce 14 successful recipients whose
expertise ranges from biotechnology to manufacturing.
Now in its 39th year, GOVEA 2018 attracted entries
from 49 exporters across the state, including many local
businesses from regional Victoria. Victoria’s booming
medtech and pharma sector again took the spotlight,
with Leica Microsystems, a leading Melbourne-based
cancer diagnostic company, named Victorian Exporter
of the Year. Congratulations also to Dr Ewa Douroux,
business service manager at Leica Microsystems, who
received the Victorian Women in International
Business Award. The annual Victorian Export Award
for Innovation Excellence deservingly went to
Somerville-based Sealite Pty Ltd, the world’s largest
privately owned designer and manufacturer of marine
and aviation navigation aids.
The future is indeed bright for Victorian exporters. Our
companies are diverse, innovative and leading the way.
Ensuring that Victorian companies, regardless of size or
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location, can tap into new export markets is a firm
priority for the Andrews Labor government. Our
recently launched trade strategies for China, India,
Latin America and South-East Asia will help us to drive
two-way trade and further promote Victoria’s goods
and services globally.
Congratulations to all our GOVEA winners:
Hussey & Co, OMC International, FanHub Media,
Catapult Group International, DPP Pharmaceuticals,
IDP Education, FitMyCar, Geofabrics Australasia,
Bosch, Business for Development, Envirostream
Australia and Cornerstone Solutions. Victorian
companies have taken out the National Exporter of the
Year award for five years in a row. We wish the 2018
crop very well as they go on to the national awards.
You have done Victoria proud and you have done
yourselves proud. You continue to be great exporters,
you continue to be great employers, and we support you
and salute you.

Aboriginal Children’s Forum
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (10:08) — I rise to update the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is connecting culture
and care for Aboriginal children. Last week I had the
privilege of attending the 11th Aboriginal Children’s
Forum (ACF) in Port Fairy. The Andrews Labor
government is proud to have established the Aboriginal
Children’s Forum so that we can work together to deliver
better outcomes for all Aboriginal children and families.
At the ACF I announced $2 million to establish a new
specialised statewide Aboriginal kinship finding
service. The Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
will work in partnership with the First Nations Legal
Research Services, with support from the Koorie
Heritage Trust, to help identify the kinship networks of
vulnerable Aboriginal children and support their
reconnection with extended family.
I also announced $13.3 million to support the transition
of an extra 304 children in kinship care to Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations (ACCOs). This
additional investment will see half of Aboriginal
children in care be case managed by ACCOs by the end
of the year. A further $3.33 million is being provided to
ACCOs to help build their capacity to take on these
additional cases.
At the ACF I also announced that expressions of
interest are now being sought from our ACCOs to
deliver a preauthorisation phase of the Australian-first
Aboriginal Children in Aboriginal Care program, which
was funded as part of a $13.7 million initiative in this
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year’s budget. This will assist ACCOs to prepare for
full authorisation in the future. The Aboriginal Children
in Aboriginal Care program enables the head of an
Aboriginal organisation to assume full legal
responsibility for an Aboriginal child on a protection
order under section 18 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005.

will soon be announcing the successful recipients of
this year’s funding round. We are also supporting
children in the growing community of the City of
Casey with a new kindergarten that will be built at
Botanic Ridge Primary School. This was part of a
$9 million investment in this year’s budget for
co-located kinders at government school sites.

These initiatives form part of a record $47.3 million in
this year’s budget to support implementation of the
Wungurilwil Gapgapduir: Aboriginal Children and
Families Agreement, a groundbreaking tripartite
partnership between Aboriginal communities,
government and community service organisations. I
also announced that the Labor government is expanding
the maternal and child health development supports for
Aboriginal families, with an extension of its Aboriginal
maternal and child health initiative until June 2019,
supported by a $3.65 million investment in the budget.

Our government has invested $123.6 million into
kindergarten infrastructure in this state over the past
four years, more than triple what those opposite
managed to appropriate. We have funded an additional
8250 three and four-year-old kindergarten places, and
there is more to come. So when the shadow minister
comes in here and defends her federal Liberal mates for
ripping millions out of Victoria’s kindergartens, I can
assure the community that our government will
continue to stand by our early childhood sector with
this unprecedented investment that speaks for itself.

The Andrews Labor government has invested an
unprecedented $858.6 million through this year’s state
budget to continue the transformation of Victoria’s
children and family services system through Roadmap
for Reform and the move from crisis response to
prevention and early intervention. Our government has
increased funding to the child and family services
system by 69 per cent compared to 2014–15. Our
government continues to deliver on the services that
families need, including Aboriginal children and
families, to ensure that they remain in touch with their
cultural identity and are able to be culturally supported.
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Early childhood infrastructure
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (10:10) — I rise to update the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is supporting Victorian
families and children in the City of Casey but also
across Victoria. Recently I was pleased to join my
retiring colleague in the other place, the member for
Cranbourne, Mr Jude Perera, and the Labor candidate
for Cranbourne, Pauline Richards, to officially open the
Livingston Family and Community Centre in
Cranbourne East, and I take this opportunity to
congratulate Mr Perera on his strong advocacy for this
project. Our government contributed $1.6 million to
build this key intergenerational hub for the local
community, bringing together three kindergarten
rooms, two maternal and child health consulting rooms,
spaces for playgroups and other child and family
services, as well as community spaces.
This is one of more than 100 new major grants to date
delivered by our government through the children’s
facilities capital program over the last four years, and I

Women in politics
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:12) — I
am so proud to have led our team of Greens MPs in this
final year of the 58th Parliament. Each one of our team of
eight has come to this job with deep life experience and a
passion for change. We come from all walks of life and
are turning the stereotypes of who politicians are on their
head. We know the difference we bring to this place.
I am perhaps most proud that seven out of eight of our
team are women. That is 87 per cent, the highest female
representation of any group of MPs in this state.
Women change this place; they change it for the better.
Women in our parliaments have been the reason we
have had reform of so many outdated laws about our
bodies and our rights. But we have not only represented
the issues faced by women; we have proved that we can
run a council, a community or a country.
There is a moment that we are part of globally. Our
sisters of past moments of feminism won us the rights
that allow us to occupy these seats here. Our sisters
now across the world are speaking up, tired of the
discrimination, intimidation and exclusion that
confronts so many women. We stand united with them
saying, ‘Time is up’. We are united in our vision for a
world free of discrimination and oppression, a world
where all women are treated equally and respectfully,
and are safe. Our party and my team are committed to
standing with women around Victoria, and we look
forward to more women from all walks of life and from
diverse backgrounds occupying more seats in the
59th Parliament of Victoria.
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Health funding
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:14) — Only the Liberal-Nationals have a plan for
the future of a sustainable, effective and high-quality
healthcare system for the years to come. We have
already announced a number of policies which will
reinforce the need to plan not just for the next term but
for the next couple of decades ahead.
We will have a massive expansion of home and
community-based care so that we can take some of the
pressure off our hospitals while enhancing the treatment
and the care of patients who can safely be treated in
their home or the community. It is incredible that this
state does not even have a health workforce plan, and
we have committed to do one immediately if we have
the opportunity of coming to government. We have a
significant plan for palliative care, a $140 million plan
that genuinely gives people the choice to spend their
last days and weeks at home with their families and
friends. We have also made very significant
commitments around capital builds at Warrnambool
and West Gippsland, with a new West Gippsland
Hospital, as well as public bed funding at Euroa Health
and a rebuild of parts of Yarrawonga Health.
We have also made a very significant commitment for
surgical robots in our hospitals. Currently there are
11 surgical robots in private hospitals but only two at
the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre and the Royal
Melbourne Hospital, both in Parkville, denying
Victorians access to this leading-edge technology and
the difference it can make to their treatment and
recovery.
As I have said, only the Liberals and Nationals have a
long-term plan for the future of health care in this state.

Felicitations
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(10:15) — I rise today for perhaps the last time in this
house with a thankful, if somewhat overwhelmed,
heart. It has been a privilege to serve the constituents of
Western Metropolitan Region and indeed the people of
Victoria these past four years. I have endeavoured to
take on the role of championing our society’s most
vulnerable during my time here — people with
disabilities, people with terminal illness, preborn viable
babies, women trapped in prostitution and victims of
crime. I have also advocated strongly for the protection
of children who are victims of child exploitation
material and premature sexualisation, including through
Safe Schools and similar programs. As my hero,
William Wilberforce, once proclaimed:
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Let it not be said that I was silent when they needed me.

I want to thank all of my supporters, who are too
numerous to mention by name, but I do want to say that
I have appreciated your prayers and your backing more
than you will ever know. Thank you to all the members
of this place. We have not necessarily shared
ideologies, but together we have respected the
democratic process which brought us all here together.
Thanks to the clerks for their guidance, the attendants
for their assistance and parliamentary security, who
have protected me through various security incidents
including serious death threats.
A very special thanks to my staff, who have helped me
through some of the most difficult times personally and
professionally. You have been on the front line with
me, and I appreciate you all enormously.
Finally I wish to thank my son, Terrence. He is an
outstanding young man with a bright future and a very
proud mother. He has been my biggest defender and an
insightful adviser along the way. These past four years
have been a difficult journey, particularly on a personal
level, but I leave this place with no regrets. Thank you.

Felicitations
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:18) —
As this is our last parliamentary sitting, not only for the
year but also for the life of the 58th Parliament, I would
like to take this opportunity to express my deep
appreciation to all the staff of Parliament House for
their generous and professional assistance during the
year. To all my retiring colleagues, I wish you all the
very best for your future endeavours, and I say to you
all, on all sides of both houses, enjoy your lives. Your
contributions will be sorely missed.

Felicitations
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (10:18) — I rise to reflect on the
challenges and achievements of the 58th Parliament. I
have had the privilege of being a member of five
Parliaments, all of which have been uniquely different
from one another. The differing membership, political
balance, government, presidents and party leaderships
have all bestowed a distinct culture and character on
each Parliament.
This Parliament has stood out for its diverse political
mix and in breaking new ground — some positive,
some not so positive — and exploring the boundaries of
our standing orders and our parliamentary conventions.
Some of the most satisfying work for me has been
chairing the select committee inquiries into the port of
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Melbourne lease and the fire services restructure. Both
select committees were able to deliver positive policy
outcomes, and I thank the members of both of those
committees for their support and their participation in
those inquiries.
Members do not work in a vacuum or unsupported, and
I would like to thank my parliamentary colleagues, in
particular: the Leader of the Opposition; the President;
the Clerk, the Deputy Clerk and the other table officers;
the Council and broader parliamentary staff; my
personal staff, Courtney and Sophie; and, above all, all
the people of the South Eastern Metropolitan Region.
The members of this chamber range from those who are
completing their first term to those who have been here
for a quarter of a century. I have always kept in my
mind that no matter how long we are members, at some
stage it will come to an end, and we need to ensure that
we use our opportunity in this place to deliver on our
respective visions for a better Victoria.
As this Parliament closes, our focus turns to who can
best deliver government for Victoria over the next four
years. I share the ambitions of my colleagues to return
for the 59th Parliament as part of a new
Liberal-Nationals government.

Parkhill Primary School
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (10:20) — Last Friday I was pleased to
visit Parkhill Primary School in Ashwood, a wonderful
state school, along with Labor’s exceptional candidate
for the lower house district of Burwood, Will Fowles.
Acting principal Elaine Brady took us on a tour of the
almost-completed new facility, which the Andrews
Labor government funded in the 2016–17 budget to the
tune of $5.3 million.
It was great to tour the two new learning communities
that are now in use, with 11 new classrooms and
associated support facilities, a new gallery space and
refurbished student toilets. Parkhill is a brilliant local
primary school that was, like so many others in the
southern metropolitan area and across Victoria,
neglected under the previous Liberal-Nationals
government.
When the Andrews Labor government gave initial
planning funding to the school in 2015–16, it was the
first state government funding it had received since
2008–09. The story of Parkhill Primary School is,
unfortunately, all too common: a great school with
dedicated teachers trying to deliver a quality education
for our kids in facilities that were in desperate need of
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rebuilding and were neglected, again, under the
previous government.

Southern Metropolitan Region schools
Mr DALIDAKIS — Can I say that it has been an
immense privilege to be a first-term local MP in
Southern Metropolitan Region, visiting so many
schools, existing and brand-new ones, which have been
funded, rebuilt and created from scratch, thanks to the
Andrews Labor government. We have put education
back into the Education State, and each Labor member
in this house can be proud. Thanks to our government,
children right across Victoria will receive a world-class
education — an education that they deserve.
Ordered that statement be considered next day on
motion of Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan).

Need for Feed
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (10:22) — On
Saturday I went to the Need for Feed event at the port
of Sale. Need for Feed is a project of the Lions Club.
They aim to provide as much feed as they can to
farmers in need. It started in 2006, and it has been going
strong ever since, as it is not just drought that can create
the need for feed; it can be flood, fire or other disasters.
The event ended up mostly indoors, with the arrival of
some rain, which may sound ironic, but the rain was not
a drought breaker; it was an isolated event. We still
need more rain. I commend the Need for Feed group
for a job well done, and I urge everyone to support
them if they can.

International Pregnancy and Infant Loss
Remembrance Day
Mr BOURMAN — On another note, I also note we
are getting closer to 15 October and I have not heard
the government make an announcement about
International Pregnancy and Infant Loss Remembrance
Day. I am still waiting.

Walsh Street shootings anniversary
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (10:23) —
Friday, 12 October, will mark the 30th anniversary of
the Walsh Street shootings of constables Steven Tynan
and Damian Eyre, who were murdered in the line of
duty. These two young men grew up in my
electorate — Steven in Bendigo and Damian, who was
a personal friend, in Shepparton.
I am sure all members present will clearly recall where
they were when they heard the news of the ambush and
brutal murder of two young Victorian police officers,
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killed while doing their job. It was a circumstance none
of us had seen before in modern society: two innocent
police members lured to their death by a group of
murderous cowards in an act of pure bastardry.
The 12th October will be a particularly sad day for the
families of constables Tynan and Eyre and the entire
Victoria Police family, particularly the serving
members at the Prahran police station, where Steven
and Damian were stationed when they died. My
thoughts are with them all.
On 29 September each year we commemorate Blue
Ribbon Day, which coincides with National Police
Remembrance Day. It is a chance for the community to
remember the 159 members of our police force who
have died while serving and protecting our community.
In Shepparton we particularly remember Damian Eyre
and First Constable Ray Denman, who was killed in an
incident at Numurkah in 1964. I pay tribute to all of our
Victorian police officers who have lost their lives in the
line of duty. May they never be forgotten for the
ultimate sacrifice they made in the line of duty.
This year Blue Ribbon Day will also coincide with the
AFL Grand Final. Damian was a devoted Richmond
supporter, as are the Eyre family, so I hope the Tiges
will be in the grand final and I hope they win, for
Damian.

Portland Bay School and Portland Lighthouse
Home
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(10:24) — I rise today to draw the house’s attention to
two fantastic projects in Portland. Recently I had the
privilege to officially open Portland Bay School, a
school providing great opportunities for Portland
students aged between five and 18 with special needs.
This school on a brand-new site has been a long time
coming. Parents, staff and the broader Portland
community have worked tirelessly to build an amazing
facility that has transformed Portland Bay from the
worst conditions to educating students for the
21st century, and it is only our Labor government that
has made this happen. The 2016 $7 million funding of
the new school was a fitting outcome for a determined
local effort, and I note especially the work of school
council president Debra Robinson and principal
Stephen Crossley.
The second project, Portland Lighthouse Home Inc.,
was also officially opened on the same day. Portland
Lighthouse provides a home for local people with a
disability that five people will enjoy, a supported
accommodation dream that has taken a long time to be
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realised in the form of a unique modern housing
property. I congratulate Jill and Peter Edwards, whose
drive and inspiration have been instrumental in working
with state and federal governments for funding. Jill has
galvanised the community to contribute to raising over
$1 million through constant fundraising and
philanthropic donations, notably from the estate of
Andrew Jack, plus funding from the national disability
insurance scheme. GenU Ability partnered with
Portland Lighthouse Home for the project. The end
result is outstanding for residents and families alike.
Portland Bay School and the Portland Lighthouse both
reflect the passion of the Portland community for these
projects, and I have been so pleased to assist in
advocating for both projects over many years.

Australia India Business Organisation
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(10:26) — Last Sunday it was my privilege to launch
the Victorian chapter of the Australia India Business
Organisation (AIBO). Can I congratulate the executive
of AIBO on the work that they are doing to bring
forward business ideas and exchange, to foster
friendships and to develop some healthy relationships
between Australian business and Indian business. Their
mission is to bridge the gap between Australia and
India through culture, education, sports, real estate,
property investment, agribusiness and food, the digital
economy and ICT, major infrastructure, materials
science and technology, medical science and
technology, resources and energy, hair and beauty, and
tourism infrastructure.
In particular can I congratulate the national president,
Ravichandran Ragupathy. I congratulate the new
president of AIBO in Victoria, Neelam Rai, who is a
marvellous businesswoman, and she will represent
Victoria well as she is a candidate for the upper house
for Northern Metropolitan Region for the Liberal Party.
We wish Neelam all the best in the upcoming election. I
congratulate Manish Dhingra and Amarjot Arora for
their support for the Australia India Business
Organisation.

Sri Lanka trade delegation
Mr ONDARCHIE — I was pleased to welcome the
coconut product exporters of Sri Lanka to Victoria last
week as they looked to do trade and investment with
Victoria. Can I particularly congratulate the chairman,
Udaya Rupasinghe, and the marketing director,
Sampath Samarawickrama, for their work here in
Victoria. We welcome the Sri Lankans to Melbourne,
as we do each year.
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Crime statistics
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (10:28) — I rise to
welcome the latest statistics from the independent
Crime Statistics Agency (CSA) for Mildura and
Shepparton today. I am pleased to report to the house
that in Mildura crime rates have fallen by 2.4 per cent
in the year to 30 June 2018. Break and enter offences
are down by 6.6 per cent. Theft offences are down by
9.9 per cent. Both of these offence rates are the lowest
in a decade. In relation to Shepparton, the crime rate
fell by 0.9 per cent to 30 June 2018, the lowest crime
rate, I might add, in five years. Assaults were down by
8.2 per cent.
This is because of the funding of the Andrews Labor
government, with the provision of 41 new family
violence police around the state, many of whom are
located in both Mildura and Shepparton. The CSA data
also shows that family violence continues to be one of
the biggest and most significant contributors to violence
against people in our state. So this investment, this
funding, for the 415 additional family violence police is
very much welcomed by people in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region.

Felicitations
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (10:30) — I
would just like to take this time to thank all of the
people here who have made this four years quite a
journey, and in fact overall an incredibly pleasurable
one. It seems like a long time ago that we were standing
here being sworn in, but in actual fact it also seems that
it has gone very fast. I would like to thank the red coats,
the attendants, the clerks, Hansard, the library staff, the
restaurant staff and particularly the committee staff,
because I think the committee work was one of the
most surprising parts of my time here.
I would also like to thank my electorate especially. It
has been such a pleasure to work for the people of
Northern Metropolitan Region. It is an incredibly
diverse community, and I have had the pleasure to meet
so many inspiring organisations and individuals. I have
been privileged to experience so many things, from
citizenship ceremonies to axe throwing in Collingwood,
to the historic buildings of Thomastown and to, very
importantly, the Fitzroy Lions winning the grand final
last weekend.
I wish all of you all the very best in your election
campaigns or in your life after Parliament. I would also
like to note that tomorrow is the International Day of
Peace, and I feel certain that peace will descend on this
place tomorrow.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — I
have a feeling you are beating us all to the punch in our
valedictory speeches, Ms Patten.
Ms PATTEN — Today is Punch Day.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — We
will have lots of plays on words today, I suspect.

Government performance
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (10:31) — I
want to make a point in my members statement today.
This has been one of the most extraordinary
parliaments we have seen. For the first time that I can
recall, members of the executive were dragged into the
red shirt rort fiasco. It is not just a rort. What occurred
here is the theft of public money in 2014. The
government said, ‘We’ve paid the money back’.
Honestly, that is a pathetic response. You do not have
bank robbers who are caught saying, ‘Oh, dear, we’ve
been caught. I’ve paid the money back; that’s all fine’.
No, it is not fine.
What has happened here is a terrible hit on the
standards of the Parliament and the government in this
state. There is the involvement of ministers — the
integrity minister is one of them, the corrections
minister is another, and the police minister, for
goodness sake. Today we understand that in fact there
is an arrangement that is being put in place where she
will not actually be interviewed by the police but will
just answer a survey. Goodness gracious! We are into a
very difficult zone here. What has occurred is the theft
of public money for party-political purposes in 2014
and the deliberate blocking of the investigation of that
body by the Ombudsman under some spurious claim of
exclusive cognisance. The truth is that the Ombudsman
Act 1973 handed over the power to the Ombudsman to
investigate —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Thank you, Mr Davis — time.

Level crossing removals
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:33) —
Seeing that you are in the chair, Acting
President Ramsay, I will disappoint you and say I have
really enjoyed working with you on committees and in
the things we have done together. You are a good man.
Today being the last day of the Parliament, we should
all join in celebrating the Andrews government’s level
crossing removal program. What a fantastic program
that has been. There will have been 27 level crossings
gone in four years. Coming up soon —
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Mr Davis interjected.
Mr LEANE — I know you will be celebrating this,
Mr Davis. The Abbotts Road boom gates have recently
gone; the Buckley Street boom gates have recently
gone; the Patterson River Bridge, part of the level
crossing removal project, will soon be open. This has
been a fantastic program — a very popular program.
Soon there will be parks under the sky rail; I understand
there is a dog park being opened in a few days. What a
fantastic program it has been. I congratulate all the
workers that have been engaged in the program and all
the workers that will be engaged in it into the future.
I think there was a lot of scepticism that we could
remove 20 level crossings in four years. Well, actually,
in a few weeks there will be 27 gone, and we look
forward to removing many, many more. I think some
people standing in the corner with dunce hats on need
to get on board.

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(REGISTRATION OF BUILDING TRADES
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2018
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask Mr Davis to
move his amendments 1 and 2, which are a test for his
amendments 4, 8, 19, 20, 28, 31 and 50.
Mr DAVIS — If I can begin by making a short
statement, I note that the opposition have concerns
about this bill, but we also understand the need for
some significant changes in this area. There is a need
for good-quality building, and we think there are plenty
of issues that remain in terms of this bill.
This particular bill obviously does a number of different
things. It deals with some cladding matters, and I made
lengthy comments about cladding in the second-reading
debate. The opposition is not opposed to those steps
that are in the bill, noting that they are an incomplete
response to the situation with cladding. I made the point
in the second-reading debate that there are genuine
issues about how that is going to go forward. The task
force has been put in place; however, there are issues
about how this will proceed, and we think the
government is far from a complete response, but to the
extent this adds new provisions, we support those
points.
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There are also significant steps with regulation of
swimming pools and spas. We want to put on record, of
course, that we are not opposed to those steps. There
may be some implementation issues that we have
pointed out in the second-reading debate and elsewhere.
I will ask the minister some questions about those
aspects.
We are concerned about the way that the registration
component of building trades and others will apply. We
have made the point that we support registration but
have some concern with some of the licensing
components of the bill. To that extent we will seek to
amend the bill on those matters to keep registration for
a key group but to remove the licensing arrangements.
I also made the point in the second-reading debate —
and I will ask the minister in a moment to perhaps
begin with the structure of the bill — about why the
government structured it in the way it did with so much
of the work to be done in regulation, which we do not
see at this point and, further, the issue about the
regulatory impact assessments that would be required.
In a sense we are seeing the bill come forward blind
because those regulatory impact assessments are not
there. So, Minister, you might want to, in the first
instance, just explain why the bill was structured in this
way and why the government chose not to make clear
in the bill itself how this registration and licensing
would operate.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Mr Davis for his
questions, his contribution, his passion and his vigour.
Also, because I do not know whether, beyond the
committee stage of the process, Deputy President, I will
have the ability to put on record a number of thanks and
farewells, I am going to beg the indulgence of the
house.
I am going to start with Mr Ramsay. He has
unfortunately left the chamber, but I have come to
enjoy his contributions in this place. I have learned
quite a bit from listening to him and watching him. Of
course my relationship with Mr Ramsay predated my
time in this place. When I was the chief executive of the
Victorian Association of Forest Industries, he was the
president of the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF). I
did some work with him and the VFF at that time. I
wish him well on his future post this Parliament, and I
want to put that on record.
I want to beg the indulgence of this place a little bit
more to thank all of the staff that have had the
58th Parliament working successfully, from the clerks
to the attendants — our red coats, as we affectionately
call them — led by Gregory Mills, who has done a
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stand-up job. I thank all of our Hansard staff as well,
who at times have a difficult job in transcribing what is
said across the chamber. I want to thank all of them.
They live downstairs in a burrow of little mazes that is
Parliament House, but nonetheless I want them all to
know that they are greatly respected and appreciated.
Our love and affection go to them, and we thank them
for the work they have done in the 58th Parliament.
With that, let me get back to the legislation at hand. I
thank the house for indulging me on that flight of fancy.
The bill before us, Mr Davis, is relatively clear,
actually. I have carried a number of pieces of legislation
through this place. Usually clause 1, the statement of
purpose, is at times written in language that some
would say is not clear English. Alas, this is not the case
in this particular bill. The purposes at clause 1 very
clearly state and define what it is trying to do, what it is
trying to achieve and why it is trying to do it.
Let us, probably in no particular order, deal with one of
the more pressing public interest issues — one that I
know Mr Davis is equally concerned about, so this is
not a partisan comment whatsoever — the issue of
cladding. The work that has been undertaken by the
cladding committee has ensured that some of that work
has now found its way into the legislation that is before
this place.
Can I also say that it is not just the cladding. There are
changes to swimming pool regulations as well. There is
also the registration of building trades and employee
licensing, which Mr Davis also focused on, and
changes to disciplinary matters as well in relation to
those trades and licensing. For some, the swimming
pool fences will be the most important part of this bill.
We think that one drowning death is one too many, so
anything that can stop that — anything that can ensure
that people and families, friends and loved ones do not
need to go through those tragedies — is important in
and of itself. Let us reflect on the fact that it is now
towards the latter stage of September. The weather is
starting to fine up, the birds are singing, the sun is out a
little bit more and the weather is getting a bit warmer,
and what does that mean? That means that our young
people want to be out swimming more often. They
want to be out in the pools and on the waterways. In
particular with the legislation before us we are
attempting to make sure that regulations are enforced
that enable our young people to survive not just through
summer but well beyond. As I said, one tragic death is
one tragedy too many, and we wish to ensure that we
remove that consequence — the possibility of that
tragedy — from our community.
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As the Minister for Small Business, given that I am
leading a red tape reduction throughout small business
regulatory compliance, I am as conscious as anyone
about regulatory processes being put in place. But on
this particular matter both I and the government make
no apologies about creating a greater burden on adults
to ensure the safety of all of our loved ones.
I could go on. I know that Mr Davis has specifically
asked me about why the decision was made to have
licensing comply with swimming pool regulations and
with of course cladding, and the reason for that of
course is that this bill addresses a number of issues and
we have been able to combine them all to try and be a
little bit more efficient with the Parliament’s time by
bringing everything together. It is not — and I would
not suggest it for a moment — that it is considered an
omnibus bill; it is far from that. These are all related
issues. These are all issues that require and warrant the
attention of this house, so again, to answer Mr Davis
specifically, I do not think there is anything he should
read into it or beyond.
The government is not trying to avoid its obligations —
in fact far from it; we have brought this legislation on
because we want to have these obligations introduced
to this place in part to ensure of course that community
safety is one of paramount importance. Of course I
think that if you have a look at the purposes in clause 1,
that issue of community safety really does underpin this
whole piece of legislation — safety in terms of cladding
and fire risk, safety in terms of swimming pools and of
course safety in terms of compliance with our trades.
So I think that is a very fulsome answer to what was an
important question from Mr Davis and one that I hope
he feels I have honoured with an appropriate response.
Mr DAVIS — I thank the minister for his response
and for his mini valedictory for a number of members
of the chamber, but he has not quite answered the point
that I am making, and that is why the government chose
not to specify in the bill the trades to be registered and
the way that that would operate or explain the decision
to have parallel licensing here. Perhaps he can provide a
list of what the government intends for those trades —
which will be registered and which will be licensed,
how that will operate, how the government arrived at
that and how the regulatory impact statement will be
undertaken.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I again thank Mr Davis. As I
understand it, Mr Davis, a regulatory impact statement
can only be done when there is a head of power to
make the relevant regulations.
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Can I just indulge the chamber again, because Mr Davis
was quite right that I did make a comment on a number
of people leaving this place. Mr Dalla-Riva has just
entered this chamber — can I add him to the list of
people that I will farewell with fondness. He is
somebody I wish to take this opportunity while I have
the call to thank for his friendship. I want to thank you,
Mr Dalla-Riva, for your friendship that you extended
across the chamber without fear of partisanship or
concern that I was somehow one of those reds under the
bed, that I was a Labor member of Parliament. The fact
that I am probably more economically conservative
than 80 per cent of your colleagues, Mr Dalla-Riva,
probably endeared me to you, as did the fact that I ran
my own business before entering Parliament as well. I
will miss you, and I do note that Mr Dalla-Riva is in
fact a former minister of this place. I thank him for his
service. Understanding the time and the commitment
and the responsibilities involved with being a minister,
I appreciate how much that would have weighed on
him when he was one, so I thank him for his service as
well.
Mr Dalla-Riva — Thank you.
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I said at the beginning, the
answer to the question asked by Mr Davis, in case he
missed it, is that a regulatory impact statement of
course can only be done when there is a head of power
to make the relevant regulations.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, but that does not really answer
the question, Minister, about why the government did
not do some assessment of the costs and impacts of the
regulations that are proposed. I am the first to indicate
that there are some benefits, but there are also costs.
Passing the legislation blind, as it were, to the impacts
is a significant step, and I wonder if the minister will
explain those assessments, whether described as a
regulatory impact statement or another equivalent
assessment.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I again thank Mr Davis for his
considered question. Likely areas to be considered,
Mr Davis, include carpentry and framing, plastering
work, waterproofing, bricklaying and footing and
foundation work.
Mr Davis — Did you say carpentry?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes.
Mr Davis — Framing?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Carpentry, framing, plastering
work, waterproofing, bricklaying and footing and
foundation work. Can I also say how splendid our
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Hansard people are looking today with their bow ties. I
see a theme emerging from Hansard today. If I had
known, this being my first term of Parliament, I too
would have partaken and worn a bow tie. I shall learn
from my mistakes.
Ms Patten — Pop out at lunch.
Mr DALIDAKIS — What’s that?
Ms Patten — Pop out at lunch and pick one up.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Ms Patten for offering
to take me out to lunch. Unfortunately I will have to
take a raincheck; my wife is coming in today and I am
having lunch with my wife and some fellow colleagues,
including some other retiring members. But, Ms Patten,
I just want to put on the record that I appreciate your
offer to take me out to lunch. I happily and gladly
accept it for another date that is convenient and will fit
into our mutual calendars.
Back to the bill. Matters and items the regulatory
impact statement will consider include priority areas for
the creation of prescribed building work and criteria for
this; exemptions from prescribed building work, which
may be based upon financial thresholds and/or a class
of building and/or a class of person performing the
work; criteria for provisional registration or licensing;
the rights and duties to be conferred by provisional
registration; means of attaining or demonstrating further
qualifications or experience over time; and,
additionally, whether a plan, including steps required to
transition from provisional registration or licensing to
full registration or licensing, should be required in order
to be granted provisional registration or a provisional
licence and, if so, the contents of such plans.
Additionally, it will include the staging of the
introduction of different classes of restricted work
categories or classes, including consideration of the
load that this will impose on the Victorian Building
Authority (VBA), fees for provisional registration and
employee licensing and of course any transitional issues
that are not included in the bill.
Mr DAVIS — I thank the minister for a more
fulsome answer there. I note that carpentry, framing,
plastering, waterproofing, and bricklaying and
foundations are in but that a regulatory impact
statement (RIS) will look at a number of these other
points, including thresholds, whether there is licensing
for other groups within the arrangements and a number
of other key points. I ask the minister: does he have any
estimate of the number of practitioners in those five
groups — carpentry, framing, plastering,
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waterproofing, bricklaying and foundations — that will
be registered in those areas?

There are a number of different categories, which if
Mr Davis would like me to go into, I am very happy to.

Mr DALIDAKIS — I will give a response to that
question in just a moment. Again, it is a little unusual,
and I am not looking to have an interplay with the
member. My understanding with some of the
amendments that you have proposed, Mr Davis — and
I am just looking for some clarity and understanding
around them — is that your amendments bake
restricted areas into the bill without a RIS. I just wanted
to confirm whether that was indeed the correct
interpretation of your amendments, because of course
that could reflect the discussion that we are having
about what we are doing with the RIS, so I just want to
better understand, if your amendments were to pass,
what that would impose upon us as a government.

Mr Davis — I think it is helpful for the chamber.

Mr DAVIS — We have made it no secret that we
would have preferred that assessment work be done
prior to the passage of the bill. I mean, the government
has been in power for four years now —
Mr Dalidakis — Four great years.
Mr DAVIS — Well, I think it has been four long
and tawdry years. But leaving that aside, the point to be
made is that the government has had plenty of time to
do the assessments or to have them well worked
through. You could have even, dare I say it, employed
some consultancy groups to actually do some of that
work, which would have then been in the public
domain as we move forward with a number of these
assessments. It would have made it easier to indeed
frame amendments, because we would have been in a
position where we could make assessments about the
likely benefits in particular areas of registration and
licensing and the particular disbenefits that might exist.
If you can weigh up those two, you are in a much better
position to make informed judgements. We are not in
that position at the moment, so the government is
bringing forward one set of proposals, and we are
seeking to modify those proposals. That, I think, is a
reasonable point. I guess my first and simplest question
was: how many practitioners are likely to be in each of
those categories that the minister nominated?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I indicated before I posed
my question to Mr Davis, I was going to come to that
but gave him time to respond accordingly. In terms of
numbers, the numbers that we have got are ABS
statistics — maybe that is somewhat of a tautology
actually, ‘Australian Bureau of Statistics statistics’, but
nonetheless we will go with that — indicate that the
following numbers of persons are engaged in the
construction industry in the following occupations.

Mr DALIDAKIS — Let me just give the combined
totals for the sake of our discussion. For bricklayers and
stonemasons we have a total of 4979, a total of
carpenters and joiners of around 25 437 and
approximately 6590 plasterers. I might point out that
many of those 6590 plasterers appear to have been used
on The Block, and I have been watching with my
children as the series unfolds. Alas, it is still 6590.
Those figures from the ABS have been gleaned from
the most recent data we have, which is from the 2016
census review. The data does not cover people that are
working on footing and foundation work or indeed
waterproofing. Those occupations are not separately
identified in the census or within the Australian and
New Zealand standard classification of occupations.
Within the total figure that I gave you I said that there
were a number of subclasses. I will not give the
subclasses unless you specifically want them, but they
include owners of non-employing businesses — that is,
businesses not employing other people other than the
owners, like your mum and dad businesses or single
operators. They also include owners of employing
businesses, which are businesses that employ one or
more people, and then they also include employees that
are employed by businesses themselves.
Mr DAVIS — So what was the total number?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Let me read them out again for
your benefit, Mr Davis. Carpenters and joiners was
25 437, bricklayers and stonemasons was 4979 and
plasterers was 6590.
Mr DAVIS — And the owners and others?
Mr DALIDAKIS — They are all included in those
totals. If you would like me to give the subtotals, I can.
I do have them available.
Mr DAVIS — That would be helpful.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Let me then provide Mr Davis
with those subclassifications. I will do it per
classification, if that makes it easier for you, Mr Davis.
I will start with the owners of non-employing
businesses — the sole traders and mum and dad
businesses. Under bricklayers and stonemasons that
figure is 1479, for carpenters and joiners that figure is
7722 and for plasterers that figure is 2063. Are we right
to move on to the next classification?
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Mr Davis — Yes.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The next classification is
owners of employing businesses that employ one or
more persons. The figure for bricklayers and
stonemasons is 1073, the figure for carpenters and
joiners is 2511 and the figure for plasterers is 1018. If
we move along finally to employees of a business, as
stated in the ABS statistics, as distinct from the first
category that I nominated — the sole traders — the
employee data is: bricklayers and stonemasons, 2370;
carpenters and joiners, 15 058; and plasterers
themselves, 3458. That gives you those total figures
that I was detailing to you earlier, Mr Davis.
Mr DAVIS — I am actually thankful to the minister
for those categories. But that does mean there are a
number of categories that we do not actually know the
numbers for — I think that is what you are telling me.
Mr Dalidakis — That is correct.
Mr DAVIS — So there are some holes in the ABS
data and some holes in data that the building authority
might have. In consequence, I am not sure how many
we are going to register. There must be some estimates
that the government has. If you are proceeding in this
process, you must have some estimates, even if they are
inadequate, if I can put it that way, or necessarily
inadequate.
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I will say is that part of
the point of the RIS, Mr Davis, is to try and look at
some of those numbers more closely. Where there are
some gaps, as you and I have already identified, we
hope to try and fill those gaps. I would not go so far as
to say that the ABS data is incomplete or inaccurate. I
think that the ABS do a very difficult job very well. To
be able to determine people’s employment, obviously
they need to be able to fill that out and that data needs
to be taken. I suggest that it would always be good for
the ABS to get more data — excuse me, more accurate
data — but we work with what we have got. We would
hope to be able to fill that data, but at this point I am not
in a position to give you an idea of what it may be
without actually having data that could support the
contention of what it is.
Mr DAVIS — In a similar vein, just understanding
the preparation for this bill, the VBA I imagine is
tasked with the responsibility of actually implementing
these points. There are a couple of points I would want
to make about that. The first is: we do not have a VBA
annual report. You might want to reflect on that first.
The second is: the VBA has been subject to a number
of criticisms by the auditor and others in the recent
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period. Is the government confident that the VBA is
capable — you know, indeed in a position to undertake
this expanded work, given the deficiencies that have
been pointed to by those groups?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, the government does
have confidence.
Mr DAVIS — I note the VBA annual report was
not in the group of reports tabled today. Again, we are
proceeding without having that background
information.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The government will indeed
comply with the requirements in relation to reporting. I
do note that Mr Davis has taken the opportunity both
yesterday and now in his contribution to comment on
the report or the timeliness of the report’s tabling, but
when I say this is a unique circumstance, it is a unique
circumstance that we come up to an election period
when in fact reports are due to be tabled in a period
very close to that election. We will ensure that the
tabling of that report will, as I said, occur and that will
be conducted under the appropriate requirements. The
government will meet its requirements accordingly. So
yes, I appreciate that Mr Davis may not have a copy of
that report at this point in time, but I am not sure that
that in and of itself restricts our ability to talk about the
legislation before us.
Mr DAVIS — I accept that it is not a stopper on the
discussion, but it certainly would have been helpful to
have had the updated information.
I note one of the purposes of the bill is the regulation of
swimming pools and spas. Does the government have
data that supports the regulations that are being made,
and does the government have estimates about the
positive impacts — I hope — of those regulations?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will seek advice. Can I point
out that the VBA is providing the annual report today?
It is not limited to statutory bodies or agencies that
report to government, but of course the Department of
the Legislative Council is providing us our annual
report just now. The point that I make is that this is not
by stealth, this is not to avoid scrutiny; it is just a matter
of the requirement of the reporting time lines. To come
back to your specific question, can I say that in terms of
the VBA resourcing — I will come to that first —
because you had a specific question about the
resourcing of the VBA —
Mr Davis — And its capacity.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes. We think that the VBA
does have appropriate resourcing to do that, but should
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there be a need for us to look at additional resourcing,
then obviously we will deal with that at that point in
time, but we are confident that the VBA has the ability
to look after this at this point. Now, you wanted an idea
of —
Mr DAVIS — Well, the government is introducing
some legislation with respect to swimming pools and
the tighter management of these and spas. As I pointed
out, this intuitively is sensible. I am interested to know
what work the government has done to determine that
these will have the effect that is intended and what the
scale of that effect is.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Davis, can you just ask
that last one again, sorry?
Mr DAVIS — What I am seeking is any work that
the government has done or any estimates about the
impact of the overall regulation that is proposed here on
swimming pools.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The costs or?
Mr DAVIS — Both, but especially the positive
impact in terms of saving of lives, potentially.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Again, as I indicated to you,
Mr Davis, the government does believe the VBA is in a
position to be resourced accordingly and if there is a
need or a requirement for government to provide
additional resources to them, then we indicate to you
that we are in a position to do so if that is required. In
terms of your asking around costs and regulations for
pools in particular, as I am advised we have an
appreciation for what the cost of an inspection would
be, roughly as it is within the marketplace right now,
but in terms of additional costs or overlays, obviously
the RIS will take care of that in reviewing the impact on
costs accordingly, which is the nature of an RIS, when
it is undertaken. So I think you will find that that will be
more fulsome.
Mr DAVIS — The most important one I am trying
to understand is — I am an old public health person —
Mr Dalidakis — You’re not old. You’re young!
Mr DAVIS — In this sense, this is effectively a
public health measure that you are proposing here with
this set of regulations. So I am actually trying to
understand what the upside is in terms of preventing
injuries, deaths and so forth. Has the government
modelled that aspect?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I said earlier, one death is
one too many. As I indicated earlier to the chamber, I
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am amongst many in this chamber, across political
sides but certainly on my own side, who rail against
over-regulation. On balance, especially within
commerce and trade, this is one area where I do not
apologise for regulation. If that regulation does stop the
death of a child, then of course it has done its job and
the cost to the individuals for that regulation is, I think,
a cost that people are prepared to bear. If they are
prepared to have a pool and there are some additional
costs about that to ensure the safety and wellbeing —
not just, by the way, of their own children but of
children of friends of theirs or cousins or relatives — of
anybody that uses that facility, I think it is a cost that
we as a society and a community are prepared to bear
for that public safety benefit.
In terms of analysis, that will occur more within the
RIS, but you did ask very specifically the question
about deaths, and what I might say to you, Mr Davis, is
that there is some data around coroners. So let me get
that information and come back to you in just one
moment.
Just as I get to that information about the coroner, this
could well be a rolling valedictory speech as members
that are looking to leave enter this chamber. I
acknowledge the contribution of the former Deputy
President of this place, Khalil Eideh, as he enters the
chamber. I thank him for his service to the community.
I thank him for his service to the Parliament as Deputy
President. I think you can be very well proud of your
contribution to public life, and I wish you very well in
your future too.
Mr Eideh — Thank you, Minister.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Coming back to your question,
Mr Davis, I am just trying to get to the exact area of
coroners findings for deaths in relation to this. The
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) did indeed undertake an analysis of Coroners
Court decisions on child drownings in Victorian
swimming pools. That review was quite
comprehensive, Mr Davis. That was undertaken
between January 2000 and April 2017, so obviously
you would appreciate that that is a significant statistical
dataset to have a look at.
I also acknowledge that it is somewhat distasteful to
refer to Coroners Court reviews of drownings as a
dataset, so please forgive me, but in terms of the
review, that was the period of time that the department
looked at. The coroners data showed that of the
25 deaths by drowning, lack of supervision by a parent
or caregiver was a factor in every case.
Non-compliance with whatever barrier standard was
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required at the time of construction was present in 20 of
those cases. A four-sided barrier was already present in
six cases. In four of those six cases the barrier was
non-compliant and in the other two cases the gate had
been propped open. So you can see from that analysis
that a significant proportion of those tragic deaths were
indeed as a result of non-compliance and six were
otherwise attributed.
It follows of course that non-compliance with any
required standard appears to be more important as a
contributing factor to a toddler death than the particular
pool barrier standard that was applied to the pool.
Nonetheless if we can try and ensure that regulations
minimise that so in fact that is not a cause of death at
all, then we can be well proud of the work that we do in
this place and confident that that will be taken care of
accordingly.
Mr DAVIS — I am thankful for that information. In
a sense that confirms my background knowledge on
these matters: that some of this is not only about the
regulations, it is actually about the actioning of those
regulations and the compliance with them. Also it
seems to me you can have a very good pool gate and a
very good pool fence but, as you have outlined, the gate
may be propped open. Is it the government’s intention
to have a public education program or other measures
that are parallel with this, in no way diminishing either
side of the equation, as it were?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Governments of all
persuasions do from time to time take public education
campaigns into account. Can I say though that the issue
of a public education campaign would be one that
would not necessarily be under this minister’s purview,
as the planning minister, but I take the note made by
Mr Davis as a very important one. I will take that as a
comment and also — if he is happy — I will take it as a
question on notice to take to my cabinet colleagues. I
can imagine that the Minister for Youth Affairs and the
Minister for Emergency Services would be interested. I
can imagine that there would be a range of interested
ministers, including the Minister for Health and the
minister responsible for the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, as the lead
minister for the agency. I could imagine that there
would be a great number of ministers — including, by
the way, the Premier — who would be interested in
having a public education campaign to ensure that
parents and guardians are indeed aware of not just their
responsibilities to young people but their
responsibilities also to the community, which is beyond
just their immediate family, to ensure that, for example,
if you have a gate you do not prop it open and that you
have it closed for a reason. I have seen those public
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education campaigns before. I can even recall public
education campaigns when I was a child, and that is
very firmly in the rear-view mirror for my age as well
as yours, Mr Davis. You indicated before ‘your old
health days’, and I suggested that you were not nearly
as old as you suggested. The goodwill, as Dr Ratnam
implied before, is full of spirit. Should this be the last
day of Parliament for this term, let us hope that we go
out on a very civil, very respectful and very embracing
spirit.
Mr DAVIS — I thank the minister for that, and to
sort of in effect summarise that, some work has been
done through the coroner’s office and so forth to look at
a number of these deaths. It does point to a number of
factors — the design matters and also operational
matters and behavioural matters. I am not opposing this
aspect of the bill in any way, but I point to the fact that
the government needs to look at this in a holistic way. I
accept your point that there will be interest across a
government in that.
The other point I would make is in relation to the
provisions around wall cladding products. I wonder if
the minister might outline how the government sees this
bill working with respect to cladding and how he sees it
in the light of national steps, because clearly with this
cladding issue — and I think it is worth perhaps at this
point putting on record some of these points briefly —
there are both local and national aspects to it —
Mr Dalidakis — International.
Mr DAVIS — and international as well, as we have
seen. But there is obviously a challenge in terms of the
certification of products and the inspection of products
at a national level, and then there is a set of issues about
the actual placement of products on appropriate
buildings. That is looking to the future. But this bill is
also in a sense mainly looking at the previous buildings
that have been impacted and a way forward for them.
So I would be interested first in the minister’s response
on what the government intends to do with the forward
issue of cladding and which steps will be taken
nationally at the government’s behest, and then we will
come to the ones at the local level.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member for his
question. Can I say in relation to cladding, this is an
issue that has had international significance with the
very tragic consequences of the serious death toll in
London, which really did lend itself to issues for us
here in Victoria. Of course we have had our own issues,
as Mr Davis is aware, of incorrect material for cladding
being used that has produced its own issues from a fire
and health and safety perspective. So what we need to
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do is look at what is going on here and use that
information to lead national debate.
Mr Davis, of course you referred to this in your own
speech, so these are issues that you have canvassed
quite well, but what we need to do is make sure that
products that will be declared by the minister will refer
to all new construction built after that declaration
comes into effect. Now, there is, as I understand it, a
review that has been undertaken to have a look at
existing buildings where this has been posed as an
issue. I understand that that work is still ongoing. So
there are a range of issues. There are national
implications, of course, but we are, as you appreciate,
Mr Davis, responsible for Victoria’s jurisdiction, and if
we can lead the way nationally through our work and
provide a pathway and guidance — a light, if you
will — to other jurisdictions to follow, then that is
okay. If we can feed that into a national process, of
course we are only too happy to do that too.
You do point out an important point. I am not sure that
this was your intention. There are times, Mr Davis, that
you and I can be quite partisan across the box, but I
think the point that you make is still a good one, and
that would be that should the federal government at
some point in time choose to show national leadership
on this issue, especially in relation to an import ban —
Mr Davis — It is actually through the ministerial
council —
Mr DALIDAKIS — Well, the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG) can agree, but the
federal minister needs to also —
Mr Davis — Building ministers.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, sure. COAG can agree,
but the federal minister can certainly indicate a desire
for that COAG council to come together in that way.
We would like to see that national leadership occur, but
in the absence of that Victoria will continue to provide
that leadership where we can.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr Davis, you
need to move your amendments as well.
Mr DAVIS — Yes, I am using the more general
issues here to question in the first instance, and then we
will come to my amendments. I am not sure, Minister,
just as a point of comment, that that quite captures the
collaborative nature of the responsibilities that the
building ministers at a national level have and the fact
that a number of these national bodies are bodies
created by states and the commonwealth jointly and the
decisions that are made by some of these national
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bodies actually do have some input — for example, to
the building ministers council. I know that our ministers
of various persuasions have certainly put forward points
on these matters, so I think you perhaps undersold the
collaborative nature of it.
If I can make the point about cladding more broadly,
though, and the provisions in this bill, I wonder if you
can outline how this will work. Going forward there is
the ability to make declarations, but as I understand it
the government is at this moment designating certain
buildings as different risk — high, medium and low
risk — in terms of the actual cladding that is in place. I
wonder if you can outline to the chamber the process
that will occur. I ground this in a precise example, if
this is helpful. I was at Bass Coast recently, and there is
a building there that has been designated high risk. I am
not sure of the exact height, but it is eight years old. It is
a modestly high building. It is not a skyscraper, as it
were, but it is a multistorey building. That building has
been designated high risk. What will occur through the
mechanisms in this bill post that declaration? What
course will be open to the owners corporation?
Mr DALIDAKIS — There are a range of questions
in Mr Davis’s contribution. I will take some time to
take Mr Davis through those questions and those
answers. Can I beg the indulgence of Mr Davis? I will
refer somewhat extensively to my notes in order to
provide him with a comprehensive answer. The first
thing of course is that there were 1400 buildings that
were identified as a priority for the task force. In fact let
me start with the end point. Whilst this was not a
question that Mr Davis asked, we of course are looking
to appoint a state building inspector that will have
oversight of these issues that I am about to talk about.
As I understand from my briefing on this issue,
Mr Davis, an executive search has been finalised to find
the candidate for that role, but we are not in a position
obviously to move forward with an appointment.
I come back to the fact that 1400 buildings have been
identified for priority by the task force, and quite
recently, as of 14 August, 1369 priority buildings were
given to the authority. I will take you through those
statistics, Mr Davis, and let me know how you are
going with your shorthand. I will go through them:
609 projects have not commenced, 189 projects are not
finished, 378 are completed, 157 are government
owned, 37 have already been audited and 361 have now
been inspected. Now, of all of those above that I have
just taken you through, 235 have been before an expert
panel, 208 building orders have been proposed and
41 emergency orders have been proposed.
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In terms of the progress of the pilot, and of statewide
and government audits to date, I want you to have
confidence that we are of the view that the pilot
statewide and government audits are indeed on track
and each audit is a priority recommendation of the
interim report. Of those 380 buildings audited, 31 were
judged extreme risk and 106 were considered high risk.
This resulted in the issue of 43 emergency orders and
90 building notices. The primary aim of those orders
and notices was, as you would appreciate, Mr Davis, to
make the buildings safer. Seventeen of the emergency
orders have been completed or are no longer required,
and 10 of those building notices have been completed
or are no longer required. The remaining orders and
notices are being managed by the municipal building
surveyors in each municipality.
The next contribution comes back to one of your very
first questions at the beginning about the VBA’s ability
to resource itself, because the initial phase of the
VBA’s statewide audit of priority buildings has been
completed. So that should help give you some
confidence that they believe that they have got the
initial resourcing availability to do this, and if they do
not, I reiterate the government’s preparedness to
provide additional resourcing to the VBA, should it be
necessary. The VBA, having completed that statewide
audit, has analysed the initial list of building permit
records where cladding could be present and
determined that only approximately 378 buildings from
that list have been constructed. That figure was
significantly lower than initial expectations. The VBA
is reviewing all information available to identify the
highest priority for its next phase of audit activities.
The comprehensive audit of government-owned
buildings is significantly underway. This is a very
serious issue for our community; it is a very serious for
our residents and our occupants — they could be
commercial as much as residential — and
4701 government buildings have been reviewed for
cladding. Some of these buildings were outside the
defined scope of the government buildings audit and
included 1187 Department of Health and Human
Services buildings that were audited in 2017. Of that
figure, Mr Davis, 383 have been assessed as requiring a
full risk assessment and 358 buildings have been
inspected, and expert advisory panels have commenced
and are expected to be finalised very soon. Let me just
at this point seek some additional information from the
box as to where that progress is up to.
In fact those 358 buildings that I just mentioned in my
immediately previous comments have had that
assessment completed, but the authorities are reviewing

5151

the data, so I do not have additional information on that
for you to hand at this point.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you,
Minister.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am still going, Deputy
President. There were a range of questions from
Mr Davis, and I do wish to be thorough with my
responses. I want both Mr Davis and the community to
have confidence about the significant concern that we
have about this issue of public safety. So, Mr Davis, for
your benefit, I want you to know that we have
instructed the authority to increase its proactive
inspections from less than 2 per cent to 10 per cent.
That, as you would appreciate, is a significant increase
in inspections. It is currently recruiting and extending
its working hours, indeed to weekends, to be able to
meet this target, such is the concern that we have over
the public health benefit of ensuring that the materials
are not flammable or the least flammable they can be.
This is something that will take some time to work
through, given the very nature of it.
You also, I think, asked a question in relation to costs.
The authority in managing the program to identify
buildings that do have combustible cladding and then
obviously to risk assess them is using a tool that was
developed by the Victorian Cladding Taskforce. After
risk assessment the municipal building surveyor will
issue a building notice, which for some buildings will
require owners to demonstrate why cladding should not
be removed. Owners and owners corporations, and I
think you specifically asked about owners corporations,
will be responsible for acting on those notices, should
they receive them. That may require building work to
fix the cladding.
How will that be funded? That is a question I think you
asked, especially in relation to owners corporations. A
cladding rectification agreement will be an option,
amongst others, to help owners pay for cladding work,
where owners gain access to a low-cost loan facilitated
by councils. An owners corporation maintenance fund
may be able to cover the cost of rectification without
needing to raise additional funds, and owners can
pursue direct private lending as an alternative.
Now, I appreciate, having contributed to owners
corporations in previous housing, when my wife and I
owned a flat as our first property, that this can place a
burden on residents. I also understand it can place a
burden on property owners, because there is obviously
a distinction between tenants and owners of apartment
accommodation.
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I am not sure that this, like the pool fences that we
talked about, is an area where we can err on the side of
cost limitation, where the potential cost of life is so
great, as demonstrated overseas and locally. So we will
attempt to work with whoever we can to try and reduce
the cost burden wherever possible, but I am not sure I
am in a position to give you comfort about reducing the
cost burden on property owners and, by extension,
people that are renting should those rectification works
required for the property be significant.
Mr DAVIS — I thank you, Minister. That is
actually very helpful. It actually gives a much more
comprehensive picture of the numbers of buildings that
have been assessed with tools, the number of buildings
that have been subject to specific audits and
assessments and the numbers of buildings where there
have been specific orders made by municipal
inspectors. I note the significant role that councils will
play here. Is the minister confident that the municipal
inspectors or municipal surveyors — whoever is
actually undertaking the role of local council — are
sufficiently trained in this matter and sufficiently
resourced? And has the government looked to resource
that aspect of council work and, specifically and more
broadly, council activities, which I think will require a
greater focus from local councils?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Davis, the government is
of the view both that there are enough surveyors to be
able to do the job and that they are indeed skilled to be
able to undertake the work as well.
Mr Davis — And resourced?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes.
Mr DAVIS — I am happy to hear that assurance,
because I put on record that I have spoken to a number
of senior officials in councils who are in planning
departments and other areas of council management
that are concerned about the impact on their capacities,
and the costs. I do not have anything definitive on that,
but I just put that on record as an area of concern.
I thank the minister for his indication about the
government’s intention to appoint a state building
inspector. I understand that that search is underway
now, but there is as yet no appointment. What
qualifications or —
Mr Dalidakis — Are you looking to nominate?
Mr DAVIS — No, I do not have the set of skills and
qualifications that would be —
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Mr Dalidakis — Because I didn’t think you were up
for a valedictory.
Mr DAVIS — No. I certainly do not have those
skills and qualifications, if I can put it that way. I seek
some guidance from the minister as to what
characteristics are being sought there, what exact role
that individual will play and what head of statutory
power they will operate under.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I may have to take that
question on notice, Mr Davis, in order to seek whether
we can provide you with a copy, for example, of the
position description for the role that the executive
search firm would be using. That will probably be more
helpful. So, if I can beg your indulgence, I will seek
that from the minister.
Mr DAVIS — As you and I concluded in that
interchange, if I can put it that way, for those properties
that have been designated as a higher risk, in whatever
category that might be, and those that are subject to
specific orders, there will be an impact, I think, on
property values. My understanding is that titles will
contain details of these orders. Has the government
looked at how that interaction will operate?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Again I thank the member.
Can I say at this point that if there is an impact upon the
valuations of the property, I actually see that as a
positive outcome. Should a body corporate, for
example, choose not to take their responsibilities
seriously and should they then have a devaluation of the
property because there is a significantly greater fire risk
that they have not dealt with, then I think the market is
responding to that issue at hand. That is not something
that I think, from a public policy perspective, the
government should be looking to alleviate — but it
certainly should be able to identify it.
We spoke moments ago about the issue of body
corporates in particular, noting that there could be a
significant impost — a significant regulatory cost —
placed upon owners that contribute to that body
corporate, and that could impact upon the cost for
tenancies and for renters. And so we are very mindful
of that. But beyond what I provided to you earlier, with
the information regarding a cladding rectification
agreement to be able to pay for that cladding work or a
low-cost loan that is facilitated by councils, we have put
in place a number of outcomes that will support body
corporates to try and minimise the cost.
So, yes, there will be the potential for a devaluation of a
property should that property not be dealt with
accordingly or in the interim. But I think you will find
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that if a body corporate can demonstrate that they are
dealing with the issue, it may not have a material
impact upon the property because those rectification
works, that problem identification and that resolution,
are already in hand.
Mr DAVIS — But just perhaps in that context, even
in the case where they actually undertake the works
quickly, they may have to borrow and the body corporate
would then carry debt, which I think will be reflected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — It is an interesting question that
you pose, Mr Davis, and let me spend a small amount of
time on this. The money will be provided for cladding
rectification agreements through the private sector and
through traditional lenders, and then it will be distributed
via the council to borrowers. This is the critical part. The
funds that will be offered will be at lower interest rates,
with borrowers having the ability to pay back the loan
through their council rates over a period of time and a
minimum of 10 years. So, in effect, should somebody
own a property for a small period of time once that
minimum 10-year period or beyond has been entered
into, they are going to only be responsible for paying
back the cost of those rectification works while they are a
ratepayer for that property.
I actually think that is an inherently reasonable and
responsible way of doing it, so if there are multiple
owners of that property, that burden is spread. That
does not mean that you have that burden on you for a
short period of time, much shorter than the period of
time that you own that property. It also means that,
should there be an uplift in prices because that payback
has been completed, then you as a property owner will
see a return on that investment, that capital cost of
ensuring that the cladding has been rectified.
Let us also not move away from the fact that the
rectification works for the cladding are presupposed
because they are there to save people’s lives. Again, I
do not wish to be trite, but the cost of saving
somebody’s life is probably less than the cost we would
bear if a life that was lost was of somebody that was a
loved, near and dear one of ours, a friend or a family
member. Given the situation that has been identified,
whilst I am not the minister responsible can I pay my
deep respects and express my appreciation to
Minister Wynne, his team and his department for what I
believe is the outstanding work that they have
collectively undertaken. I think this is a great example
of where government has responded to a situation —
and I do not wish to be alarmist — of crisis that was not
of our making, was not of the previous government’s
making, unfortunately, and in some respects was not
even really the making of the federal government,
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although they have been responsible for dealing with
the importation of the product.
This has unfortunately arisen as a result of people using
product that they should not have — product that was
not to code, that was not specified appropriately. It is
not that they have necessarily taken shortcuts, but they
have certainly not looked after the construction as they
should have. So this has fallen upon this particular
government in the 58th Parliament to try and resolve. I
must say that whilst I am not the minister responsible,
again, this has been a very good example to me, should
I have the benefit of a ministry in a future government,
of how I should approach an issue that would be similar
to this going forward. Again, I wish to reinforce that I
think Minister Wynne, his department and his private
office have done an outstanding job in working
methodically, in working quickly and in working to try
and provide a response to what is a serious public
health and safety issue.
Mr DAVIS — I thank the minister for his response,
and I think we are getting a much better understanding
of how this will operate. There are a few aspects: we
have got a rectification order or a decision to designate
a property, and then the government in concert with
councils will offer a facility which will provide a longer
term payment option for the owners corporation, in
effect the building owner — and maybe multiple
owners of course in a larger building. So who will take
overall responsibility for that loan facility? Is that the
council itself directly, or does the Victorian Managed
Insurance Authority have some involvement? How
does that operate?
Mr DALIDAKIS — In response to Mr Davis’s
question — it is a very good question — that
responsibility lies with the individual ratepayer. The
owners corporate are a party to the agreement, but they
have no liability and no financial obligation to repay the
loan should that loan be accessed. That is very
important. The owners corporations are many and
varied, but they are not the responsible entity. That is
important. As I indicated earlier, it gets levied on the
municipal rates of the individual ratepayer, and the
owners are responsible. If, for example, an owner
defaults on a payment, then that is dealt with in the
same way as if an owner defaults on their council rates.
So that is specific to that individual or indeed the owner
of the property. It could be a corporation, for example,
but they become the person.
Whilst you have not asked this question, in terms of
body corporates obviously 75 per cent of owners in a
body corporate would have to agree to enter into this
agreement before it could go ahead. That is also

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

important. It has to be shown to be a strong agreement,
universal almost, across the board within a body
corporate to be able to move into that agreement.
Obviously we as the government believe that this
policy and these actions are in the interests of public
safety and it is part of our duty of care to provide these
opportunities to people in these situations: low-cost
loans and a long period for those loans to be paid back
so they are not punitive to somebody, in a short period
of time. You can imagine that given that the loan
sequence is a minimum of 10 years and over a rate
period at a very low interest rate, that is not something
that would be considered to be cumbersome for the
ratepayer themselves.
Mr DAVIS — That is actually helpful. A further
point is once a building is designated or once a building
is given an order, will that be notified to the
valuer-general? Are they informed and thereby able to,
with full knowledge, make the relevant adjustments, for
example, in land tax and other outcomes that flow from
valuations?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I understand it, Mr Davis,
those of us who are property owners have rates notices
where valuations of our properties are reviewed. We
have undertaken to streamline that process so it does
not happen just every two years now; it happens on an
annual basis. Should there be a depreciation of the
asset — the property value, the capital value —
whether it be an apartment or a standalone building, our
view is that that would be reflected within the rates. So
if that valuation is reduced, then obviously the value of
the building in terms of the way that rates are calculated
would be reflected in the rates notice.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Correct. But there would have
to be a genuine reassessment of the value of the
property by the local government authority in order for
that to occur. In relation to public assets, as I am
advised, they are not able to access the cladding
authority because they are publicly owned assets.
Because there is a different response by government
required, I am not sure that the valuer-general would be
involved in that process.
Mr DAVIS — In a sense what I am asking here is:
will the revaluations that inevitably will occur when
there has been a designation or an order be left to what I
could describe as chance or happenstance, or will there
be a direct communication to the valuer-general, who
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has now, as you have alluded to, got complete control
of the valuing process statewide, including the annual
valuation, as you have put it?
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Members, please!
Mr DALIDAKIS — I apologise to the chamber. I
am only a number of metres away from Mr Davis, and I
did not actually hear his question. I ask him to ask it
again.
Mr DAVIS — My point is: in a case where there
has been an order made or a designation that a
particular property has an issue with cladding that will
need to be rectified, is that going to be left to the casual
process of valuation or will there be a direct
communication of those details to the valuer-general so
that that can be directly taken into account at the time
when the new annual valuation process occurs, noting
that the valuer-general now in effect has control of
valuation right across the whole state annually?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Minister, I will ask
you —
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will be brief. I will answer
the question quickly, Deputy President.
In response I can advise the member that in effect the
valuation occurs at the local government level, so they
will be the ones responsible for that change in valuation
should it go down or should it go back up — for
example, should the cladding rectification works be
completed and a new assessment about the valuation of
that property made, that will be done at that level. I do
not anticipate that the valuer-general would be involved
at that level or be required, but, as you indicated, the
valuer-general does have a purview where they can
look at a range of issues accordingly.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Member conduct
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:00) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Minister, have members of the
government been advised that current and former Labor
MPs named in the Ombudsman’s red shirts rorts
investigation will not be interviewed by Victoria
Police’s fraud and extortion squad but instead be given
a questionnaire to answer?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:01) — I definitely have not. I have not spoken to
my colleagues, but I believe the answer is no.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:01) — Minister, many current and former MPs
failed to be interviewed by the Ombudsman during her
investigation, including the Premier, Daniel Andrews,
and police said they conducted simultaneous dawn
raids in order to interview former Labor field organisers
so they could not share information. What assurances
can you give the Victorian public that Labor MPs will
fully participate in any Victoria Police questionnaire or
interview and not collude on their answers?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:02) — Of course it is a very serious matter. The
member is speculating upon media reports about what
the intended police actions may be in relation to a
certain matter that has not been corroborated in any
sense, as I understand it, by the police or by the
government or by current or former members or by any
other member of the Labor Party. In fact if we start
speculating on the basis of what is speculation in the
media, then we are actually on a pretty slippery slope in
relation to what we might be guessing in relation to this
matter.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:04) — Well, the form of the house is to thank
Mrs Peulich for her question, and I am not quite sure
why I would do so when in fact it is a question that is
purely based upon a mischievous way of saying
something about a member in another place, somebody
who actually has a track record of representing their
community over many decades. In fact he is an active
participant in community life, and part of his career has
actually been in the Parliament.
There is nothing that would prevent any member of
Parliament in any jurisdiction from being recognised
for their contribution to community life. In this case, in
terms of representing the Cambodian community or
other communities that may be part of his constituency,
that may be in his electorate or far beyond it in terms of
national and international causes that are associated
with the Cambodian community, the member in the
other place has a great track record of participation in
community life. If someone recognises it, then why
would any of us want to deny him that recognition?
Supplementary question
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:05) — Minister, will you call on the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs to withdraw this award to his
former employer and factional ally, the member for
Clarinda, Mr Hong Lim, or are you prepared to yet
again turn a blind eye to another example of a Labor
rort?

What I can say — and I have said it on any number of
occasions — is there has not been one request to
participate in any investigation or any examination of
these matters that I have refused to participate in. That
is the basis on which I actually willingly say that again.
In relation to others — in relation to what the
investigative method may be — I am not going to
speculate.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:05) — The reason why this is a very strange
question is I could have chosen this day — as part of
felicitations, which I will not be doing — to give
awards for people’s contribution to public life. I could
have given you an award, and today’s award may be for
the stupidest question I am going to be asked today.

Victorian Multicultural Commission awards

Timber industry

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:03) — My question is to the Special Minister of
State. Serving Labor MP Hong Lim, a factional ally
and former employer of the current Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, received an award — a trophy
and a plaque — for his service to multiculturalism at
last week’s 2018 multicultural awards for excellence.
As the minister responsible for integrity regimes, is it
appropriate for a serving Labor MP to receive an award
from his own Labor government and from a Labor
minister who was formerly Mr Hong Lim’s employee
in his electorate office?

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:06) —
My question is for the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, in previous questions from members of the
opposition you have refused to confirm whether a
decision has been made about the future of the native
timber industry and future access to resource. Minister,
if no decision has been made, why has the government
recently required Australian Paper, a key driver of the
Latrobe Valley economy, to sign a confidentiality
agreement in relation to the compensation package
being negotiated as a condition of the planned closure
of the native timber industry?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:07) — I thank Mr O’Donohue for his
brand-spanking-new interest in the native timber
industry. After quite a number of years in this place
representing Eastern Victoria Region I am pretty sure
that this is the first time we have heard boo from
Mr O’Donohue about the native timber industry, so
welcome! Welcome to the conversation the rest of us
have been having for four years —
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supplementary: Minister, while Australian Paper can
trigger certain compensation with the closure of the
native timber industry, most mills have no such
guarantee. An end to the native timber industry will
have a devastating impact on communities in my
electorate, such as Neerim South, where the timber mill
is one of the few large employers in the town. Minister,
what will you do to ensure that the native timber
industry continues and the jobs that rely on it can be
saved?

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Both the minister and I are
waiting. The minister to continue, without assistance.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, President. Members
who have been more interested in this issue than
Mr O’Donohue have sought information and received
information through the various parliamentary
processes about the native timber industry and the
government’s work to balance the competing objectives
of different members of the community in relation to
both concerns to secure employment, including very
significantly at the mill at Maryvale, but also in many
other locations throughout Victoria — substantially in
Eastern Victoria Region, Mr O’Donohue’s own
electorate — and concerns that perhaps in this place are
most frequently represented by Ms Dunn, who would
say she would like the industry shut down completely.
These are challenging issues that the government
continues to work with all stakeholders on.
I know you do not like hearing it, because you get all
upset whenever I remind you, but the arrangements that
you put in place when you were in government —
through you, President, to Mr O’Donohue, who sat
around in the cabinet, was there and was complicit in
the decision to allow Mr Walsh in the Assembly to run
around and tell industry what they wanted to hear, and
the decision to let the member for Warrandyte run
around and tell everybody what they wanted to hear —
left us with a really challenging set of circumstances.
We have made no secret of that at any point.
The government, through VicForests, has discussions
with companies that are in receipt of native timber.
Those arrangements are always of a commercially
confidential nature. They always are. I have provided
that answer to Ms Dunn on lots of occasions, and she
does not like it either. But that is how it is, and that is
how it was when you were in government too.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:10) — I
note the minister did not actually answer the question
about the confidentiality agreement, but I ask by way of

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:10) — I know that some people have a political
imperative here to convince people that the native
timber industry is closing. It is not. The mill that
Mr O’Donohue refers to would be, as they all are,
having ongoing discussions with VicForests about their
timber supply needs.
In relation to the other part of your question — there
were about three or four different questions in that
supplementary —
Mr Jennings — None of them valid.
Ms PULFORD — No, none of them valid and
mostly based on an inaccurate media report. I would
also remind Mr O’Donohue that Australian Paper has a
slightly different set of arrangements because much of
their timber is supplied through a legislated agreement
as well as a complementary timber supply agreement
that is more like the nature of those that the other mills
have. It is the central business for the native timber
industry and a very important part of the ongoing
puzzle.

Foster carers
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:12) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, a number of Victorian families have
contacted me to express their deepest concern as foster
parents that Aboriginal children under their care are
being removed from them and being placed back into
dangerous and sometimes life-threatening situations.
This includes one case where a young Aboriginal child
who requires significant medical attention in
Melbourne is being removed from a foster carer who
has looked after her since the early months of her life.
Foster carers are being told the removal is to meet key
performance indicators and targets that you have set for
Aboriginal children currently in foster care. I ask you,
Minister: why has the Andrews government made the
decision to remove Aboriginal children from decent,
hardworking foster carers to be placed into
life-threatening situations?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:13) — Thank you very much for that
question. Can I firstly say to the member that her
question is just riddled with misinformation. It is really
what I have come to expect of this member over the
past four years — she tries to engage in the culture
wars. The tone has been set by her colleagues in
Canberra, and we are seeing that sad pattern being
repeated here today, because implicit in the question is
that Aboriginal families are unable to care for
Aboriginal children. That is implicit in the question that
you have posed, Ms Crozier.
Can I just explain firstly that in the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005, that has been in place now for
many, many years, including the entire time of the
previous government, there has been a longstanding
Aboriginal placement principle that was put in place in
response to an acknowledgement that Aboriginal
children do better if they are placed with Aboriginal
carers. The department’s approach in implementing the
legislative requirement is to attempt to place children
firstly with Aboriginal carers if that is possible and safe
to do so, and if that is not possible, then there are other
alternatives that are then considered. So the assertion
that the member has made is an incorrect one because
in fact that has been a longstanding legislative practice
that applied also during the time of the previous
government.
I have on many occasions in this house sung the praises
of our foster carers. I have sung their praises because
they do an incredible job of supporting vulnerable
children in our community. This is why as a
government we have put in unprecedented supports for
our carers, including —
Ms Crozier — Point of order.
Ms MIKAKOS — Well, let me finish. You don’t
want an answer.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, thank
you for allowing me to raise my point of order, because
this is a very serious question in relation to a very
serious matter, and I do not think the minister has gone
anywhere near answering the question. I would ask you
to bring her back to the point of my question without
verballing me or anyone else in relation —
Ms Shing — Stop interjecting on it, then.
Ms Crozier — Well, Ms Shing, you have plenty of
interjections. But I ask you, President, to bring the
minister back to answering the question.
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Mr Gepp — On the point of order, President, I said
to my colleagues just after the member asked her
question, ‘Let’s just watch the clock before the member
and others around her start interjecting’, and it took
them all of 6 seconds. There has been a constant
barrage of interjections since the minister got to her feet
to answer the question. She has been attempting to
answer the question for 2½ minutes now, and she has
been subjected to it. I would say that the more noise
you make the more likely it is that you are going to
wake Ms Lovell up in the corner, so you ought to pay
attention to that.
Ms Lovell interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is
unparliamentary. Please withdraw, Ms Lovell.
Ms Lovell — I withdraw.
The PRESIDENT — It is an interesting question
and it is an important question, and the minister has
conceded the importance of it, as indeed have the
Leader of the Opposition and the member asking the
question, in all cases suggesting the seriousness of the
issues that this question goes to. But the construct of the
question is such that I think that the minister actually
does have a fair ambit in responding to it. There is a
matter of conjecture in the question about whether or
not this child that has been referred to is actually going
to an unsafe place. I am not in a position to judge that,
and the minister is in a position to actually argue about
the processes and so forth that support a view that the
child is going to be looked after and is not necessarily
going to an unsafe place. As for the change, despite
having been looked after for some time by foster
parents who have obviously got a bond with the child,
there are still issues at play. The minister has referred to
some of the legislative processes and the conventions in
place, and I think that is fair in terms of answering this
question.
Ms MIKAKOS — President, I appreciate your
comments, because the member in her question has
made an assertion that somehow my department —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, just be
careful, because what did concern me about your
answer was that it started off debating. Again, I think
that this is an important matter, and I do not want to see
a situation where we reflect on the person who has
posed the question and what their motives may or may
not be. I think that this matter is sufficient in its own
importance to just focus on that in the answer.
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Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. The
member’s question and the assertion posed in the
preamble to the question are an absolute slur on the
hardworking child protection staff in my department,
because she has asserted that departmental staff —
child protection practitioners — who are highly trained
professional workers, would choose to knowingly put a
child in harm and put a child into a dangerous situation.
I think that is a real slur on a them.
We as a government have great pride that we have
recruited more child protection workers — 610 new
child protection workers — a 46 per cent increase in the
child protection workforce. Also we are supporting our
carers. We are also supporting Aboriginal communities.
We are proud of a 69 per cent increase in funding in our
child and family services system over the last four
years. We are making the reforms that are necessary to
support children, and of course the legislation and the
work of the department are always to put the best
interests of a child first. To come in here and to make
this scurrilous assertion, of course on the basis of
anonymous information, really is a sign to the
community sector and to Aboriginal organisations in
this state about what your approach would be as a
minister, and I think it is very concerning that you
would seek to play politics with such a serious issue.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:21) —
Minister, I note your response, but I ask: given these
growing numbers of foster carers have no confidence in
getting their issues addressed by either you or the
department, can you advise where these foster carers
can turn to in the last days of this government to get the
urgent assistance they deserve and require?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:21) — What I can say to the member is
that they are going to get no assistance from you,
because we have seen the Liberals’ track record of
cutting 600 staff from the then Department of Human
Services. You have announced a commission of audit,
and you are failing to make any commitment around
the family violence royal commission
recommendations. We know that all that you will do is
repeat Ms Wooldridge’s track record of cutting, cutting,
cutting. That is all you will do. By contrast, we are
putting supports in for foster carers. We gave them the
first increase in care allowances in a decade —
something that Ms Wooldridge failed to do — we
provided them with training supports for the first time
ever and we introduced targeted care packages that
support foster carers as well.
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Ms Wooldridge — No, we introduced targeted care
packages.
Ms MIKAKOS — Actually, you did not,
Ms Wooldridge. You have got selective amnesia. Six
hundred and forty kids have benefited from not going
into residential care and being placed in either foster
care or another home-based care placement as a result
of our investment and our reforms. We are doing
everything possible to support vulnerable children in
our state — something you failed to do.

Corrections system
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:23) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, the Andrews Labor government has had a
disgraceful, shocking record over its long four years in
managing — or more precisely, mismanaging — the
corrections system. Some of the most notable failures
and incidents have included the worst prison riot in
Victoria’s history, the protest by prisoners over access
to Foxtel, the prisoner who managed to climb a light
pole and stay up there for 9 hours, the discovery of
28 cannabis plants in the Fulham prison vegetable
garden, shocking increases in assaults and attacks on
hardworking prison officers, raunchy photos of a
female prison officer found in the cell of a senior
Victorian bikie, sex offenders caught making child
porn, record numbers of prisoners not being presented
to court, overflowing police cells, the loss of control of
GPS monitoring of serious sex offenders and IBAC
investigations due to alleged improper conduct at
prisons. Minister, of this list, which is your greatest
failure?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:25) —
Unlike Mr O’Donohue, I am not going to rehash a
contribution that he made in this place less than
24 hours ago. The fact of the matter is that
Mr O’Donohue could not —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you! Mr Leane, thank
you! The minister, without assistance.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, President. The fact of
the matter is that the reoffending rate for both prisoners
and offenders in the community is lower now than what
it was under the coalition. The fact of the matter is the
prisoner recidivism rate —
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
note the minister referred to the reoffending rate. That
is not one of the failures I mentioned, because there just
was not enough time to list all of the failures, so I
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would ask you to direct the member to answer the
question asked.
The PRESIDENT — One of the really interesting
things about this question is that the preamble was so
long and went on to so many matters that in fact the
minister is entitled to talk about everything except the
forthcoming grand final.
Ms TIERNEY — Thank you, President. Exactly. I
have said that the reoffending rate is lower now than it
was under the coalition.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (12:26) — Order! Mr Gepp,
15 minutes.
Mr Gepp withdrew from chamber.
Ms TIERNEY — The prisoner recidivism rate was
44.1 per cent under the previous government; it is lower
now. The coalition’s four years in government saw the
recidivism rate rocket to the highest level that this state
has ever seen. The fact of the matter is that the prison
assault rate was lower in 2017 than what it was in 2013,
Mr O’Donohue. The prison offence rate was lower in
2017 than it was in 2013 as well. Prison occupancy
rate — the utilisation rate — blew out to 96.8 per cent.
The system at the moment is currently operating at
90 per cent, within Corrections Victoria guidelines.
There is a better staff-prisoner ratio in this corrections
system — much, much better — than what it was under
the previous government. It was 1.8 under the previous
government, and now it is 1.4. The fact of the matter is
that in terms of those in police cells, that hit the highest
point at 372 under the previous government. That is a
historic high that has not been repeated during this
government at all. The fact of the matter is that the
system is in a much better position than it was under
your term of government and indeed when you were
the minister, Mr O’Donohue. The results of
system-wide random drug tests are also better than
what they were under the coalition.
There are a number of things that I can talk about in
terms of the corrections system, including our planned
expansion of prison beds. We know that there have
been 70 additional beds added to the Metropolitan
Remand Centre in the last few weeks.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (12:28) — Mr Ondarchie, go and
see how Mr Gepp is getting on — 15 minutes.
Mr Ondarchie withdrew from chamber.
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Ms TIERNEY — There are a further 70 beds that
are coming online at Dame Phyllis Frost next month.
There are a number of additional beds, 102, that will be
coming online at Fulham. We have also announced and
funded a 700-bed maximum-security prison near Lara.
So we are planning additional beds in the system, and
this is what good governments do. Good governments
plan for the future, particularly when they see that there
is an increase in population. Good governments do that
in terms of building schools. Good governments do that
in terms of building hospitals. This is a government that
is always looking at ways in which it can provide
proper service delivery.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:30) —
President, I note you mentioned the football grand final.
Victorians were shocked that a convicted killer was
allowed out to play football and train twice a week and
play football every weekend under this minister. I also
note the minister referred to the recidivism rate, which
the corrections commissioner confirmed to Neil
Mitchell last week is going up. Minister, with the list of
failures I mentioned, there is a much greater list I could
go on to, such as the rising number of high-risk
offenders on community correction orders and the
149 per cent increase in violence in our correction
centres according to the Crime Statistics Agency. I ask:
do you consider that all of your failures, all of your
mismanagement, all of your decisions, all of your
bungles and all of the major stuff-ups have contributed
to the law and order crisis that Victoria now faces after
four very, very long years of the Andrews Labor
government?
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:31) —
Indeed it was more like an adjournment contribution,
Ms Shing. I thank the member for his question. This is
the ongoing narrative that the member has tried to push
every time he has walked into the chamber, day in, day
out, which absolutely is not backed up with evidence
and is not based in fact. In terms of the latest crime
stats —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you!
Ms TIERNEY — The latest crime stats for prisons
show an improvement across the prison system for
reported crime, despite the ongoing increased prison
population. The house should note these statistics do
not take into account prison population growth. As we
know, it has been climbing. Nevertheless, 10 of the
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14 prisons saw a reduction in the total reported crime.
Across the prison system crime statistics reports show
when compared with last year there was nearly a 43 per
cent decrease in public order and security offences, a
10 per cent decrease in drug offences and a 4.3 per cent
decrease in crimes against the person.

Native forest logging
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:32) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State. I am
advised that Bunnings and Officeworks have met with
you and at that meeting indicated their desire to stop
taking supply of native forest immediately, noting that
30 per cent of the native forest process at the Premier’s
Heyfield mill is supplied to Bunnings. I am further
advised that you have rejected that suggestion, using
the non-release of the VicForests Forest Stewardship
Council (FSC) audit report as an excuse for not
proceeding immediately, also noting that they have
been sitting on that for eight months. Minister, why are
you forcing Bunnings and Officeworks to continue
receiving native forest supply until 2020 against their
desire?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:33) — All good stories and all good conspiracies
have a kernel of truth in them. The only kernel of truth
in your question to me is that, yes, I have met with
Bunnings. I have met with Bunnings on a number of
occasions, and we actually talked about the availability
of resources from Victorian forests to Bunnings.
Beyond that, which I can confirm, and beyond them
expressing their own choice as a distributor and as a
retailer to actually have a requirement for FSC
certification of timber products and making it clear that
they have a company policy that requires them to
comply with that by 2020, that is the only matter of
your question which is accurate and appropriate in
terms of my engagement with the company to confirm
from your question.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:34) — Thank
you, Minister, for your answer. Minister, do you want
your legacy to the Victorian people to be the extinction
of our state’s faunal emblem, the critically endangered
Leadbeater’s possum?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you! Are we all done?
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — Apparently not,
Mr Dalidakis. Whilst I obviously understand the
relevance of habitat for the Leadbeater’s possum and its
endangered status, I am concerned that the
supplementary question takes a fair leap from where the
substantive question was. I will give the minister the
opportunity to address the question if he wishes to do
so.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:35) — President, I walked into the Parliament this
morning with some flowers, and I was doorstopped and
I was asked about my political mortality. I indicated at
that time that they were not indicative of my political
death, and in fact they are also not indicative of the
death of the Leadbeater’s possum. On both of those
occasions you should not give up hope in either
endeavour, and in fact I have not.

Gambling regulation
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:35) —
My question is to the minister representing the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation.
Yesterday we saw a protest outside this place
representing the numerous councils sick and tired of the
harm that poker machines are doing to their
communities. The protest highlighted the $3.2 billion
Victorians lose on the pokies each year, losses that lead
to devastation for families and suicides and violence.
That is $3.2 billion that is not going into local
economies and productive activities that add value to
our communities, but instead it is billions lost to
community destruction and corporate profits. Why does
the government continue to deny the harm of pokies by
refusing to introduce harm minimisation measures such
as $1 bets?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:36) — I thank Dr Ratnam for her
question. I indicate again, as I have done on a number
of other questions from Dr Ratnam, that I do not accept
the preamble. In fact the government has looked at a
number of harm minimisation policies that it has looked
to implement, but we also believe in free will. Free will
provides for people to —
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — You can, Ms Pennicuik, get
upset with this answer, but the fact remains that people
have free will to undertake a range of activities in the
community. They can speed, and if they get caught they
get fined. If they drink too much and they drive, they
can get put in prison. If they need assistance because
they have an addiction, they can get help. This is the
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point that needs to be made. If people suffer an
addiction, then they need to get assistance. There is no
doubt that no-one on this side and I do not think that
anyone in this chamber, regardless of what political
party we come from, would seek to deny assistance to
somebody who needs that help, whether it be as a result
of alcoholism, drug dependency or gambling addiction.
Regardless of what it is, if they have an addiction, they
need assistance.
Now, in relation to gambling, there are many people
that can gamble without concerns in relation to their
personal or their family’s or their friends’ safety and
security. So what we need to do is get the balance right
as a government. We believe that we can always do
more to assist people in harm minimisation, to assist
people to try to get the assistance that they need to
ensure that the addiction they face is one that can be
treated, but as a government we cannot be held
responsible if people do not seek to get assistance for
their addiction. We cannot; we physically cannot be
responsible for saying to somebody, ‘You need help’.
We just cannot do it; that is just a statement of fact.
That does not mean to say we cannot be there to
provide them help.
Ms Springle interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — If you choose to belittle the
answer, then you are not listening to the response. The
fact remains that this is a very serious issue for the
community, and what you are seeking to do is to
suggest that anybody who gambles has a problem.
What you are seeking to do is to imply that for anybody
who chooses to participate in legally provided
gambling — whether it be, as in this particular instance,
pokies, whether it be at the track or whether it be sports
betting — somehow we should restrict the ability for
those people to undertake a normal course of social
activity which they choose. This is a difference of
approach. I will take the substantive part of your
question on notice and ask the minister in the other
place to respond in two days, as per our standing orders,
and I look forward to providing you that response.
Supplementary question
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:40) —
Thank you, Minister, for that preliminary response, and
I await the more substantive response. I would argue
once again that not accepting the premise of my
question, as you have outlined, is the reason I have to
keep asking the question in this place. I am very
concerned about the amount of victim blaming that is
brought up every time we talk about harm prevention,
which is what my question is about.
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My supplementary question is: will the government
concede that with its 20-year pokie licences and
unwillingness to introduce harm minimisation
measures — this is about harm prevention — it has
locked in two decades of Victorians losing over
$3 billion a year on pokies, which is over $60 billion
over that 20-year period, and locked in two decades of
increasing harm to the community, or is it too addicted
to the revenue to act in the interests of the Victorian
community?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:40) — President, I hope you listened to
that, because I think there were three questions, not just
one. Irrespective of that, the answer is no, the
government will not accept the statement that you tried
to pretend is fact, the statement that you asserted was
accurate, the statement that you provided that was
somehow demeaning to people in our community that
can gamble without concern. This is not victim
blaming. This is about providing resources to people
that need them and for people that do not need them,
allowing them the ability to participate in a way that
they are comfortable with. That is what this is about.
Now, do we have the level of resource availability for
people that need it? That is a different question, and I
would be happy to accept that question if it was asked,
but as per usual the member is more interested in
ideology than trying to get to outcomes.

Great Ocean Road tourism
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:41) — My
question is to Minister Pulford, representing the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The Twelve
Apostles is one of Victoria’s major tourist attractions
with over 2000 visitors per annum, with a growing
number of overseas visitors actually now being
self-driven. Many of those drivers expect the trip to be
an easy day-return trip from Melbourne and back, but it
is not, and by mid-afternoon many of these visitors are
desperate to return to Melbourne as quickly as possible,
so they turn to Google Maps for the shortest and
quickest way back. It is then the danger starts, with
them being directed up winding roads that have trees
overhanging and often for the first time on dirt tracks.
This week we had another fatality on such a road, and I
therefore ask the minister: will you erect signs on these
roads indicating that they are for local use only and not
for tourist traffic?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(12:42) — I thank Mr Purcell for his question and his
long-time interest in questions around road safety and
the very large international tourist numbers that the
Great Ocean Road and in particular the Twelve
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Apostles attract. So I will take his question on notice for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, but I cannot
help but offer some advice to these travellers as the
Minister for Regional Development and partnered with
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events in seeking
to advance the Shipwreck Coast master plan’s next
stage and suggest that we would very much like them to
stay the night, because it is a long trip and there are
wonderful things to be done and enjoyed in the region
while there. Really a very big part of our strategy
around regional tourism and international visitor
numbers is to encourage greater dispersal and more
overnight stays. That aside, I will take Mr Purcell’s
question and seek a formal response from the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety.

Country Fire Authority
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:43) — My
question today is for the Premier, represented in this
house by the Leader of the Government. Following the
Victorian community’s and this house’s rejection of the
politically motivated fire services legislation, can you
provide this house with an assurance that the
government has abandoned its attempt to gut the
Country Fire Authority (CFA)?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:44) — The disappointing thing about the question
that Mr Young has asked is that it takes us back to one
of the darkest days of the year, of the term in office and
of the behaviour of this chamber. At no stage was the
government intending to gut the CFA. At no stage did
the government desert its obligation to support
firefighters, whether they be career firefighters or
volunteer firefighters. We have consistently stood with
them, supported them, provided resources to them —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT (12:45) — Order! Mr Morris,
15 minutes. Thank you.
Mr Morris withdrew from chamber.
Mr JENNINGS — We stand proudly by our record
of the tangible support, the real support, the resource
support — the training, the backup, the equipment, the
investment — in our fire services rather than the
fly-by-night, flippant, rhetorical, disingenuous approach
of the opposition.
Anybody who comes into this chamber and pretends
that they have provided support to our firefighting
services, they are a disgrace in terms of their own
acumen and their own commitment to public life.
Match it by financial resources, match it by tangible
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redevelopment in training, in backup, in volunteer
support effort. Back it by putting stations out there,
back it by putting fire engines out there — back it in
real ways. That is what this government has done and
will continue to do.
At no stage were we interested in gutting the CFA.
Indeed we recognised the pressures that our fire
services were under and the way in which they could be
reorganised to make sure that the firefighting effort in
our community met the needs of community safety and
that we actually dedicated sufficient resources to
making sure that regardless of where you live in this
state there was sufficient support and equipment and
training to provide safety for our community. That was
the overriding imperative of the government’s agenda.
The other aspect of the government’s agenda was at the
same time to introduce presumptive rights —
something that in fact the opposition had denied them.
You denied them presumptive rights. You denied them.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — You denied them. You denied
them presumptive rights. You did it when you were in
government; you did it by your actions on Good Friday.
You prevented that from occurring. Not only were you
not interested in effective firefighting services across
Victoria, not only were you not committed to
supporting our communities who deserve a fair dinkum
fire service — a fire service that responds to their needs
in a timely way to make sure that our communities are
safe — not only did you deny that but you denied
firefighters presumptive rights. You were dishonest in
your treatment of that matter. You were dishonest when
you were in government; you are dishonest when you
are in opposition. You have tried desperately to create
fear and loathing in this community.
We will not accept the premise and the proposition that
you have put to us. We stand by what we committed to
do to support firefighters, to make our community safe
and to treat firefighters with the respect they deserve.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (12:48) — I thank
the minister for his answer, but the reality is that there
was an opportunity to put presumptive rights through
this Parliament. There was an amendment ready to go,
and you would not support it and the Greens would not
support it. It could have been done by now. It was
disingenuous to put that in with the fire services split.
But minister, I ask: given the constant undermining —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister!
Honourable members interjecting.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers

The PRESIDENT — Thank you. The only thing that
saved some of the opposition members from getting
thrown out for 15 minutes was that the minister was so
vociferous and he was provoking them. There was a
question that was put to him and he gave an answer, but I
think the answer was certainly pretty forceful and it did
provoke a lot of interjection. Let us calm down. I have
heard Mr Young’s preamble, which has obviously
caused some consternation to some members, but can we
have the supplementary question, please.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:52) — There are 76 written responses to questions
on notice: 10 191, 10 921–2, 10 924, 11 231, 11 475,
11 478–9, 11 481, 11 485, 11 489, 11 492, 11 497,
11 501, 11 503, 11 508, 11 512, 11 515, 11 520,
11 523–4, 11 526, 11 530, 11 534, 11 537, 11 542,
11 545–6, 11 548, 11 552, 11 556, 11 559, 11 564,
11 567–8, 11 570, 11 574, 11 578, 11 581, 12 294–310,
12 525, 12 614, 12 701–2, 12 704, 12 723–6, 12 731–2,
12 735–9, 12 743–5 and 12 857.

Mr YOUNG — Minister, given the constant
undermining of the CFA by this government, how can
CFA employees and volunteers be confident that they
have a secure future protecting Victoria in their current
roles?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:50) — Through interjection during my last answer I
was invited to look into the eyes of a firefighter and
convince them. I tell them and I tell any members of
this community that this government has nothing to be
ashamed of in relation to fire services reform. In fact
this is a government that puts its money where its
mouth is in relation to the effort. It actually knows how
to resource firefighting services. It is committed to
doing that. It is committed to looking firefighters in the
eye and saying, ‘We were determined to give you
presumptive rights’ — and you, mate, you denied them
that opportunity. You did, and so did everybody sitting
over here, in particular those two spectacular examples
of parliamentary behaviour — the people who walked
in on Good Friday to knock over that important reform.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:52) — In respect of today’s
questions, I seek written responses to Dr Ratnam’s
question to Mr Dalidakis, the substantive and
supplementary questions, in two days; and Mr Purcell’s
question to Ms Pulford, the substantive question, two
days.
Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, President,
could I just seek some clarification from you about your
expectations of ministers in relation to fulfilling any
reinstatement of questions, given that the Parliament
may well sit tomorrow but is likely to conclude very
shortly, and whether the expectation would be that
those questions are tabled out of session and provided,
given that we may not have the sitting days for them to
be provided as usual.
The PRESIDENT — Is this questions without
notice?

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Wooldridge — Yes, reinstated ones.
Mr JENNINGS — No, you gave them comfort,
you gave them a wink, you smiled at them, you were
happy about it — and if that sits comfortably with your
conscience, good on you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I reckon this is about
as bad as it has been for four years. It does not reflect
well on the chamber. The minister to complete.
Mr JENNINGS — I have completed.

The PRESIDENT — I do not really have an
opportunity to vary from standing orders, so therefore
the two-day situation really applies in those
circumstances. I do note that the Leader of the
Government indicated earlier today that the government
was trying to clear all paperwork as much as possible
and to close off matters that were before the house. So
my request to the Leader of the Government is that if it
is possible to follow up some of those reinstated
questions and get them back to members before the
Parliament ends, that would be a genuine courtesy to
the house. But as I said, under the standing orders I do
not have an opportunity to have them come in at any
earlier period.
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The PRESIDENT — You have asked for
consideration. It has got to be a question.

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:54) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning. I
have on a number of occasions asked the minister and his
colleague the Minister for Roads and Road Safety about
the Bulla bypass. These two ministers have shown the
sorts of handballing skills on this issue that we might
expect to see at the MCG tomorrow night. Meanwhile,
the people of Sunbury await the Andrews government to
stop its dithering and indecision of the past four years on
this matter. I ask the minister how far his investigation
into the Bulla bypass has progressed, and when can we
expect his final decision to be delivered?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:55) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. In 2015 VicRoads reviewed its 2005 noise
policy. Thousands of people participated in this review,
yet three years later no findings have been made public.
We are now expecting an environment effects
statement (EES) on the north-east link to be released
soon. Minister, can you confirm if the EES will use
noise standards which are 13 years old and do not take
proper account of the health impacts of noise?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:55) — My constituency question is for the attention
of the Minister for Planning. It has been brought to my
attention that on 10 September 2014 at 3.00 a.m.
Mr Pakula, currently the member for Keysborough in
the other place and then shadow Attorney-General,
tweeted in relation to the process which was applied to
the application to rezone and develop the Kingswood
golf course, and I quote:
ISPT has bought Kingswood golf club in Dingley without
residential zoning approval. Silly or in the know
@Kingstoncc?

I also note the matter has now been referred to the
Royal Commission into Misconduct in the Banking,
Superannuation and Financial Services Industry, as the
land is now owned by AustralianSuper. My question is
for the Minister for Planning to consider what
investigation can be undertaken in relation to the
concerns of Mr Pakula, now the Attorney-General —
whether it was an ill-advised investment or whether
there was some impropriety at play on the part of
parties involved.

Mrs PEULICH — Will the minister investigate
whether indeed it was an ill-advised investment or
some impropriety was at play on the part of the parties
involved?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:57) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for Health.
My electorate officer gave birth last week to a beautiful
baby girl. She has alerted me to a wonderful innovation
that actually won one of the Premier’s design awards last
week. It is called Karitane Early Parenting Concept
Store, and it brings the skills, experience and care of
child and family health nurses and support services to a
shopping centre. However, that shopping centre is
actually in Westfield Bondi Junction in New South
Wales. The store has helped 4000 new families in its first
six months and seems to be an incredible opportunity.
My constituents ask: given the Premier’s award, what is
the minister doing to bring a store like this to Victoria?
The PRESIDENT — Ms Patten, that is broad. It is
not about your electorate. If you were to ask the
minister to bring it to your electorate, that would be
acceptable.
Ms PATTEN — Thank you. My constituents ask:
given the Premier’s award, what is the minister doing to
bring the store or a store similar to the Northern
Metropolitan Region?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (12:58) — My
constituency question is for the Special Minister of
State, and it involves contact I have had from a
Heathcote resident, who raises concerns about the use
of taxpayer resources to potentially mislead the
community. This resident was directly involved in
working with the Labor government in developing up
the additional bus services from Heathcote to Bendigo,
including weekend services and lower fares. I am
pleased to say that this starts on 24 September.
However, this constituent is appalled that their local
National Party member is taking out paid advertising on
the front page of the McIvor Times, claiming to have
delivered more buses for Heathcote. The outrage of
such a misleading act has led this constituent to contact
me. She would like information from the Special
Minister of State as to what rules exist to prevent such
misleading and inappropriate behaviour. She would like
action to be taken.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:59) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Education in the other place. I have previously
outlined in this place the very unfair financial
disadvantage that Sandringham College has
experienced since its Beaumaris campus became a
standalone school. I have also mentioned the urgent
maintenance issues at the school. For all of this it is
obvious that significant numbers of school buildings
need not just an upgrade but a rebuild. I am very
pleased that the Liberal candidate for Sandringham,
Brad Rowswell, has pledged $50 000 for a master plan
for the site, which is an important first step. My
question to the minister is: will you commit to funding
and building new facilities at Sandringham College?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(13:00) — My question is for the Minister for
Education. This week I had the opportunity to meet
with the CEO and one of the education partnership
coordinators of Ardoch Youth Foundation. The
organisation works with 25 schools and early years
services in my region, providing disadvantaged students
with a range of services to improve their opportunities.
Ardoch know, as I do, that socio-economic
disadvantage has a significant impact on educational
outcomes for children in the most vulnerable
communities. Ardoch’s programs focus on literacy and
science, technology, engineering and mathematics, and
opportunities to broaden the horizon of children and
young people in some of Victoria’s more disadvantaged
communities, including pathways beyond school. I
believe there is great scope for the organisation’s work
to be expanded in the future in order to ensure that all
children receive the same opportunities. Will the
minister meet with Ardoch so he can hear firsthand
about the enormous positive impact the organisation is
having in improving opportunities for some of our
society’s most vulnerable children?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (13:01) — My
constituency question is for the Premier, who oversees
the function of the Latrobe Valley Authority (LVA).
The LVA was established in late 2016 at premises at
131 Princes Drive, Morwell. It underwent customised
renovations at the time to facilitate the operations of the
authority. One of my constituents is shocked to see that
the LVA has again undergone lavish and extensive
refurbishments. The premises has had a complete refit,
with a new layout, new consulting rooms, floor
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coverings, furnishings et cetera. My constituent
deserves a response about the funding costs for this and
any change to the rental agreement as a result of an
upgrade of the establishment. I ask: what is the total
cost of the recent refit, including whether the Latrobe
Valley Authority will be paying any more rent? How
can the Premier justify wasting taxpayers money when
the venue was only opened 18 months ago?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (13:02) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, and it is in
relation to the $115 million Drysdale bypass. This
bypass was due to start construction late last year, but
unfortunately it appears that it is being held up by a
cultural heritage investigation, which has now been
going on for two or three months. As we know there is
a lot of activity on the Bellarine Peninsula at the
moment, both in land sales and tourist visits, so this
bypass is very important to the township of Drysdale,
but it is also important as a connection right through the
Bellarine. The question I ask the planning minister is:
when will this cultural heritage investigation be
completed so construction can start?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (13:02) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Sport, and
it is regarding the Shepparton basketball stadium and
the need for a redevelopment there. Shepparton
basketball stadium is an important part of our sporting
precinct, and the last part to complete the
redevelopment of the precinct. The basketball stadium
provides not only good facilities for local residents but
also a $6 million injection into our economy, with the
events that are hosted there.
The government has provided Bendigo with $5 million
for the upgrade to their stadium, Ballarat with $9 million
for the upgrade of their stadium and Traralgon received
more than $24 million for the upgrade of their stadium,
yet every time I have raised this important piece of
infrastructure for Shepparton with the Minister for Sport,
the answer I have received is that Shepparton can apply
to a fund to receive a grant of up to $3 million. Minister,
why is it that every time I have raised the need for
funding for the Shepparton stadium you have just
responded by saying that we can apply for a grant of up
to $3 million, when other communities are receiving so
much more money from this government?
Sitting suspended 1.04 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
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repairs on behalf of the owners’ corporation, for
example?
Mr DALIDAKIS — That could well be the case.
That will be determined by the incident, where it is and
the people that are capable and able and geographically
appropriate. So that will be an issue that will be taken
on at the time.

Clause 1 further discussed.
Mr DAVIS — I want to continue where we were
just before question time, and I thank the minister for
his detailed response. We were talking about cladding
and some of the components of that. It seems to me that
what the minister was saying was that there is not and
there will not be a formal mechanism where the
valuer-general would inform councils, in particular the
valuation departments of councils, that there has been
either an order or some designation with respect to a
particular building.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member. I again
confirm that that is in fact the case. The local
governments use, of course, the methods of the
valuer-general, so there is no need for the
valuer-general to be included in the exercise.
Mr DAVIS — Just on the issue of flammable
coatings and the issue of the decisions of building
surveyors, I see that the minister and the government
have a new state building inspector who is going to take
a role, and the minister will provide me with some
information on that, which I thank him for. Obviously
municipal building surveyors have got significant
control over this process. What is the relationship
between those municipal building surveyors and a
building surveyor who has certified work previously, in
a tower perhaps down at Docklands built maybe five
years ago and certified, and the building now has been
designated as high risk or has had an order put on it?
What is the process in terms of the involvement of the
municipal building surveyor and the standard building
surveyor, firstly, in terms of retrospectively looking at
what has occurred; and secondly, importantly,
prospectively can the building surveyor for the repair of
the building certify that work, or does it require some
intervention by the municipal building surveyor?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I am advised, Mr Davis,
for the extreme or high risk the Victorian Building
Authority (VBA) will have governance and then they
can delegate, but for the other ones it can be either-or.
Mr DAVIS — Is it the intention of the VBA then to
delegate that work to a municipal building surveyor or
to a private surveyor who may be working on the

Mr DAVIS — Further on the same matter, is it the
intention that through the VBA or another mechanism
there will be specific training or additional education in
these matters for building surveyors, both municipal
and private?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I believe I answered a
question similar to this earlier, Mr Davis. The
expectation is that people that are qualified are able to
do that work already.
Mr DAVIS — I am happy with that, and I thank the
minister for those points. I had some questions, just
going right back through the process with this bill. The
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee in its Alert
Digest No 12 of 2018 made a number of points and
sought some further clarification from the minister,
which he provided on 30 August. He said the reason
there was a default announcement was:
The new sections do not remove the presumption of
innocence or reverse the overall onus of proof on the
prosecution to prove the offence beyond a reasonable doubt.

And I am quoting from his letter of 30 August.
Rather, each exception is, in effect, an expressly recognised
defence to the relevant offence. The new sections do impose
an evidential burden on an accused or potential accused
within the meaning of section 72 of the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 when it comes to demonstrating an exception to that
offence. It is for an accused to provide evidence of the
reasonable steps that they have taken. This is appropriate
because in many instances knowledge of the steps taken may
reside with the person who alleges that he or she took those
steps, and will only be available to the authority if provided
by a potential accused.
In the absence of express admissions, the offence provisions
would not be able to operate effectively if, to make out the
offence, a prosecutor had to adduce evidence of matters or
knowledge of which may reside exclusively with an accused
or potential accused. In my view, the exception provisions
provide a potential accused with a clear defence and so are the
best way to achieve the policy intent of ensuring that the
offence does not apply when a person has taken reasonable
steps in the circumstances.

Is it your view too, Minister, that this in no way
infringes those rights of an accused or a potential
accused?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes.
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Mr DAVIS — I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, line 4, omit “or licensed”.

2.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 7 and 8, omit “and the licensing
of building employees”.

The purpose of the amendments, as I outlined in my
second-reading speech, is our concern with the
licensing provisions in this bill. We are more
comfortable with the registration provisions. For that
reason and the reasons I outlined earlier we would seek
to remove that licensing aspect.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mr Davis’s
amendments are a test for amendments 4, 8, 19, 20, 28,
31 and 50.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

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

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

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask Mr Davis to
move his amendment 3, which is a test for his
amendments 5 to 7, 9 to 18, 21 to 27 and 32 to 49.
Mr DAVIS — This is amendment 3, which is what
you are suggesting is the best test. I move:
3.

Clause 2, lines 2 and 3, omit “30, 38 to 41, 45 to 56, 58,
64 to 72, 73, 75” and insert “26, 34 to 37, 41 to 52, 54,
60 to 68, 69, 71”.

This is further in the same band of amendments. We
certainly have the view that a better way forward here is
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the way we have proposed in terms of not licensing; we
think that is the fairest way forward. The key point here
regarding the government’s way forward — and we
heard the numbers that the minister kindly provided to
the chamber before — is that it is clear there is a lot that
is unknown about this process. We obviously do not
have the regulatory impact statement (RIS) and we do
not have the broad assessments. For those reasons it is
the best way forward that we have proposed.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
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 (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

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

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 3 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21
Mr DAVIS — I invite members to vote against this
clause, which clause again relates to the issue of
licensing. This will be a case — and you will confirm
this, I think, Deputy President — of those who do not
support that particular licensing proposal of the
government needing to vote against that clause standing
part of the bill. It is my proposal that that is what we
will do.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 24
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr

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

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

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

Clause agreed to.
Clause 22 agreed to.
New clause
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask Mr Davis to
move his further amendment 1, which is a test for his
further amendment 2.
Mr DAVIS — I move:
1.

Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 22—
‘A Delegation by the Authority
After section 199(2) of the Principal Act insert—
“(3) Despite subsection (1), the Authority must not
delegate its function under section 171, 173,
187F or 187G to a prohibited person.
(4) in this section prohibited person means—
(a) a person who in the last ten years has
been the subject of a decision by the Fair
Work Commission under Part 3-4 of the
Fair Work Act 2006 of the
Commonwealth—
(i)

to refuse to issue an entry permit to
the person under that Act; or

(ii) to revoke or suspend an entry
permit issued to the person under
that Act; or
(iii) to refuse to revoke a suspension of
an entry permit issued to the person
under that Act—
unless the person has been the holder of
an entry permit at any time subsequent
to the most recent such refusal,
revocation or suspension; or
(b) a person who in the last 10 years has
been the subject of a court finding,
which has not been overturned on
appeal, in proceedings to which the
Australian Building and Construction
Commissioner was a party or in which
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the Commissioner made submissions,
that the person contravened any of the
following Acts—
(i)

the Building and Construction
Industry (Improving Productivity)
Act 2016 of the Commonwealth;

(ii) the Fair Work Act 2009 of the
Commonwealth;
(iii) the Independent Contractors Act
2006 of the Commonwealth;
(iv) the Fair Work (Transitional
Provisions and Consequential
Amendments) Act 2009.”.’.

The purpose of these further amendments is to ensure
that those who have been subject to a negative finding
by those authorities that I have outlined are not able to
be delegated powers under this new set of provisions
that is being put in place by the government and are not
able to be involved on panels for licensing or panels for
registration of building practitioners of various types.
These provisions are for if you have misbehaved, if you
have been convicted of misbehaviour, if you have done
the wrong thing, if you have bullied people or if you
have threatened them in the workplace and there has
been a subsequent order by the Fair Work Commission,
or if there has been any other infringement under the
acts I have laid out — the Building and Construction
Industry (Improving Productivity) Act 2016, the Fair
Work Act 2009, the Independent Contractors Act 2006
and the Fair Work (Transitional Provisions and
Consequential Amendments) Act 2009. These are
important points:
a person who in the last ten years has been the subject of a
decision by the Fair Work Commission under Part 3-4 of the
Fair Work Act 2006 …
to refuse to issue an entry permit to the person under that
Act …
to revoke or suspend an entry permit issued to the person
under that Act …
to refuse to revoke a suspension of an entry permit
issued to the person under that Act …

These are important provisions. They make our
building industry better. They will make sure that the
behaviour on building sites is not as troublesome as it
has been, and in fact the government will not be able to
delegate to people who are of bad character in this
respect. Proven findings by these tribunals against
people will count them out from being on a registration
board or on a licensing board. It is outrageous to think
that they could be put on there, and perhaps the minister
will wish to make a comment about whether somebody
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like John Setka could be appointed to a licensing or
registration body under the bill as it is proposed by the
government in this case, because on my reading the
government could easily appoint delegating power to
John Setka or people of his ilk, who have a string of —
Ms Shing — His ilk?
Mr DAVIS — Ilk! They have a string of
convictions —
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Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr Ondarchie might like to
interject, but let me tell you that to the best of my
knowledge Mr Setka has never used his religion to hide
behind and then lie. Not once.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr DALIDAKIS — You will at some stage have to
answer to your own maker.

Ms Shing interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DAVIS — I would not want to see him or
anyone like that there. Would you? Would you want to
see someone like that there, Ms Shing? Would you
want to see a convicted felon sitting over someone with
registration and licensing? Would you want to see
someone who has been convicted like that sitting over
someone? I would not, and that is why these provisions
are there.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Up until this point of the
committee stage we have actually had a pretty
bipartisan approach to this legislation. I feel somewhat
that Mr Davis’s comments have attempted to cheapen
the legislation and the course of action we have been
undertaking. He has attacked individuals who do not
have standing to respond, and I point out to the member
that I would have thought that a better use of privilege
would be to focus on what we are doing and how we
are doing it. That being said —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr DALIDAKIS — Mr O’Donohue can come into
this chamber, but AAA Locksmiths are still waiting for
him to pay his invoice. They are still waiting for you to
pay your invoices, Ed. They are still waiting to get paid
for you calling in locksmiths to put locks on your
makeshift prison accommodation. The fact of the
matter is —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Thank you!
Please, members! Minister, go back to the amendment.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The government will not be
supporting the member’s proposed amendment. I think
his comments were gratuitous at best, mischievous at
worst. He should reflect on that in his own time.

Mr DALIDAKIS — No, I have the call. You will
have to answer to your own maker, as will the rest of
us. People are coming into this place and attacking
people that have no ability to defend themselves —
people that protect the lives of workers. And may I
remind people in this chamber we have lost a number
of people on construction sites as recently as in the last
two weeks. I do not hear anyone on that side of the
chamber coming in and talking about the people that
witnessed the deplorable, appalling and horrible sight of
cement falling on their work colleagues. I do not see
anybody coming in here and talking about the repeated
deaths on worksites beyond what happened in the last
two weeks. It is gratuitous, and you know better,
Mr Davis.
Mr DAVIS — There is much in this bill which is
greedy, and much of the discussion that has occurred
over the last 2½ hours has been in a very bipartisan and
collaborative spirit. We agree with much of the matters
around pool fencing, we agree with matters around the
cladding changes that need to be made and we agree
with some of the registration aspects of this bill. We do
not agree with part of the licensing proposals, and I
have made that clear and made our arguments clear.
But within this bill there is a flaw. Even within the
objectives that the government itself seeks to achieve
there is a flaw and a weakness, and this amendment
seeks to plug that weakness. It means that thugs —
those who have already been convicted of offences
under those acts that I have outlined — cannot sit on
registration panels and cannot sit on licensing panels as
part of this process. I do this very advisedly because I
think many within the building industry will be very
concerned that somebody who has got a conviction
against them for misbehaviour, for threatening
behaviour and for thuggish behaviour could then be
sitting on a licensing or registration panel. That needs to
be clear.

Honourable members interjecting.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis,
you have already moved your amendment. Members, if
you want to interject, I would encourage you to do so
from your place. If there are no further speakers, the
question is that further amendment 1 moved by
Mr Davis, which is a test for his further amendment 2,
be agreed to.
Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Noes, 24
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
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
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms (Teller)
Young, Mr

New clause negatived.
Clauses 23 to 80 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

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

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr
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Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

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

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 August; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (15:03) — I rise this afternoon to speak
on the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering
and Betting) Bill 2018. There is a certain irony that, as
we wind down the tail end of the 58th Parliament, we
are dealing with a bill that is titled ‘gambling
regulation’ but is in fact a taxation bill; we are dealing
with a bill which seeks to impose a new tax.
As members of the Victorian community know, on the
eve of the last election we saw the now Premier,
Mr Andrews, who was then Leader of the Opposition,
appear in an interview with Channel 7 News. When
asked a question about whether a government he led
would impose new taxes or increase taxes, he made an
unequivocal statement that he would give an absolute
commitment to the people of Victoria that he would not
increase taxes or impose new taxes.
Of course since then we have seen some 11 new or
increased taxes over the life of this government. We
have seen 11 occasions on which the Premier broke his
word to Victorians, and today with one of the very last
pieces of legislation that this Parliament will deal with,
we have the Premier breaking his word for the
12th time. That reflects, as other members have
observed, on the character of the Premier — the fact
that he could stand before a TV camera beaming live
around Victoria and make a statement which was false
and which on a dozen occasions now has been
demonstrated as false. As we wind down this
Parliament, we go on to prove once again that that is
false.
This is an important piece of legislation that the
Parliament will deal with this afternoon in the Council.
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It is a very important piece of legislation for an
important part of the Victorian economy. It is a bill
which deals with our wagering and betting sector,
largely our racing industry here in Victoria, which is an
industry that makes a very significant contribution to
the Victorian economy — very significant in terms of
the economic activity it generates, in terms of the
employment it generates and in terms of the social
impact it has on the Victorian community. A very large
number of members of the Victorian community enjoy
a day at the races or enjoy a punt and are beneficiaries
of Victoria’s very well regarded racing industry.
Of course, it is an industry that makes a major
contribution to the sporting life of Melbourne and
Victoria, and it also has an enormous benefit for the
tourism sector. In six weeks time or so we will be in the
thick of the Spring Racing Carnival, which is
recognised around the world as a major drawcard to
Melbourne and Victoria as part of our tourism activity
and is based on our world-class thoroughbred racing
industry. So it is a part of our economy and it is a part
of our sporting life which is very significant. It employs
at its extremities thousands of Victorians in direct and
ancillary roles, and it is an industry that we as
Victorians can be proud of in the way it has put
Melbourne in particular on the map through the
Melbourne Cup carnival, in the way it has recognition
around the world as a consequence of that carnival but
also in the contribution the industry makes in our
regional communities, in regional race days and
racetracks.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — My colleague
Mr Ondarchie draws to my attention that this afternoon
as we debate this bill in the Council there is a race
meeting taking place in Sale in Gippsland, in regional
Victoria. In fact at 3.30 this afternoon, Mr Ondarchie
tells me, in race 6 we have the horse Richly Speaking
running. It highlights that the racing industry is an
important one. It is an industry which contributes in
regional Victoria on an ongoing basis. It is not just the
weekend races, it is not just the Melbourne Cup we hear
so much about. It is actually an ongoing program of
races across the state which are —
Ms Symes — A grand final day public holiday for
the Benalla Gold Cup.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Ms Symes talks about the
Benalla cup, and that is but one example of the
significant regional race meetings that we have in
Victoria. It is an important sector for a regional
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economy, and it is an important employer across all of
Victoria.
The bill before the house this afternoon seeks to change
the way in which the Victorian government imposes a
taxation regime on our wagering and betting sector with
the introduction of a new point-of-consumption (POC)
tax. This is in recognition of the growth we have seen in
the last decade in the development of corporate
bookmaking and the fact that we have seen a number of
those corporate bookmakers not located in Victoria but
in fact located elsewhere in Australia and particularly in
the Northern Territory, where the advent of online
technology, particularly again in the last decade, has
allowed those corporate bookmakers to take bets on
races taking place here in Victoria but have them taxed
according to the Northern Territory regime so that they
are not subject to the taxation regime which applies in
Victoria.
That of course has been to the detriment of the
Victorian community in the sense of revenue forgone
for the Consolidated Fund to pay for the general
provision of state government services for the Victorian
community, and it has also been to the detriment of the
racing industry in Victoria because for a corporate
bookmaker to be able to run a book they must have
events on which they can take bets. Of course that is
where the Victorian racing industry makes a major
contribution as a well-respected, well-regarded industry
where integrity in the operation of those races is
recognised. It provides a prime product for those
corporate bookmakers to be able to run books on a
product generated and funded here in Victoria, but by
virtue of the fact that they are based interstate — and,
as I said, many are in the Northern Territory — they are
not making a contribution by way of taxation to
supporting the running of those events here in Victoria
and supporting the industry here in Victoria.
The bill before the house today seeks to change the
framework by which wagering and betting is taxed in
Victoria to a POC model, which will mean that where
corporate bookmakers and others are taking bets on
Victorian events from Victorian punters that activity
will be taxed in Victoria, and that is as a consequence
of the introduction of the point-of-consumption model,
which is the centrepiece of this bill.
Point-of-consumption taxation models for wagering
and betting have been introduced across Australia. I
understand South Australia was the first to go to a
point-of-consumption model, with the introduction of a
15 per cent point-of-consumption tax. Queensland and
the ACT followed, also with rates set at 15 per cent.
The New South Wales government has a rate of 10 per
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cent, and the Victorian government through this bill is
seeking to impose, from 1 January next year, an 8 per
cent point-of-consumption rate.
The intent of the bill is that this 8 per cent rate will
apply across several different forms of wagering and
betting, which currently have different rates of taxation
applied under the current regime. For example, the
current taxation structure which applies in Victoria for
fixed odds betting is a rate of 4.38 per cent; for the tote,
7.6 per cent; and for trackside betting, 10.91 per cent.
So the intention of moving to the point-of-consumption
model is that those rates will all be harmonised at 8 per
cent, with the fixed odds and tote rates increasing and
the trackside rate having a minor decrease.
The intent of putting the POC model in place and
collecting the revenue from that Victorian gambling
activity in Victoria in the Consolidated Fund is to
benefit the provision of general services by government
but also to provide a revenue stream from the Victorian
government to the racing industry to support the
industry in recognition of the contribution that the
industry makes in providing a basis on which the
bookmakers can conduct their activities.
One of the challenges with the introduction of the
point-of-consumption model is recognising that, while
the corporate bookmakers based in the territories are
not currently paying Victorian taxes, they are
nonetheless making some contribution by way of
individual sponsorships of individual race clubs. One of
the challenges of introducing the new
point-of-consumption model will be to ensure that
going to a formal taxation regime does not lead to the
displacement of those individual sponsorships by
bookmakers currently domiciled interstate and with it
lead to the detriment of individual clubs.
I will talk a little bit later about commitments the
government has made to the allocation of some funds
from the new point-of-consumption model to the
industry, but inevitably with unwinding an existing
arrangement — as I said, an informal or non-legislated
model where there are sponsorships to individual clubs
from individual bookmakers — to go to the POC
model, there is a risk of disadvantage flowing to
individual clubs. As I indicated at the outset, many
clubs across the state are not high profile in the way that
clubs like the Victoria Racing Club and the Melbourne
Racing Club are. Many of them are smaller and
regional and do not have access to the revenue streams
that we see flowing to the major clubs, particularly
through the high-profile events like the spring carnival,
but which nonetheless make significant contributions to
rural and regional communities and should not be at a
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disadvantage as a consequence of the shift to the new
model.
One of the issues that arises with this bill is that it does
not set out the formula by which returns will be made to
the racing industry. We know that obviously the
revenue to be collected is set out, with the 8 per cent
rate for the point-of-consumption model; what the bill
does not do is hardwire the revenue returns which are to
go to the industry. The bill provides for the return to the
beneficiaries to be determined by the Treasurer and
declared in the Government Gazette. That provides the
Treasurer of the day with the discretion to determine
who the beneficiaries are for distributions of proceeds
and to determine the level of the distribution of
proceeds against the revenue collection. That leaves the
industry in an invidious position of needing to take the
Treasurer of the day on trust. It is very much a model
that will rely on the industry being able to have
confidence in the discussions that have taken place with
the Treasurer and the Treasurer putting in place those
arrangements, which I will come to in a minute,
through that order in the Government Gazette.
Of course that does not provide long-term certainty,
because it allows a Treasurer, as we have seen over the
last four years, to make changes in rates and
distributions. I can see in an environment like the one
we have operated in over the last four years, where the
Treasurer, seeing the revenue collected from the
point-of-consumption tax, could determine year by year
that a bigger proportion of that revenue should be
retained in the Consolidated Fund rather than being
distributed for the benefit of the industry. The fact that
the bill will allow the Treasurer to make that
determination is of concern insofar as it does not
provide ongoing certainty to the industry in the same
way the bill provides certainty to the government in
hardwiring the tax rate. That said, the government has
committed that racing as a whole will not be worse off,
that the receipts to the codes will not be less than they
have been in the past.
What is not clear, though, from the commitments given
by government to date is whether that reflects the
racing industry in totality or whether that commitment
stands for the individual codes. Of course within the
scope of this bill we have the potential flow-through to
the thoroughbred industry, to the harness racing
industry and to the greyhound industry. What we will
be seeking from the government is to understand
whether its commitment that the racing industry in toto
will not be worse off also applies to the individual
codes not being in a worse position. I said earlier that
that also flows through to the issue of individual clubs
within those codes, clubs which have been in some
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cases the beneficiaries of sponsorships from corporate
bookmakers on an individual basis. The prospect of
those sponsorships being displaced by the introduction
of the point-of-consumption charge is a real one, and it
is one where it is questionable to what extent the
government has visibility on that prospect. Again, that
is something I will seek some clarification on from the
government when the bill reaches the committee stage.
We would not want to see individual clubs in a
disadvantaged position through the withdrawal of their
individual sponsorship arrangements simply because of
the introduction of the point-of-consumption tax.
The government has indicated to the racing industry
that of the 8 percentage points of consumption tax it
intends to put in place via this bill, 1.5 percentage
points will be returned to industry, which is
approximately 18.75 per cent of the revenue that is
going to be collected. Advice from the government is
that the expected gross collections are for the first full
year, noting that this will be implemented on 1 January
and therefore will apply for half a financial year in its
initial implementation. The first full-year revenue is
estimated at $48 million, of which a net $30 million or
thereabouts is expected to flow to the Consolidated
Fund in the first full year, increasing, I am advised, to
around $40 million into the Consolidated Fund over the
out years of the forward estimates period. That is an
increase of approximately one-third over the length of
the forward estimates in net proceeds to the
Consolidated Fund. This represents a significant shift in
the way in which racing is supported by the Victorian
government.
One of the other areas on which we will be seeking
some understanding from the government is what this
means for other support which has been provided to the
racing industry in Victoria, support such as the
Victorian Racing Infrastructure Fund and whether,
having introduced the point-of-consumption charge and
having indicated that it will put in place 1.5 percentage
points of the 8 percentage points flowing to the
industry, it will maintain the current structure that exists
for the Victorian Racing Infrastructure Fund and other
support programs which flow to the industry or whether
they will be reduced as a consequence of the
introduction of the new charge.
I should put on the record that the coalition does not
intend to oppose the passage of this bill and the
introduction of the point-of-consumption tax.
One of the issues that has been raised with the coalition
in respect of at least one corporate bookmaker is the
way in which the point-of-consumption tax will apply
where there are either free or bonus bets provided in the
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context of gambling activity undertaken by bookmakers
and whether the provision of those free or bonus bets
and the inclusion of those free and bonus bets in the
definition of ‘net wagering revenue’ — I think that is
the term in the bill — will have the potentially
unintended and perverse effect of in fact seeing the
effective rate of the point-of-consumption charge being
higher than the headline 8 per cent. That is something
that has been raised as a concern. In fact the view has
been expressed that it is an error in the bill. It is a matter
that we will also be seeking some clarification on from
the government when the bill is considered in
committee of the whole later this day.
Confirming whether this is intentional or unintentional
from the government, indeed whether those
bookmakers who are offering bonus bets and free bets
will as a consequence be at a competitive disadvantage
in respect of the 8 per cent point-of-consumption
charge is something which does deserve clarification on
from the government. Notwithstanding the fact that the
rate struck for Victorian bookmakers at 8 per cent is
less than other jurisdictions, we need to understand
whether there will be a competitive disadvantage for
those offering free bets and bonus bets relative to other
operators in the industry.
One of the other issues that has been raised by the
Victorian racing industry relates to the share of
proceeds — the 1.5 per cent of the 8 per cent — which
the government has decided to allocate to the racing
industry from the point-of-consumption charge. It has
been raised with the coalition that the 1.5 per cent —
the 18.75 per cent of the expected revenue — is a
smaller share than is provided in other jurisdictions
such as New South Wales. One area where again the
government needs to provide clarity is the basis on
which that 1.5 per cent figure has been determined and
the level of support that will provide relative to that
provided in other jurisdictions.
As I said at the outset, the three codes of the Victorian
racing industry, particularly the thoroughbred industry,
are seen as an incredibly important part of the Victorian
economy and an incredibly important contributor to our
tourism performance, to supporting regional
communities and to supporting our food, beverage and
accommodation sectors, particularly through the spring
carnival, and it is appropriate that we move to a tax
model which recognises the benefits provided by the
Victorian industry and ensures that those bookmakers
who are the beneficiaries of the Victorian racing
industry, by virtue of placing bets against it, make an
appropriate contribution to supporting the Victorian
industry and also to contributing to the Consolidated
Fund.
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But it is equally appropriate that we ensure that the
revenue flow back from government to the industry is
proportionate to the importance of the industry and the
need to support the industry for the bigger role it plays
in the Victorian economy and to ensure that it is
competitive with the support provided by other
jurisdictions around Australia to ensure that activity
remains in Victoria. It has been, as I said, a very strong
part of our economic performance and tourism
performance and needs to be protected.
The coalition will not oppose the bill. I understand we
may be seeing some amendments as the bill goes
through its processes this afternoon, but we do not
oppose the bill as it is currently drafted. We note that
there are a number of questions on which clarification
is required from the government, and I look forward to
hearing that information provided by the government as
we consider this bill in more detail. The coalition’s
view certainly is that we should be seeing support for
the Victorian racing industry, and ensuring that those
bookmakers in the Northern Territory and elsewhere
outside Victoria who are benefiting from the Victorian
racing industry make a contribution to the Victorian
racing industry is a good thing. We look forward to this
point-of-consumption model being put in place.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (15:30) — I rise to
speak in support of the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. I will
be giving a final speech later on today, but I do want to
make an observation or two at the start of this speech,
given this is likely to be my last contribution on a bill.
In some ways it is appropriate that it is a revenue bill. I
want to make the observation that revenue bills are
often technical, and this is no exception in a lot of ways,
and one might say not exciting. But protecting the
government’s revenue base is absolutely critical to the
good functioning of government, and I think it is worth
putting on the record, as somebody who has worked for
quite some time over the last four years in the Treasury
portfolio and somebody who has an interest in this
space, that bills like this in many ways are what make it
possible for us to do so many of the other things that so
many of us are in this place to achieve, whether it be
funding economic and social infrastructure or whether
it be funding social programs and so on.
This bill is one of a number of measures that we have
seen in this term, and are likely to see in subsequent
terms no doubt, where the government’s revenue is
under threat through, in this case, a combination of
factors, one of which is technological innovation and
change. Also at play in this bill is a movement by a
number of jurisdictions towards a more national
approach towards revenue raising on a particular
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activity. I just want to make the observation that in
some ways it is appropriate for me at a personal level to
be speaking on this bill as my last one, and
notwithstanding the fact that it is a fairly technical bill,
it has that dimension to it, which I think is important.
The second thing is simply to reflect on the fact that
even today there has been a little bit of discussion in
this place around gambling and the issue of problem
gamblers. My observation on that is that I suspect
everybody in this place is concerned by problem
gambling. I suspect that what is the issue in this
chamber is probably differences of opinion on
particular measures to deal with it, not whether it exists
per se. I do not want to speak for everybody in this
chamber, but I suspect that nobody would want to ban
gambling in our society outright. I just want to put on
the table that I think this is a bill where that debate does
not come into play, but it is worth just flagging as part
of the context that certainly the government does
receive some revenue from gambling.
I just want to put on the record on a personal level that I
think, nonetheless, it is absolutely critical that
government is always thinking about where the
appropriate line is for us to draw when it comes to harm
minimisation and protecting people who have a
problem. That is certainly something that I bear in
mind. This is not some kind of magic pudding or
golden goose at all. I am not an expert in the area. I do
believe that the vast majority of people who undertake
some form of gambling are able to manage it, but there
is a group for which it is a serious issue.
This bill, as I said, I think is separate to that issue, but I
do just want to acknowledge that notwithstanding it is
important for government to tidy up this particular
aspect of its taxation revenue and notwithstanding it is
important that we protect Victoria’s revenue base from
what is a threat of leakage through a range of factors,
including technological change, it is important that we
acknowledge that certainly nothing we do here today
abrogates the government’s responsibility for and
interest in protecting those people who undoubtedly
exist in our community.
As Mr Rich-Phillips has already indicated, this bill is
essentially about changing Victoria’s current taxation of
wagering so that it moves from a place of supply
wagering structure to a point-of-consumption taxation
structure. That really reflects what is going on in reality.
This is something that we see in so many areas of
taxation. Taxation law has to constantly keep up with
changes in society, and this is certainly no exception.
This is fundamentally a sensible reform that I believe a
number of jurisdictions will undertake. I believe there
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will be a move to a more national approach on this
front. It is a fundamentally sensible reform that reflects
what is going on in the wagering sector. This
recognises the shift in the industry from terrestrial to
online betting and better aligns our taxation approach
with an increasingly digital environment. So that is
essentially what this bill is about. I am not going to
spend huge amounts of time going through the policy
settings, but I will run through a couple of particular
policy settings, just to put them on the record.
The bill adopts a point-of-consumption tax (POCT)
structure based on a number of policy parameters. One
is that the tax calculations are based on the net
wagering revenue earned from wagering and betting
activity of customers located in Victoria, which is
essentially calculated as gross bets and wagers taken
less winnings paid or commissions derived from
facilitating any wagers or bets. Current wagering taxes
will be replaced with a single 8 per cent POCT on all
wagering and betting product types via all methods of
placing wagers or bets. All wagering and betting
entities that take wagers or bets from customers located
in Victoria or which receive commissions from
facilitating wagers or bets from customers located in
Victoria will be subject to the POCT. Customer
location will be based on the customer’s physical
location. Recognising that this might be difficult to
determine, the commissioner of state revenue will have
the power to publish guidelines for determining the
customer’s location.
An annual tax-free threshold of $1 million will apply to
all entities, and there will be grouping mechanisms.
Again, this is a sensible and necessary mechanism in
the tax laws to make sure that we manage any practices
that might be designed to dilute or lead to leakage. An
additional Victorian racing industry (VRI) funding
mechanism will be implemented. I will talk about that
more in a moment when I discuss some of the
consultation that has occurred in relation to this
measure. Finally, there will be a statutory review of the
operation of the POCT rate, of the tax-free threshold
and of the VRI funding mechanism, which will be
completed and laid before each house of Parliament on
or before 1 December 2020. So in addition to there
having been considerable consultation, which I will
outline in a moment, there will be a formal review
process, which in this case is a very sensible approach.
Just to very briefly outline some of the consultation,
this is an important industry, as Mr Rich-Phillips has
pointed out. Hopefully there will not be too many more
speakers on that point, but I am sure that there could be
a number of speakers who will emphasise that point. It
is a significant industry, both in terms of what it
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provides to our community in enjoyment and leisure
options and also in terms of its economic contribution,
as people in this place well know. Reflecting the
importance of the industry and the complexity of the
industry, there was considerable consultation on this
bill. In August 2017 the Victorian government released
a consultation paper seeking views on policy design
considerations and potential impacts on the industry
and on customers. A significant number of submissions
were received in response to that consultation paper,
and those submissions have informed the design of the
tax.
The government also undertook extensive consultation
with the three peak bodies representing the Victorian
racing industry, specifically with Racing Victoria, with
Harness Racing Victoria and with Greyhound Racing
Victoria. I do want to put on the record that the
government is committed to the principle that the
racing industry collectively, and individually as codes,
will be no worse off as a result of the introduction of a
Victorian point-of-consumption tax. Now, I know that
that one sentence probably will not answer all of the
questions that have been posed already, and I will leave
that discussion for the committee, but that is a clear
principle which underpinned the development of the
scheme and will be part of what it is judged against
when there is the review that I flagged earlier.
The bill provides that an amount equal to the balance of
taxation revenue raised through the tax will be paid, out
of the Consolidated Fund, into the Hospital and
Charities Fund. Finally, to emphasise the point that I
made earlier, the government will continue to work
with the Victorian racing industry to monitor any
potential impacts of the tax on industry post
implementation, and the government will undertake a
review of the tax as soon as sufficient data is available
and has committed to the review being completed no
later than 18 months after commencement. The bill
requires that the outcome of the review be laid before
each house of Parliament on or before 1 December
2020.
In summary, I just want to again emphasise the point
that, firstly, we are dealing with a very important
industry. This measure has been designed very much
with the interests of the industry and customers in mind.
The interests of the industry and customers will
certainly be closely monitored post implementation,
and there will be a detailed review to be placed before
Parliament before the end of 2020. And, as I said, this is
a measure that is necessary given changes we are seeing
in society. We as a jurisdiction do receive some
revenue from gambling. That does not reduce the need
for us to deal with complex policy issues in that space,
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but given that we do raise some revenue from gambling
it is important that, like other areas of revenue, we
sensibly manage risks that arise in relation to those
revenue streams. And as I said, like with any other
revenue bill, we should never forget the fact that
protecting the state’s revenue base is not something we
do for its own sake; it is something we do to enable
everything else that people in this place are here for. So
I support this bill and recommended it to the house.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:43) — I
rise to speak on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. The Greens
welcome this bill and believe it is long overdue. It is an
important reform that starts to catch Victoria up to what
is a national move to a point-of-consumption tax rate
across this country. This is the third gambling bill that I
have spoken to in this chamber, and it is the third
gambling bill that tries to improve the system, but
unfortunately it fails to go far enough in improving
outcomes for the community. The government likes to
talk about its credentials in reducing gambling and
improving regulation, but we know that its actions have
left much to be desired.
In this term we have seen small changes pass like
partial advertising bans, which we welcome, with
self-congratulations for doing a good job in terms of
reducing harm. However, simultaneously we have seen
the government extend pokies licences, allowing
Crown Casino to operate under different rules and
continuing to accept thousands in donations from the
gambling industry. We are concerned about the lack of
significant reform in regard to the harm that gambling
is causing right across Victoria, devastating so many of
our communities.
Unfortunately we have another piece of legislation that
has been weakened and watered down by the
government’s willingness to give in to the big end of
town. This chamber has been told many times about the
harm the gambling industry causes our communities,
but given that we keep seeing these half-hearted bills
put before our house, it is worth repeating again in the
hope that this time the message might sink in. Problem
gambling destroys the lives of individuals and families.
It is a significant public health issue that has a
significant social cost — a cost in the billions. It leads
to financial stress, bankruptcy, relationship breakdown,
low work productivity, crime, suicide, depression, and
the list goes on. One in five of those who gamble are
experiencing harm from their gambling. For every
person with a gambling problem there are five to
10 others who are affected by it. We lose billions on the
pokies and other forms of gambling each year — over
$3 billion a year. That figure continues to increase each
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year because the government has taken no substantive
action on problem gambling and gambling harm.
The Greens have been calling for action on
gambling-related harm for many years. We have called
for it in this Parliament and in the last Parliament, and if
this bill is any indication we will still be calling for it in
the next Parliament, because while this bill is better
than nothing — and as I said, we absolutely welcome it,
and it is long overdue — and we will be supporting it,
we do believe the government has favoured the big end
of town yet again and squandered an opportunity to
make genuine reform to our gambling laws with the
reduced taxation rate it has proposed.
The bill creates a new point-of-consumption tax for the
wagering and betting industry. The taxes apply to the
wagering revenue derived from customers located in
Victoria at a rate of 8 per cent. The tax will apply to all
wagering and betting entities no matter where they are
located or where they are licensed. This is needed
because the massive growth in the online betting
industry has meant that more sports betting is taking
place online. Where once people would go to their local
TAB or races to place a bet, now you can go online and
bet on any sport event anywhere in the world at any
time. I know that I share with many frustration at the
amount of sports betting advertising that we are
pummelled with and saturated with nearly every single
day.
Often the places offering online betting services are
with corporate bookmakers located offshore and so do
not otherwise pay any Australian tax. We support a
point-of-consumption tax. The gambling industry needs
to pay its fair share of taxation. It should not matter
who is providing the wagering service or where they
are located. If you are offering a gambling service used
by Victorians, then you should have to pay the tax on
this revenue you receive from Victorians. But we are
concerned that this rate has been set at 8 per cent and is
not in keeping with the 15 per cent being introduced
elsewhere. Other parts of Australia have introduced
similar taxes. Western Australia, South Australia,
Queensland and the ACT have set their tax rate at
15 per cent. The rate in New South Wales is 10 per
cent. Our 8 per cent gives us the lowest tax rate in this
country. It means that our state offers the best deal for
online bookmakers and the worst protections for
gamblers.
The government has estimated that the tax will bring in
about $30 million a year, with 18 per cent going to the
racing industry. When the social cost of problem
gambling is in the billions each year, as high as
$7 billion, an additional $30 million in revenue will
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barely scratch the surface of the problem. This is
particularly disappointing because we know we can do
better. The Greens are committed to a 15 per cent
point-of-consumption tax for Victoria to bring us in line
with the other Australian jurisdictions and give us a tax
that actually raises significant revenue.
We asked the Parliamentary Budget Office (PBO) to
investigate this rate for us, and the PBO has informed
us that a 15 per cent point-of-consumption tax would
raise $400 million over the forward estimates. This is
more than three times as much as the government’s
8 per cent would bring. An extra $70 million a year
would provide the government with a fund that while in
no way sufficient to address the full cost would go a lot
further to help people, families and communities tackle
the scourge of problem gambling. So why has the
government decided that 8 per cent is good enough for
Victoria? We know the answer to this question. It is
because this government thinks it is more important to
look after its mates in the online betting world and the
racing industry than to protect Victorians from
gambling harm.
In his second-reading speech the Treasurer said the tax
has been designed to reduce potential adverse impacts
on the Victorian racing industry. He said that he had
consulted extensively with Racing Victoria, Harness
Racing Victoria and Greyhound Racing Victoria, and
he said that the government promised the racing
industry that they would be no worse off with the
introduction of this tax. Because of this promise the bill
provides that the government will contribute a
proportion of the revenue received from the tax to the
Victorian racing industry. The rate will be determined
by the Treasurer in consultation with the Minister for
Racing. In the first year of the operation the rate will be
set at 1.5 per cent.
We cannot understand why this government is so
desperate to look after the racing industry. This is a
billion-dollar industry that generates enormous profits
and is perfectly capable of standing on its own two feet.
It is also an industry that makes its profits by exploiting
and abusing horses and greyhounds and capitalising on
problem gamblers. We know the greyhound racing
industry is cruel. It is an industry which exploits and
abuses its animals to make its profit. Thousands of
young dogs are retired each year, and most of these
dogs are euthanised. Many of those that remain racing
lead lives of deprivation, often being kept in small pens
and only released to train or to race. The sheer scale of
suffering and death in the industry puts this industry in
a league of its own. The Greens have long campaigned
for an end to greyhound racing in Victoria. My
colleague Sue Pennicuik has stood in this chamber
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again and again and told multiple governments exactly
how cruel the harmful industry is. We have called on
governments to follow the lead of the ACT and so
many other places around the world and put an end to
this exploitative, abusive industry, yet the Victorian
government not only continues to allow it to operate but
is guaranteeing it a funding stream.
Our horseracing industry is not much better.
Ms Pennicuik has also spoken out numerous times
about the cruelty of horseracing and the lack of integrity
in the industry as a whole. At steeplechase events
horses are regularly injured, some so severely that they
are euthanised on the track right after the race. People
are also injured. Many horses lose or throw their
jockeys during the race. Horses are not designed for
jumping at speed over hurdles and steeples over long
distances. There is no reason to continue to allow jumps
racing events in Victoria.
I know that those in the other place had a great time
during the debate on this bill describing Victoria as the
pre-eminent racing state and talking up the importance
of racing in Victoria’s sporting and cultural landscape.
Yet it is also an industry that has been riddled with
scandals — doping, race fixing and of course horses
being injured and needing to be put down and jockeys
being hurt. The other issue in horseracing is what
happens to racehorses after they finish racing or when
they are deemed not good enough to race. We support
1 per cent of unclaimed wagers being redirected to
rehoming racehorses.
We have heard from the Treasurer and Ms Pulford
about all the jobs the racing industry creates in Victoria
and how the low tax rate is necessary to ensure that no
jobs are lost. I would like to remind the chamber that a
15 per cent tax rate — a tax rate that is being adopted
right across this country except for Victoria and except
for New South Wales, which has a higher tax rate than
ours — would bring in over $400 million over the
forward estimates, money that could be invested in
industries that create jobs without animal cruelty. This
government had the opportunity to finally take a stand
against the predatory gambling industry and invest in
creating jobs in ethical industries that do good instead
of harm, but they threw it away in favour of looking
after their mates in the betting and racing industries.
I have suggested amendments to this bill that would
remove references to the Victorian racing industry
payment. I am happy for those amendments to be
circulated now.
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Greens amendments circulated by Dr RATNAM
(Northern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Dr RATNAM — We will be moving the suggested
amendments that have just been circulated in the
committee stage to remove references to the Victorian
racing industry payment for the reasons outlined
previously. We believe the industry should stand on its
own feet and not be reliant on a guaranteed income
stream from the government. If I could do so in this
chamber, I would also move an amendment to increase
the tax rate to 15 per cent.
In conclusion, this government is not serious about
animal welfare, it is not serious about problem
gambling and it seems it is not even serious about
raising revenue — it has the opportunity to raise more.
It continues to put money and profits before the safety
and welfare of greyhounds, horses and the Victorian
people. Those on the other side of this chamber, when
they were in government, were no better. The Greens
are the only party that will put people before profits.
We are the only party that will take substantive action
on the gambling industry to protect Victorians from
gambling-related harm. We are supporting this bill. We
welcome it, and we are glad it has made it to this
chamber prior to the rise of this Parliament because it is
better than nothing, but we are very disappointed that
this government is yet again giving in to the big end of
town — the corporate online bookmakers — and
putting forward yet another half-hearted gambling bill.
We do support this bill, as I mentioned. We believe it is
long overdue. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (15:55) — I
rise to speak briefly on the point-of-consumption tax
and the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering
and Betting) Bill 2018. I am pleased that we are seeing
it in the house today. Certainly at one stage it was
looking quite shaky as to whether we would get to this
bill in this term of government. I certainly commend
the Alliance for Gambling Reform for their pleas and
advocacy to ensure that this bill did hit our chamber
prior to the end of this term. This legislation really is
overdue. If it had not got up, it would have jeopardised
the national rollout of this consumption tax and the
$30 million a year in tax on foreign bookmakers that
will now commence on 1 January 2019, as promised.
As we know, those foreign bookmakers like Sportsbet,
BetEasy and Ladbrokes are owned by multinational
gambling giants and are collectively worth over
$30 billion. I think I saw that Ladbrokes made
£145 million in profit in the last year. As Tim Costello
has stated publicly, and I agree:
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The longer these gambling giants are left untaxed, the more
they will continue to deluge our kids with more than
$200 million a year in mainstream advertising.

As previous speakers have said in this house and in the
other house, this tax really is a no-brainer. These
foreign companies should give back to the Victorian
community given the excessive harms that we see from
gambling — I certainly commend Dr Ratnam for
highlighting some of those harms — and the costs.
During the estimates inquiries we were talking to the
Treasurer about how much money the government was
making from gambling — it was around the $2 billion
mark, not including the hundreds of millions of dollars
received from the licensing of poker machines — and
then he said that affords us the opportunity to spend the
money on helping with problem gambling. It seems
rather perverse to raise gambling taxes to spend them
on addressing the harms of gambling, however, I do
welcome this bill. I do think the rate could have been
higher than 8 per cent. We have seen that in WA and
South Australia it is at 15 per cent, and the UK will
raise theirs to 25 per cent next year.
However, as I have stated many times in this house, it is
a shame that this government has not acted on poker
machine reforms. If I am successful in being re-elected
to this house next year, I will continue to advocate and
campaign for reforms like a clear prohibition on
cashless gaming, a daily maximum of $200 for
EFTPOS withdrawals in gaming facilities, a reduction
in the maximum poker machine bet per spin from $5 to
$1, a reduction in poker machine venue trading hours
and a reduction in the density of poker machines per
electorate.
As our Electoral Act 2002 and the new rules that come
out on donations will provide some transparency, I
think we do want to see really more transparency on, I
guess, the influence that our gambling industry has on
this Parliament and on our government. I mean, we are
the only state or territory probably in the world that has
a public holiday for a horse race or for —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms PATTEN — We have one for a parade,
Mr Ondarchie. That is quite true.
I think that as a community and as a government, we
need to look at how we can decouple ourselves and our
economy from poker machine revenue. The harm that it
does is something we really should not be profiting
from.
A recent Essential Media Communications poll which
surveyed over 1000 respondents found that 63 per cent

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

supported the introduction of a $1 maximum spin bet
and only 15 per cent opposed that question and that
suggestion. More importantly, an even stronger 69 per
cent of regular machine gamblers backed this message,
so it is the players themselves that support a maximum
$1 spin. I again implore the government to move on
these poker machine reforms, which are popular in the
community, and as we saw from the protest yesterday,
are wanted particularly in my community of Northern
Metropolitan Region, which has some of the greatest
numbers of poker machines per person but also has
experienced some of the highest levels of harm due to
problem gambling.
It is not only the community that is wanting gambling
reform. The Productivity Commission itself
recommended that we should reduce $5 spins to
$1 spins. So the evidence is there and the community
support is there for reform.
As I say, if we are starting to raise money from other
forms of gambling, such as online gambling, maybe
this will be a way to start arguing for a reduction in
poker machine gambling in our state, or at least to make
some attempt to reduce the harm for this.
But this bill before us today is worthwhile. I certainly
think we could have increased the percentage. I think
we could have matched South Australia and Western
Australia. Again, I think a point-of-consumption tax on
online gambling is worthy. I am very pleased to see that
it came through in this term and that it did not get lost
in the filibustering that we have experienced over the
last four years. I commend the bill to the house.
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tax. The 10 per cent betting exchange commission tax
will also become 8 per cent.
Under the current legislation operators pay wagering
taxes based on where the operator is located, not the
place where the services are provided, hence only the
Victorian wagering and betting licence-holders Tabcorp
are taxed under this framework, while corporate
bookmakers — usually located in Darwin — pay no
Victorian tax at all.
Under the last government the Minister for Racing was
also the Premier. As his parliamentary secretary, I often
represented him at discussions around racing, because
we both share a love of thoroughbred racing, harness
racing and greyhounds as well — often known as
racing, pacing and chasing. I represented the Premier
and then Minister for Racing at the Australasian Racing
Ministers Conference, where we first started talking
about ensuring a point-of-consumption tax on the
corporates because they took a fair clip of the ticket for
being involved in this sport but gave nothing back to
the sport at all. This is an opportunity to price signal to
them that they have to be involved.
Other states have introduced, or some of them are
proposing, a point-of-consumption tax, and as others
have indicated, there are different rates on that that
apply in South Australia — 15 per cent, similar to
Queensland. I think New South Wales is at 10 per cent
and the ACT is at 15 per cent as well. The
point-of-consumption tax captures all wagers and bets
as defined in the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, which
covers, as I indicated, fixed odds, parimutuel betting,
simulated events and commissions derived from
facilitating wagers.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(16:03) — I rise to speak this afternoon on the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018. It is a bill that is designed to amend
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to replace the existing tax
arrangements for wagering and betting with a
point-of-consumption tax.

I do note that this is the government that said they
would introduce no new taxes. Nonetheless, this is an
additional tax for Victoria. Whilst I am not a fan of new
taxes — in fact I have always been a fan of less tax — I
understand that the reason we are doing this is to ensure
the corporates pay their fair share.

I will just pick up Ms Patten’s contribution today. She
talked about gambling revenue. I indicate to her that not
all of that gambling revenue goes to help problem
gambling. Some of it comes back to me — not very
often, but it does come back to me through gambling.

The government has made statements that the racing
industry and each code within the industry will be no
worse off as a result of these changes, but there is
nothing in this bill that guarantees that is going to
occur.

The bill introduces a new 8 per cent
point-of-consumption tax on net wagering revenue
arising from bets and wagers placed by consumers in
Victoria. This is going to replace the existing 7.6 per
cent parimutuel tote tax, the 4.38 per cent fixed odds
tax and the 10.91 per cent accumulated racing trackside

The racing industry provides significant economic
value to Victoria. When we think about the racing
industry, people think it is all about wagering, but there
is lots more to it. There are a lot of jobs associated with
the racing industry in Victoria, not just those directly
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associated with racing itself but also a whole lot of
ancillary things that sit around it.

the great racing and also get to walk their dogs when
the horses are not racing around as well.

The fashion industry does very well out of the Spring
Racing Carnival in particular. Designers and retailers
get to see some benefit out of our wonderful Spring
Racing Carnival. The food and beverage industry do
very well out of the Spring Racing Carnival. My very
thin, athletic shape is an indicator of that — they do
very well as well. Transport, hotel rooms — there are a
whole lot of people that benefit from our wonderful
racing industry.

I commend Josh Blanksby, the CEO, and the team at
Melbourne Racing Club at Caulfield for the great work
they are doing presenting a great track.

I do pick up some of the comments that have been
made today about sports betting. I have to say I am not
a great fan of some of the sport betting ads around
things like the AFL football. When I was a kid, you
would chat to your mates in the schoolyard and say, ‘I
reckon Geelong will win by three goals this week’ or
‘Collingwood are probably going to win by two goals’.
Or back then you might say, ‘I’ll give you five goals in
if you’re barracking for Richmond’. But now the kids
are saying, ‘Did you see Richmond is at $1.01? Did you
see Geelong is at $1.35?’. That is the sort of dialogue
that kids are having right now. I am not sure it is really
healthy for children to be thinking about results in
sporting events based on the wagering system, so I do
pick up some of the comments that have been made.
But we do come in now at this time of year to our
wonderful Spring Racing Carnival, both the
metropolitan races and regional races. I do note that this
industry does significant things for rural and regional
Victoria as well, and not just in terms of economic
value. When you go to places, for example, like Tatura,
Wangaratta or even, Acting President Morris, Ballarat
for the Ballarat Cup, racing brings communities
together. Communities gather there for a fun day at the
races. It adds to a very special occasion. I know you are
a fan of the Ballarat races, Acting President.
We have already started, though. We started our Spring
Racing Carnival when Caulfield hosted the Memsie
Stakes on 1 September. Then we move onto significant
regional and rural activities as well as metropolitan.
This Saturday, 22 September, is the Tatura Cup. The
Coleraine Cup is on Sunday, from memory. We then go
forward to the group 1 Moir Stakes at Moonee Valley
on grand final eve. I commend the work of Michael
Browell, the CEO of Moonee Valley Racing Club, and
his team that have presented a great track for the
upcoming Spring Racing Carnival. The Benalla Gold
Cup is also held on 28 September, and the Underwood
Stakes are held at Caulfield on 29 September, which
will be a great day’s racing. I know many of the staff
here love Caulfield Racecourse, because they get to see

We then move forward to Turnbull Stakes Day on
6 October. Neil Wilson and his team have set up the
Flemington Racecourse headquarters for a great day’s
racing. Turnbull Stakes Day is the same day, from
memory, as the Gunbower Cup as well. Sunday,
7 October, is when the Bairnsdale Cup is run. It is a
great race day, and I encourage many Victorians, if they
want something to do after Caulfield Cup Day, to head
down to Bairnsdale, which has always been a fantastic
day’s racing. And the hamburgers cooked by the local
Lions Club are pretty good as well.
We go to Caulfield Guineas Day on 13 October, the
same day as Hamilton Cup Day and Manangatang Cup
Day. Manangatang Cup Day is the same day as
Caulfield Guineas Day, and we follow it up on the
following day with the great Cranbourne Cup Day
down at that great track, where they do both harness
racing and greyhound racing as well from time to time.
Mr Finn — Usually at the same time.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I pick up Mr Finn’s
interjection. There is a race day, I think it is a Friday,
when they have racing, pacing and chasing all running
on the same day. There is a race every few minutes, and
it is a great day down at Cranbourne. I commend the
work of Ann-Marie Hermans, the Liberal candidate
down in Cranbourne, who is doing a fantastic job
representing her community down there.
We cast our mind forward to the following Thursday,
which is Moe Cup Day, which is also a terrific day of
regional racing, to be followed on the Saturday by the
Caulfield Cup over 2400 metres, the same day as the
Avoca Cup on 20 October. Casting my mind forward to
the Caulfield Cup, I do not think punters can go much
past the five-year-old gelding Kings Will Dream,
trained by Darren Weir. I suspect the shadow Minister
for Racing, Tim Bull, has a very strong interest in how
Kings Will Dream will race that day, as I think it will
go past Avilius to win the Caulfield Cup. The day after
the Caulfield Cup is the great Horsham Cup Day. It is a
fantastic regional track, and a number of locals come
out in western Victoria to celebrate that day on Sunday,
21 October.
Wednesday, 24 October, is always a good indicator for
the balance of the Spring Racing Carnival, and I know
it is very much of interest to you, Acting President
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Morris, and to Mr Ramsay. It is Geelong Cup Day on
Wednesday, 24 October, to be followed of course on
the Friday night by the Manikato Stakes, the group 1
race at Moonee Valley Racecourse. That backs up on
the following day with the greatest weight-for-age race
in the world, the 2018 Cox Plate, run over 2040 metres.
If you are having a look at it, punters, I have to say you
are not going to go past the seven-year-old mare Winx,
who has won 27 races in a row, 20 group 1 races and I
think around $19 million for its connections. Given
Winx has won the 2015 Cox Plate, the 2016 Cox Plate
and the 2017 Cox Plate, at $1.01 it is probably going to
win the 2018 Cox Plate as well.
Mr Finn — It’s the Richmond of racing.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Mr Finn interjects that it is
close to the Richmond of racing. If only Richmond was
as good as Winx, I have to say. If only they were that
good. I think Winx will get past two great horses in
Grunt and Humidor to back up with its fourth Cox Plate
in a row, but it will be a great day’s racing. It is the same
day the St Arnaud Cup is held as well, so for regional
Victorians it is a good day. If you cannot get down to
Moonee Valley, get down to the St Arnaud Cup.
Of course everybody knows this, but if you have had a
good day at Moonee Valley for the Cox Plate, the
following day go straight down the highway to Sale for
the Sale Cup Day on Sunday. The following
Wednesday, 31 October, I know is of interest to
Ms Lovell and Mr O’Sullivan. It is Bendigo Cup Day.
It is a great track, Bendigo. It is well looked after and
well presented. After Bendigo Cup Day, if you have
still got some money in your pocket, you head to
Flemington for Derby Day. It is the same day as the
Wycheproof Cup and the Mortlake Cup. You might
have a bit of a sense, Acting President, that I know
something about following the races.
Of course the Sunday after Derby Day the Melbourne
Racing Club presents the Mornington track really well
for Mornington Cup Day, which is followed by the first
Tuesday in November. The first Tuesday in November,
as Ms Patten rightly pointed out, is a public holiday in
Melbourne — other places around regional Victoria can
choose their holidays to coincide with special days
themselves — for Melbourne Cup Day. Once again the
Flemington Racecourse headquarters will be well
presented for a great Cup Day. I am loath to give my
tips on the Melbourne Cup just at this time, because it is
a wide field and we are not quite down to final —
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — I have not got the strength,
Mr Finn, of the accurate one, Bill Collins. I do not have
that, but if you want to give me a ring before
Melbourne Cup Day, I will give you a bit of a tip.
The day after Melbourne Cup Day, the following day,
is Kyneton Cup Day. It is a great race day, Kyneton
Cup Day, and it is followed on the Thursday by Oaks
Day, one of the most beautiful days of racing out at
headquarters on Thursday, 8 October. It is followed by
Stakes Day on 10 November.
If we cast our minds forward beyond 10 November and
these races I have outlined to you, there is the Ballarat
Cup Day. I know it is very interesting to you, Acting
President Morris. Ballarat Cup Day is on 24 November.
There might be something else happening in Victoria
on 24 November, and you could be quite busy. I have
to say that I will not get to Ballarat Cup Day. I will
certainly be following it from a polling booth I will be
visiting that day, because we could all be a little busy
on 24 November. If you want my tip for 24 November,
it is Matthew Guy by a streak. If you want to really put
a good bet on that, it will be by the length of the
straight.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition will not be opposing
this point-of-consumption tax bill today. For the Spring
Racing Carnival right through to 24 November, when
they meet the judge at Ballarat and they meet the
electoral commission on that night at 6.00 p.m., I wish
everybody good punting, I wish everybody good fun
and I wish everybody an enjoyable carnival and happy
racing.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (16:16) — I rise
to speak on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. I am a bit perplexed,
I have to say. I was discussing this with a colleague a
little earlier today. We were discussing how this was
actually introducing a new tax on Victorians, to which
she said to me, ‘But it’s a good tax’. Now, I have to ask
the question: is there any such thing as a good tax,
particularly a new tax? As we know, the Premier of the
state, on the day before the last election — his last day
as opposition leader — was interviewed out the front
here on the steps of Parliament. We are all very familiar
with the scenario. He was being interviewed by Peter
Mitchell on Channel 7 news. We are all very familiar
with Peter Mitchell as well, and Jane Bunn. She does a
marvellous job on Channel 7 news, I have to say.
Mr Ondarchie — Why?
Mr FINN — She does; I think she is good.
Mr Mitchell asked our future Premier at that time, ‘Can

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

you guarantee that there will be no new taxes or
increased taxes under your government?’, to which
Mr Andrews looked down the barrel of the camera and
said solemnly, ‘I can promise that to every Victorian’.
Ms Fitzherbert interjected.
Mr FINN — I want to take up the interjection from
Ms Fitzherbert, because she makes a very good point.
She said, ‘He lied’. Yes, he did. He did not just lie, he
lied to every Victorian. He took it upon himself to
mislead every Victorian voter. They went to the polls
under the impression that he would not introduce any
new taxes or that he would not increase any taxes. Of
course they were acting under a false impression that
had been deliberately given to them by somebody who
has a fair bit of trouble with the truth, let us be honest.
This government, the Andrews government, has shown
itself to be fairly free and easy with the truth, and it has
shown itself to be very, very unfamiliar with doing the
right thing. We have seen that in the red shirts rorts
affair and we have seen that on a number of occasions
where they have gone out of their way to rip off
Victorians. Well, they are at it again.
This legislation is, again, a part of the great Labor lie of
2014. I see Mr Gepp over there, and Mr Gepp has
probably got a bit of interest in this legislation, because
he may have had a dollar or two on the Tigers
tomorrow night, and that would be a fair and reasonable
thing.
Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr FINN — I think it is about $1.05 or something; I
do not know what it is. Mr Gepp may well have a dollar
on the Tigers tomorrow night, so he may well have an
interest in this particular matter. The fact of the matter
is this legislation is a part of the great Andrews lie of
2014 that is still affecting us in 2018 and beyond —
although I have to say I am looking forward to the Guy
government repealing some of the legislation that has
gone through since 2014. I am very much looking
forward to that. If I was to ask for a job in the Guy
government, it would be one with a red biro. I would
just sit down and put red lines through copious
documents — in fact there is a fair chance I would put
red lines through 80 000 documents. That is an
interesting number. There is another example of the
Andrews government doing over Victorians.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — ‘Whatever it takes’ — Richo said that,
didn’t he? Graham Richardson said, ‘Whatever it
takes’. It was a different faction but the same attitude:
the end justifies the means. As long as they stay on top
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and as long as they win they reckon they can do
whatever they like — as long as they get away with it.
On this occasion they have not gotten away with it. It is
a bit like a thief that is caught in the act or a bank
robber that robs a bank next to a police station or
something. That is what this government has done. It is
not very bright and it is not very clever, but it has
unfortunately been successful in robbing the people of
Victoria blind on a number of occasions. And here we
have this legislation today, as I say, that is a further part
of the broken promise that Daniel Andrews fed the
people of Victoria before the last election.
I can only say to the people of Victoria that they should
remember that promise about no new taxes and no
increased taxes; they should remember that before they
vote in November this year. They should remember
that, and they should also remember that this bloke, this
Premier of Victoria, cannot be trusted. You cannot
believe a word he says. You cannot trust him. I think
that whether people vote early or on 24 November or
even with a postal vote, if they fill out their ballot paper
with that attitude they cannot go wrong. If they go there
with the knowledge that Daniel Andrews cannot be
trusted and cannot be believed, then they probably will
not go too far astray.
It has to be said that Aussies love a bet. It is a part —
Mr Gepp — Labor is $1.68.
Mr FINN — Is it $1.68? Really? Okay. Well, keep
putting the money on.
Mr Gepp — For the coalition, $2.20.
Mr FINN — I am glad that Mr Gepp is throwing
odds around over there. I remember back to 1999 and
that infamous election campaign when Jeff Kennett was
unbackable; you could not put money on him. He was
in fact such a popular Premier that you could not find
anybody anywhere who would suggest that he would
lose. In fact in my own seat — it was then the
Assembly seat of Tullamarine — the polls showed that
I was double digits in front.
Mr Gepp — What happened, Tiger?
Mr FINN — That is very good question, and I think
there are still a lot of people asking what happened. I
make that point to illustrate that just because you might
be looking good in the polls or in the odds, it does not
mean you are home — not at all. If you want to go back
even further to 1972, which was my first grand final —
I was 11 years of age and I went to my first grand final
between Richmond and Carlton — Richmond at that
point was unbackable. We had beaten Carlton three
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times that year and we were going very, very nicely
indeed. We went into the grand final, we were beaten
by about five or six goals from memory and we did not
get a look in all day. You just cannot worry about odds
or anything like that, Mr Gepp. Mr Gepp should not
worry about that, because things happen and things can
change dramatically.
Mr Morris — Events can happen.
Mr FINN — Events can happen. Indeed, it may
well be that a number of ministers of the Crown, maybe
the Premier, might get the knock on the door and be
handed a questionnaire. I do not know whether it would
be by a police officer or a process server, but whoever it
is, they might be forced to fill in a questionnaire
declaring whether they are crooks or not. If that were to
happen and charges were to be laid, for example, that
would change the odds as to who is going to win the
next election enormously. I think we all understand
that.
Mr Gepp — Take us back to 1999.
Mr FINN — I am sorry, I cannot go back any
further. I would love to go back to 1967, but I cannot
remember it. I have seen that tremendous mark from
Royce Hart many times, but I cannot actually
remember it myself.
As I said, you could not get money on the former
Premier, but he still lost, and that just illustrates what I
have said: ‘Do not go the early crow’. As I said to a
number of my friends from Adelaide last year, ‘Do not
go the early crow’. We know what happens to crows
when they do that. They are stuffed; that is basically it.
I am not a huge gambler, it has to be said. I do not mind
a bet from time to time. In fact I think it is not a bad
thing at all, if people like a bet. That is not a bad thing
as long as you can control yourself, you know how
much you are betting and you can do it responsibly. I
do not see anything wrong with people having a bet at
all. I have to say that my day at the races, as rare as that
might be, is more about the social side. One of my
favourite racecourses is Flemington, which is just
across the road — just across the river in fact — from
my electorate —
Mr Ondarchie — In my electorate.
Mr FINN — In Mr Ondarchie’s electorate, yes, but
just over the river from mine. There is a spot there that I
am very fond of. It is called the Champagne Bar. I have
spent many a pleasant Melbourne Cup Day there.
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Mr Gepp interjected.
Mr FINN — No, don’t be silly. I go out and I visit
the bookies. They take my money off me, and I never
see it again. That is my day at the races, but you go
there with a certain amount of money that you are
prepared to lose. If you happen to win, you know that it
is nothing short of a miracle, but it is a bonus, and that
is a very good thing. It is very much a part of the Aussie
ethos — a day at the races with a couple of bets. Of
course racing, as we know, is a huge contributor to the
Victorian economy and indeed to the Australian
economy, but particularly to the Victorian economy. It
is a huge money-spinner for the government but also
for private businesses — for hotels, for restaurants, for
hire-car companies, for taxis or Ubers I suppose these
days — and a whole range of people really live off the
sheep’s back when it comes to racing.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — Indeed, the horse’s back, thank you,
Mr Morris. When it comes to the racing industry, they
make a good deal out of that — and good luck to them.
To get back to this legislation, which introduces a new
tax, I go back to the point that I made right at the very
beginning about the suggestion that this a good tax. My
view is very strongly that there is no such thing as a
good tax, and the tax in this bill is most certainly not a
good tax.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (16:31) — It is a
pleasure to rise after Mr Finn, and I might start where
Mr Finn left off. I can recall when this particular
legislation was introduced and Mr Pallas, the Treasurer,
was outside 1 Treasury Place, and he was about to
announce this new tax. I thought to myself, how is the
Treasurer going to spin this? How is he going to spin it
in not calling it a tax, because his boss, the Premier, had
before the election said there were going to be no new
taxes introduced under his government. I thought, how
is he going to get his way around this and say that this
is not a new tax? Then what I saw was that he did not
try to spin it. He just came out and said, ‘We’re going
to introduce a new tax’. I thought, how brazen a
Treasurer to come out and introduce a new tax after his
boss, the Premier, had said there would be no new taxes
under a government that he led.
I was just reading from an ABC News online report
earlier which says:
Mr Pallas said the tax was designed to collect funds the online
bookies should be paying and to ensure the harm of problem
gambling was addressed.
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Then Mr Pallas is quoted as having said:
We’ve got a situation at the moment where online gaming
operators are effectively avoiding tax, they don’t pay a cent of
tax.

I suppose it just goes to show how brazen this
government is in breaking its election commitments,
whether it is to not introduce drug injecting rooms,
whether it is the introduction of new taxes or whether it
is the many other broken promises that this government
has committed in the four long, painful years it has
inflicted upon the Victorian people.
It is clear that racing is something that is close to very
many people’s hearts, and I certainly have very fond
memories of attending many a racetrack across
particularly western Victoria, with my grandfather and
uncles primarily. I think one of the greatest lessons that
my grandfather gave me while attending a racetrack
was when we were walking through the car park. We
were looking at the very many nice cars — the BMWs,
the Mercedes and the like — and I said to my
grandfather, ‘Wow, there must be a lot of lucky punters
who attend the races’. He said, ‘No, son, they are the
bookies’ cars’.

5184

polling booth placed at Dowling Forest at the Ballarat
races. I am not sure how we are going to go with that,
but if there were to be a polling booth at the Ballarat
Cup, I can assure you I would be manning it all day. I
am not sure that is going to happen, but I certainly do
congratulate Lachie McKenzie for the work that he is
doing at the Ballarat Turf Club.
It is a massive part of the Ballarat economy, the Ballarat
Turf Club, and it has got the very famous uphill track,
and it will also have a synthetic track that we are hoping
will be going into the Ballarat Racecourse very soon.
There has been a huge amount of success bred out of
the Ballarat Racecourse, particularly of late. One has of
course been one D. K. Weir, who has done a
phenomenal job in coming from up in the country down
to Ballarat. I can remember being at his stables in the
first six months or so after he came to Ballarat, and can
I tell you the stables look markedly different now to
when he was first there.
One of the most unlucky runs in horseracing of late was
when She’s Archie came second to a horse in the
Melbourne Cup. The horse that won that particular race
may be known to a few people as Makybe Diva, and
Makybe did go on and do some fairly significant things.
From memory I think She’s Archie did win a group 1 in
Adelaide, maybe at the Oaks, but She’s Archie could
have got across the line there.

I think it is a fair indication that it is not the average
punter that generally does very well. It is the bookies
who do exceptionally well, but the punters certainly
enjoy it while they are there and are having a good
time. It is certainly a lot of fun when you are at the
races, such as the Warrnambool May races, which is a
fabulous race carnival. Unfortunately I could not get
down to the May carnival this year, as it is a rather busy
year going on this year, but certainly in previous years I
have been very well looked after by the member for
South-West Coast, Roma Britnell, and the
Warrnambool Racing Club, which does an excellent
job in putting on the May carnival; Warrnambool is
absolutely pumping during the May carnival. I know
that you, Acting President Ramsay, get down there to
the May carnival on the odd occasion and enjoy
chatting with the local trainers and the local horse
owners down there who have a wow of a time during
that particular carnival.

Mr MORRIS — Yes, three cups in a row,
absolutely. I certainly recognise that Darren Weir has
done a phenomenal job in developing his stable, which
has done huge things for the Ballarat economy. It is not
just Darren Weir who has seen the Ballarat Racecourse
as a great place to train their horses; Matt Cumani, a
British trainer, has certainly set up his operations there,
along with his sister, Francesca, who is quite well
known to those who watch the coverage of horseracing.
Matt and Francesca are certainly doing great things to
lift the profile of Ballarat racing and all that is good
there as well.

There is a point of conjecture I suppose about the racing
calendar for this year, and it was touched on by
Mr Ondarchie with regard to the date of the Ballarat
Cup, being 24 November. I must say that the Ballarat
Cup is one of my very favourite days of the year, but
can I say I think it is only going to be beaten this year
by the fact that Matthew Guy is going to become
Premier of the state on 24 November. I have been in
discussions with Lachie McKenzie, the CEO of the
Ballarat Turf Club, to try and encourage him to have a

We do know that this particular bill, the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, does seek to amend the Gambling Regulation Act
2003 and the Taxation Administration Act 1997 to
replace existing tax arrangements for wagering and
betting with a point-of-consumption tax. I certainly
recognise that betting and gambling is a difficult issue
for some, because unfortunately there are some who do
choose whatever form of gambling it is. It could be
poker machines, it could be Tattslotto, it could be the

Mr Finn — Wasn’t it three Melbourne Cups,
Makybe Diva?
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horses, it could be the trots or indeed it could be the
dishlickers as well.
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Mr MORRIS — The trots, indeed,
Mr Rich-Phillips, the many trots that are about. In
particular I think Ballarat is punching above its weight
not only with the Ballarat Turf Club but with the
Ballarat and District Harness Racing Club there. I was
fortunate to attend a race meet there recently with Peter
Walsh, the Leader of The National Party in the other
place. We were there in the committee room having
discussions with the trotting club about its wants for
investments there, because it is a great facility that does
very good things to support the local community. Many
groups hold fundraising events there.
From recollection I think Samuel Johnson was there
with his Love Your Sister campaign, when he was
travelling around on his unicycle for quite a while. He
was there raising significant funds, and from memory
there was well in excess of $100 000 raised on that
night for a very important charity. It is a great club, the
Ballarat and District Trotting Club, but it has got some
ageing facilities that do need to be invested in. So that is
something we are certainly looking forward to working
through with them on, but the whole club there is doing
exceptionally well, and if we have that investment I
think they could do quite well.
Just next door to the Ballarat trotting club there at
Morshead Park are the dishlickers, the greyhounds. I
have only been to one greyhound meet. Can I tell you it
was a very educational experience. It was excellent. I
remember we were at the Golf House Hotel. We saw
that the dishlickers were on, and we thought, ‘Why sit
here when we can go over there and have a look at
them?’, so we did, and I can tell you I certainly learned
a lot that night. It is an important industry, and I think
we can learn a lesson from our cousins to the north in
New South Wales with what happened with greyhound
racing there. I think it is a very important lesson that
was learned and we should be supporting all of our
codes, whether it be the trots, the thoroughbreds or
indeed the greyhound racing as well.
That brings me to an element of thoroughbred racing,
being jumps racing. Jumps racing is something that we
know would certainly be under threat if those opposite
were re-elected, because we know the only way they
are going to be re-elected is in coalition with the
Greens. There are some people in the government who
support jumps racing. I certainly give credit to the
current Minister for Racing, Martin Pakula. Every
opportunity he gets to support jumps racing he does so.
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However, if they were to come into coalition with the
Greens he would be ridden roughshod over and —
Mr Finn — Sue Pennicuik, Minister for Racing!
Mr MORRIS — Absolutely. Imagine if
Ms Pennicuik got her hands on the racing portfolio — it
would be absolutely decimated. There would be
nothing left. We do need to support jumps racing. I
certainly acknowledge that significant work has been
done by the industry to ensure that jumps racing is safer
now than ever before — not just for the horses but also
for the jockeys and others as well. I think we can all
recall the incident that happened a number of years ago
at Warrnambool when a horse managed to find its way
off the track and to where it should not have been. But
significant work has been done there to ensure that
those types of incidents do not occur into the future.
Mr Finn — What happened?
Mr MORRIS — A horse ended up outside of the
track, jumped the fence and just kept on going.
Mr Finn — Did they catch it eventually?
Mr MORRIS — Yes, they did catch it
eventually — I think about Port Fairy they caught it. It
was not an ideal scenario. We want to see racing be
safe, and can I tell you it is scary at times standing near
the fence at the races when 600-kilogram or
700-kilogram animals come flying past.
Mr Finn — Then you see the horses.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed. So full credit to those
jockeys because they are very, very brave individuals.
They place themselves on flighty thoroughbred
racehorses, and they are never quite sure exactly what is
going to happen. I like racehorses. I like them at a
distance and I like them when I have got a ticket in my
hand, preferably with my name on the horse with a ‘1’
next to it. Having said that, I certainly give full credit
not just to the jockeys but to the strappers and trainers,
because it can be quite a dangerous industry and horses
can at times be flighty, so I certainly recognise their
efforts in that regard.
This particular bill introduces a new 8 per cent
point-of-consumption, or POC, tax on net wagering
revenue arising from bets and wagers placed by
consumers in Victoria, and it replaces the 7.6 per cent
tote tax, the 4.38 per cent fixed odds tax and the
10.91 per cent simulated racing trackside tax. I have
never really understood the trackside tax. I would much
rather back a horse in Sha Tin —
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Mr Finn — Where?
Mr MORRIS — Hong Kong — than be involved in
a fake horse race. I have never quite understood it.
Others might be able to explain it to me, but I have
never —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, the fake horses trackside — I
have never quite understood it. The 10 per cent betting
exchange commission tax will also become 8 per cent.
We are going to have a flat rate of tax. As Mr Finn said,
and I certainly concur, good taxes are very few and far
between. I suppose it is a good thing if you can simplify
a tax to make it easy to understand, but good taxes are
very few and far between.
Under current legislation operators pay wagering taxes
based upon the place where the operator is located, not
the place where the services are provided. Victorian
wagering and betting licence holders, such as Tabcorp,
are taxed under this framework, while other
bookmakers, which tend to locate themselves in the
Northern Territory — I suppose because of the
weather — pay no Victorian tax.
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Kennett in 1999 is not going to repeat itself and
Richmond do not fall over by 2 points.
Mr Finn — What were we again?
Mr MELHEM — Richmond is $1.38; Collingwood
is $3.15.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Mr Melhem, through the chair, if you do not mind.
Mr MELHEM — Absolutely, Acting President. I
will pay attention and I will go through you. The bill
talks about closing some loopholes which currently
exist in the Victorian legislation in relation to people
based in Victoria who are wagering. They are
customers based in Victoria but they do their betting
using companies online, which may be located in
different states. Let us call it what it is: Victoria is
missing out on income as a result of this. That sort of
wagering does exist in the other states, and hence an
extensive consultation process has been put in place by
the minister and the government in the last couple of
years, whether it has been consultation with the racing
industry or consultation with various other
stakeholders, to try to come up with a system to close
that loophole. That is how the 8 per cent came about.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, indeed; a very good spot.
Under this bill all providers of betting and wagering
services to Victorians will be taxed at an equal rate.
Other states have introduced, or are at least proposing
to introduce, a point-of-consumption tax, and there are
differing rates among the other states: South Australia
has 10 per cent along with Queensland, New South
Wales has 10 per cent and the Australian Capital
Territory has a 15 per cent point-of-consumption tax.
I have just about run out of time. Where did that
15 minutes go? I will conclude there.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (16:47) — I
also rise to speak on the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill 2018. I have
been sitting here listening to Mr Finn talking about
various bets, including one in 1999. Mr Gepp was
talking about the 2018 election odds: the Andrews
Labor government is $1.66 and the Liberal coalition is
$2.20. But then I looked at something else for
tomorrow night, Mr Finn. You made reference to how
wrong the bookmakers were in 1999 with their odds for
Jeff Kennett and how he finished up losing. I am
feeling a bit concerned for your wellbeing and also for
that of Mr Gepp because you are both in the same camp
tomorrow night. The odds are: Richmond at $1.38 and
Collingwood at $3.15. I hope your theory about Jeff

There has been some argument about whether we adopt
the South Australian model or the Northern Territory
model in relation to how much we should charge. We
can go backwards and forwards about whether 8 per
cent is the right amount, but I believe it is the right
amount.
That is why that has now been proposed in this bill as
the tax to be charged to customers who are based in
Victoria placing bets with agencies that are actually
operating in other jurisdictions. Unfortunately it will
not be able to catch the people who are wagering
internationally, because we cannot reach that far. Also,
we understand that people wagering for companies or
organisations that are based offshore should not be
wagering or placing bets in Australia, as they would be
in breach of federal laws.
The Victorian point-of-consumption tax — that is what
it is called — on wagering and betting will regulate and
replace the current place of supply, which I talked about
earlier. We are missing out on close to $30 million of
potential income every year and probably more. That
will be determined by the location of the customer
rather than where the wagering and the betting entity is
located or licensed. Again, why should South Australia
and Northern Territory be benefiting out of Victorian
taxpayers money? Instead we believe that if the
customers are based in Victoria, and they are placing

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

the bets, then the Victorian taxpayer should be
benefiting from that. The tax will apply at the rate of
8 per cent, as I said earlier, and will be derived from
wagering and betting entities and from wagering and
betting activities of customers located in Victoria. An
annual tax-free threshold of $1 million of net wager
revenue will apply equally to all wagering and betting
entities or entities grouped for the purpose of the tax.
My understanding is that, if the bill passes through the
Parliament today, it should take effect on 1 January
2019. As a result of that, the tax threshold will be
reduced to $500 000 as it will be half of the financial
year.
People will say, ‘Well, why are we bothering to do
this?’. I think it is important to note that currently
Victorians spend approximately $1.2 billion annually
wagering and betting on thoroughbred and greyhound
racing, sports and other events. Increasingly wagering
and betting are being conducted with online corporate
bookmakers licensed outside of Victoria that are not
captured by the current Victorian wagering and betting
taxation framework. That is a lot of money we are
talking about. This reform will ensure that all wagering
and betting by customers in Victoria, whether online or
in person, will be captured by the Victorian wagering
and taxation system.
As I said earlier, there has been wide consultation in
relation to introducing this bill. In fact in August 2016
the Victorian government released a consultation paper
seeking views on policy design considerations and
potential industry and customer impact of a
point-of-consumption tax. A number of submissions
were received in response to that consultation paper,
and they have informed the tax design. The bill has not
just been drummed up in the Treasury office. We have
spoken to a lot of stakeholders. The government and the
Department of Treasury and Finance have also met
with a number of stakeholders, including Responsible
Wagering Australia, the Victorian Bookmakers
Association, Tabcorp and the current wagering and
betting licence-holder. It has been a very extensive
consultation process to capture the views of all the
stakeholders in the industry to make sure we get it right.
Part of the proposed legislation is that some of the
income collected from the 8 per cent wagering
point-of-consumption tax will be put back into general
revenue. A lot of that will be put into hospitals, into
building schools and into other infrastructure projects
which the government has been doing. There has been
massive investment in infrastructure projects, whether it
has been health, education, public transport — you
name it — over the last four years. Every bit of money
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we can find we have been investing back into these
infrastructure projects. I note the other side have been
harping on about Premier Daniel Andrews saying,
‘There won’t be any new taxes should I become
Premier’ et cetera, but they forget one thing —
Mr Finn — That he can’t tell the truth to save
himself?
Mr MELHEM — Let me tell you, he is the most
truthful Premier this state has ever seen. Let me tell
you, one thing Premier Andrews will be known for is
that he does what he says he will do. He does exactly
what he says he is going to do. Some people may not
like some of the stuff he does, but let me tell you,
people say to me in the street, ‘At least when he says
he’s going to do something, he goes and does it’. He
does not, unlike your leaders —
Mr Finn interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Finn!
Mr MELHEM — He does not flip back and
forward like your previous leaders. He said he was
going to rip up the contract for the east–west link, and
he did it, so it was no surprise. Instead you went and did
a side letter, which cost us a lot of money. You knew it
was not going to go ahead. He said he was going to
deliver on level crossing removals; 27 of them are
already done and the other 23 are on the way. He said
he was going to invest in infrastructure projects, and he
did one after the other and so forth. One thing you can
accuse this Premier of is honesty, along with integrity
and delivering on what he says he is going to deliver.
He is the one who gets things done. That is what he has
been doing over the last four years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Guess what, Mr Finn, if you are
a wagerer and you want to waste your money —
Mr Gepp — 1999, a ‘Brackslide’.
Mr MELHEM — 1999, but let us look at the
current odds — $1.66. If you want to waste your
money on Mr Guy, be my guest. You can bet that he is
going to be the next Premier of Victoria, but let me give
you the mail. It will not happen. Daniel Andrews will
continue to be the Premier of Victoria come
24 November because he is the man who delivered
everything he said he was going to deliver, and he will
continue with that approach. I know which side I would
rather be on; I would rather be on his side than
Mr Guy’s side.
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Ms Pennicuik — Take your time.
Mr MELHEM — I am taking my time. I have got
4 minutes.
Mr Gepp — Go back to the ‘Brackslide’.
Mr MELHEM — Again? You reckon?
Mr Gepp — 1999, what a great year.
Mr MELHEM — It was a great year. As I said,
talking about new taxes and old taxes, if Victorians are
already paying tax on wagering but their money is
taken by the other states, why would we continue to do
that? It should be paid back to the state in which the
wagering was made. If I live in Victoria, instead of my
percentage going to South Australia, I would like to
keep it in Victoria, thank you very much. If you want to
call that a new tax and you would rather give that
money to South Australia, Northern Territory and New
South Wales, well, that is a foolish thing to do.
We do not apologise for wanting Victorians to get what
they are entitled to get. This bill will deliver that. If a
customer based in Victoria wagers with a company
based in South Australia or Northern Territory — and
Northern Territory has become a huge place for
business in wagering and online wagering because it
has attracted a lot of these companies due to its taxation
system — who is missing out? Victorian taxpayers are
missing out. This bill will at least level the playing field
a bit to make sure we get our fair share so that we can
put some of that money back into the services that
Victorians need, like health, education and trying to
assist people to get help for their gambling habits and
into gambling rehabilitation. That money will go back
in.
I reckon that putting taxes on gambling is probably not
a bad thing — it is a good thing, because you want a
disincentive for people to gamble. I do not want to see
gambling grow in this state; I do not think that anyone
does. But the fact is that Victorians spend about
$1.2 billion a year on gambling, and putting on an extra
8 per cent could in a way be a disincentive for someone
to gamble. If they use that money to buy stuff for their
kids, that is great. We do not want the 8 per cent. We do
not want their gambling money, but when they do
gamble, we will take 8 per cent.
I would rather that the amount of money that is being
generated by gambling went backwards and was
reducing instead of increasing. I would rather see
Victorians gamble less, not more. I think we all would.
But the fact is that we are always going to have
gambling. Gambling has existed for as long as the
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human race has existed on this planet, and it will
probably continue forever. Therefore we might as well
take the 8 per cent tax and generate some revenue,
instead of the other states getting the revenue, and
invest that back into Victoria, into our infrastructure
projects, including hospitals, education and so forth.
I know the opposition have said they will be supporting
the bill, and I think the other parties will be supporting
it as well, perhaps with some debate in the committee
about some amendments. Nonetheless, they have spent
an hour and half rubbishing the bill and the initiatives
put forward by the government. I hope they will be true
to their word and pass this bill today so we can get on
with it and get it implemented as of 1 January 2019.
With those comments, I commend the bill to the house
and wish it a speedy and safe passage.
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:01) — I am pleased to be able to speak briefly on
the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and
Betting) Bill 2018. I do not plan to regale the chamber
with accounts of my previous visits to race days; it is
probably best they stay safe in my memory rather than
being repeated in this place. Much as I have been
interested in hearing the accounts given by others, I
think it is best that mine stay quite private.
I want to start by speaking about a celebration of racing
that was held in this place earlier this week, on Tuesday
night, when I think many of us in this room joined the
industry upstairs in Federation Room to celebrate the
Spring Racing Carnival. The good silverware came out,
quite literally. There were for us to see, touch and be
photographed with the Melbourne Cup, the Cox
Plate —
Mr Finn — I saw you with the Melbourne Cup.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I did have the Melbourne
Cup, with a security man right next to me and a glove
so that I was not tempted to steal it or damage it, not
that I would have done so.
It is reasonable that we have that celebration, because I
think the racing industry brings a huge amount to the
state. It is a great time to be in Melbourne in particular.
Then of course there are all the country meetings as
well, which a number of members have discussed in
intimate and loving detail. It is a great thing for the
state, a great thing for our economy and a great thing
for many rural communities in particular.
So how is the government celebrating only a couple of
days later? By introducing a new tax, because that is
what this government does best —
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Mr Finn — Taxes and lies.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Taxes and lies, as Mr Finn
says. I want to repeat an exchange between the now
Premier and Peter Mitchell the very night before the
election. I might have heard Mr Finn referring to this,
but I think it should be repeated. Peter Mitchell said to
the then opposition leader, ‘Do you promise Victorians
here tonight that you will not increase taxes or
introduce any new taxes?’. He looked down the barrel
of the camera and said, ‘I make that promise, Peter, to
every single Victorian’. We know now that this was
either a dreadful lie or a terrible misunderstanding,
because since then —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — All right. Ms Crozier
corrects me; it is a lie. We have had since then some
12 new taxes, and taxes in Victoria have been raised by
about $4 billion per year, which is massive. It rockets
us to the top of the list as the highest taxing state in the
country. All that has been achieved in just one term. So
in terms of new taxes, we see that brown coal royalties
have been tripled, we have seen the Uber and taxi taxes,
we have seen an increase in stamp duty on new cars, we
have seen a new stamp duty on off-the-plan purchases,
we have seen new annual property valuations, we have
seen a new stamp duty on transfers of properties
between spouses, we have seen a new land tax for
absentee owners, we have seen a new stamp duty for
foreign purchasers and we have seen an increased fire
services levy on property.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — What I might remind
Mr Dalidakis of, taking up his interruptions over there,
is the question that the then opposition leader was
asked, which was: ‘Do you promise Victorians here
tonight that you will not increase taxes or introduce any
new taxes?’. On that basis I think the Premier needs to
cop that one; these are indeed increased taxes or new
taxes.
Just the other day the Treasurer, Tim Pallas, realised, I
think quite wisely, that he should not even attempt the
same high-wire act. When asked he indicated that he
could not promise that there would not be any new
taxes, fees or charges, because the government needs,
in his words, ‘flexibility to adjust’, which is a big fat
euphemism if I have ever heard one, because flexibility
to adjust means new taxes, new fees and new charges.
Based on the government’s performance, I think we
will be seeing more of the same.
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To get onto the tax currently under discussion, the
purpose of the bill is to amend the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 and the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 to replace existing tax arrangements for
wagering and betting with a point-of-consumption tax.
The new tax will capture all wagers and bets as defined
within the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. Provisions
have been made for additional definitions in future
regulations.
I note that the government estimates that the state will
receive around $30 million in additional net revenue in
the first full year of operation, rising to $40 million by
the end of the forward estimates. This does not include
the proportion of the point-of-consumption tax that will
be paid to the Victorian racing industry.
I did miss the start of the racing function the other
night — I believe I was here rather than upstairs at the
function — but I am not sure that this was mentioned in
any great detail in the proceedings upstairs. Maybe we
were politely not mentioning this.
Mr Finn — Don’t mention the war.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Yes, exactly. I was
thinking of exactly that phrase, Mr Finn, but not saying
it.
The government, I understand, has made statements
that the racing industry and each code in the industry
will be no worse off as a result of these changes, yet
there is nothing in the bill that guarantees this will
occur. A significant amount of discretion is given to the
Treasurer to set what proportion of the wagering and
betting tax is provided to the racing industry, and this
can be changed by gazettal. So in a nutshell I think that
is the Andrews government doing what it does best. It
is ending this Parliament with a bit of a focus on tax,
which has been a motif of this government.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I read a list of new taxes
and charges. I have made this clear to you,
Mr Dalidakis, already. Maybe what Ms Mikakos would
say if she were here is that you should listen more
carefully. So please, less talking and more listening,
because I have outlined them.
I understand this bill will probably be going into
committee, so I look forward to some of these issues
being dug into in more detail during the committee
stage.
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(17:09) — At this time of the day I am going to sum up
the second-reading stage of this piece of legislation in
about 5 minutes, and then we will move to dealing with
the valedictory speeches of a number of members of
Parliament. We will then have a break and will come
back and deal with the committee stage of this bill. For
the benefit of the house, I am telegraphing what is
going to happen in the next few minutes.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I understand the whips have
been working hard to make it clear that that is what is
about to happen. We try to enable the Parliament to do
its business effectively, and I am confident that the
Parliament will be able to do that today — at the very
least in relation to this piece of legislation — on the
basis of the contributions that have been made in the
second-reading debate. Even if people actually oppose
gambling or they oppose the racing industry or they
have concerns about the rate of taxation, there has been
sufficient support expressed for the bill that it will most
likely pass when we get to the committee stage.
There may be some amendments moved in relation to
the way in which revenue derived from this taxation bill
may be netted off to provide support to the racing
industry in the form of thoroughbred racing, harness
racing and greyhound racing in the Victorian
community. This is a tax bill that applies to the
gambling industry in Victoria and the way in which
businesses operate, legally, in relation to gambling
activity for those punters who actually place a bet in the
Victorian jurisdiction. Whether they do that in a
physical presence — whether they do that on a course
or whether they do that in a betting venue — or whether
they do it online, it will be covered by this piece of
legislation. There will be a consistent tax rate in relation
to the application of this piece of legislation. It will be
based upon the location of the punter in terms of where
they place the bet.
Does this preclude international online betting
opportunities? Yes, it does, if a business that is applying
to undertake betting activity in Victoria or to enable
Victorian punters to bet using their services does not
have a national registration or a Victorian registration.
Does it mean that there will be appropriate
consideration of the effect that it may have on betting
behaviour in terms of the revenues that have been
derived in terms of the way in which those revenues
may be used to support the racing industry in Victoria?
I know a number of members have indicated that it is a
significant industry, one that employs a large number of
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Victorians in the activities that are associated with the
racing industry. It generates a lot of revenue in terms of
local-based, ongoing, enduring activity and it adds to
our economy through the tourism that occurs, both
intrastate tourism activity that is associated with the
racing industry and tourism that is generated from
national and international tourists who come to Victoria
to participate in the racing industry.
It has a large economic impact on the wellbeing of the
Victorian economy and the Victorian community. I
know that a number of members in their contributions
to this debate have indicated that the estimation is that it
contributes $2.8 billion to the Victorian economy on an
annual basis and employs somewhere in the order of
140 000 people. That industry should not be
underestimated in terms of its significance, both to the
Victorian economy and to the wellbeing of the
Victorian community, in terms of economic activity,
ongoing employment and participation in a sport that
many people love.
Now I know, from what people have said during this
debate, that there is an argument about the contest,
about people’s enthusiasm for the racing industry, but
in fact the racing industry is legal and able to operate in
Victoria — and it makes that contribution. Does it
mean that there should be other considerations in terms
of the effects of gambling on individual citizens who
may not be able to be in control of their gambling
behaviours and that may lead to adverse effects for
them, their families and their loved ones? No, it does
not.
We should actually have commensurate consideration
for those matters; I know my colleague Mr Mulino,
who is about to speak shortly, in the opening remarks to
his contribution to this debate recognised our
significant obligations to be mindful of the effect of
gambling on people whose lives are at risk or have been
potentially ruined by their gambling behaviour. We
have obligations as a society to protect them and to
provide ways of minimising their harm and their risk,
and to provide appropriate support for them into the
future. Those matters are relevant to the activity, but
they are not necessarily relevant to the bill itself. We
will consider those matters in the committee stage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed later this day.
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VALEDICTORY STATEMENTS
The PRESIDENT — Whilst our standing orders do
not specifically offer an opportunity for valedictory
speeches, it has been a practice of this house to afford
retiring members an opportunity to actually reflect on
their time in this place and the contribution that they
have made. Therefore I would, in the first instance,
invite Mr Mulino to make some remarks.

Mr Mulino
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (17:16) — I rise to
give this speech earlier than I had expected, and it is
with mixed feelings that I deliver it. I have greatly
enjoyed my four years in this place and expected to
give a valedictory speech much later in my career.
When I gave my inaugural speech, my daughter left the
chamber in tears. Given that she was five months old,
her reaction was not necessarily a damning indictment
of the content. She is not able to make it today due to
school commitments, which is a sign of how time has
flown, but knowing her tastes well I suspect that she
might have the same impulse today once I started
speaking, despite the intervening passage of time.
Being an MP in one of the world’s longest continuous
Westminster parliaments has been a great privilege. It
has been both the most challenging and the most
rewarding experience of my working life. Eastern
Victoria Region covers a huge swathe of our state east
of Melbourne’s urban fringe. Harriet Shing and I have
divided up this area such that she focused on the eastern
part of the electorate and I focused on the outer-urban
fringe around Pakenham along with the Mornington
Peninsula and the area around Lilydale and Evelyn. My
electorate has experienced great change over the past
four years, including rapid population growth and
transformational economic and social change,
sometimes unexpected and jarring. I am proud that the
government I have been a member of has proactively
responded to all of these challenges.
As a migrant myself, I remain glass half full when it
comes to population growth and am pleased that this
government’s response included the delivery of
infrastructure at an unprecedented rate, including new
schools, health services, kindergartens, roads and public
transport infrastructure. My electorate office has been
extremely hardworking and dedicated in dealing with
these projects and in addition a very diverse set of
challenging constituent issues. I have been very lucky
to work with a team comprised of both the wisdom of
experience and the energy and technological
competence of youth. I would like to thank John, Ian,
Brenda, Jacquie, Pam, Zach and Julia for their
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dedication. Most of this team has been on a journey
together for the entirety of this term, and none of what I
outlined in this speech would have been possible
without them.
In addition to being a local member, I am very grateful
for the opportunity to serve as Parliamentary Secretary
for the Department of Treasury and Finance. Firstly, I
would like to thank the Premier for providing me with
the opportunity to serve in this role. Daniel Andrews
has been a Premier who not only identified the key
challenges facing our community but who has been
willing to take bold decisions and get on with dealing
with them. I have been associated with many
governments as an adviser and a bureaucrat, and none
has matched this government for the pace of project and
policy delivery. I would also like to thank the Treasurer
and the Minister for Finance, both of whom have gone
out of their way to give me the scope to work on a
range of interesting and worthwhile projects.
As parliamentary secretary my principal task was to
support the Treasurer in developing the government’s
budget. Budgets reflect a government’s values and
priorities. I would summarise this government’s
budgets as being focused on social inclusion and
ambitious delivery. The government’s commitments to
social inclusion are reflected in its investment in social
infrastructure in both urban and rural settings, targeting
schools, hospitals and community centres most in need.
The ambition is reflected in, among other things, an
annual infrastructure spend of over $10 billion, around
double the average of the decade before this
government came to power. In addition to being a great
Treasurer, Tim Pallas has been an astute and generous
mentor in my role as parliamentary secretary, and I
hope that we continue to work together on projects in
whatever roles I might have in the future.
I would also like to thank some people who I have
worked with on specific policy projects. I have spent
much of the last three years working with engineering
professionals on an engineers registration scheme.
Engineers remain the only profession in this country
without a mandatory registration scheme. When you
buy a car the person you buy the car from has to be
licensed, yet the engineer who designed the car itself
and the bridge or the road you drive it on does not.
Electricians need to be licensed, as do plumbers, nurses,
doctors, teachers and architects, but some of the people
who arguably have the biggest impacts on public and
worker safety do not, and I am sure I will be in the
public gallery as a citizen cheering that bill on when it
eventually comes to Parliament. I have worked with
many people on this project. Can I single out Chris
Walton, Erik Locke, Glenda Graham and Herve Carlos
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and also thank the team from the Department of
Treasury and Finance, particularly Chris, Petrie and
Anjana.
Another project several years in the making is an
auction for transport services developed by the Centre
for Market Design at Melbourne University and
Caltech. This project could radically improve transport
outcomes across the national disability insurance
scheme and bus transport more generally in our outer
suburbs. Victoria has been chosen as the global test site,
and successful lab trials have already been conducted
according to Victorian conditions. Thanks to
Professor Charles Plott and Gary Stoneham for their
dedication to this project over many years.
Can I also thank the many people involved in the
Community Sports Infrastructure Loans Scheme. This
project is really a community bond in which councils
and community organisations are given access to an
additional funding option on top of government grants
and bank loans. This is critical given the rapidly
growing demand for new and refurbished facilities as a
result of population growth and increasing female
participation. The demand for such an option was
demonstrated last week, with a large number of
applications for over $186 million in loans supporting
over $400 million in projects, with many more in the
wings. I would like to thank Gordon Noble, Ingo
Kumic and representatives of the impact investing
community and the superannuation industry who
helped to design this policy.
I mentioned social procurement in a members statement
this week but would like to add my thanks in this policy
area to social traders, the many social enterprises that
work with government in this area, the many ministers
who have worked on this policy throughout this term
and in particular to Shaun Leane, the government’s
social procurement tsar.
Finally, can I refer to the Geelong city deal, which is a
unique opportunity for Geelong and the broader region
to seize the potential of the emerging industries of the
21st century. The Victorian government has dedicated
over $150 million to this deal, and we are close to
finalising terms across all three levels of government.
Can I thank Jaala Pulford, who has portfolio
responsibility for the major projects falling within this
project, and also Christine Couzens, Lisa Neville and
John Eren, who tirelessly worked with local advocacy
knowledge and support.
People from the other two layers of government with
which this project is also a collaboration deserve
acknowledgement. The mayor of the City of Greater
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Geelong, Cr Bruce Harwood, whose leadership brought
a wide range of local people, interest groups and
organisations onto the same page. Can I also
acknowledge Sarah Henderson, who has shown great
energy throughout this process. Sarah will very shortly
be a political opponent in the federal tumble of debate,
so this may be the last opportunity that I will have for
quite a while to say anything conciliatory. Elaine
Carbines; Rebecca Casson; Jane den Hollander, who
has left a vast legacy during her time at Deakin
University; and Kylie Warne, among many others, also
worked long and hard on this project, along with the
hardworking teams at the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources and Regional
Development Victoria.
Across all of these projects my policy adviser, Simon,
has been a source of advice, ideas and support. Simon
brought great intellectual rigour and a generous spirit
when dealing with many, sometimes tricky,
stakeholders. The projects outlined above would have
been nowhere near as effective without you. Thank you
for a contribution above and beyond the call of duty.
Democracy feels as though it is under siege. That
makes it more important than ever to laud the
contribution of the people who make our Parliament
what it is — the stewards of our democratic process.
Working with the staff of this Parliament has been one
of the highlights of the past four years for me. Many of
the staff of the Parliament have had longer tenures here
than the majority of MPs, and they value the traditions
and importance of this institution and contribute to its
functioning as much as anyone. Thanks to Greg, Chris,
Peter, Patrick, Philip, Jim and Tash, and apologies to
any I have forgotten; thanks to Karen and Jacquie and
their team; and of course thanks to the Hansard team
for correcting my errors and, almost always, keeping a
straight face during my and other members’ more
scandalous assertions.
Thanks to the clerks and the committee staff. I have
worked on a number of committees that have produced
important reports, including the end-of-life choices
report, the report on the lease of the port, the fire
services select committee report and the Privileges
Committee report. Many of these inquiries involved
policy complexity and political controversy. They were
also often processes undertaken to unreasonably tight
deadlines. While MPs often complain about the burden
of attending hearings — and I am certainly one of
those — we sometimes forget that the task of making
comments on a well-prepared and researched draft is
far easier than generating that draft at short notice from
a blank sheet of paper. Could I acknowledge — and
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apologies to those I do not mention — Andrew, Anne,
Lilian, Richard, Patrick, Michael and Keir.
Before leaving the work of committees, I want to
briefly dwell on some people beyond Parliament
associated with two of the major policy debates arising
from committee work that I was involved with. The
debate on the lease of the port took up months of this
Parliament’s time. Many, many people were involved
in this issue, but I want to acknowledge the work of
Donna, who was as instrumental as anyone in shaping
the final outcome. The voluntary assisted dying debate
was another which consumed the Parliament for a
considerable amount of time. It rivals any bill for both
the complexity and the intensity of the debate. I worked
most closely with those opposed but readily
acknowledge the passion and sincerity of people on all
sides of that debate, which cannot be questioned. There
are too many people for me to thank, but can I mention
Christine, Stephen, Brendan, Michael and John in
particular for their selfless contributions over many
months.
Almost finally, you will be pleased to hear, I
acknowledge my parliamentary colleagues. I have
worked with the crossbenchers on four budgets and a
few bills in between. I think it is fair to say that the
crossbench has had a greater influence on this
Parliament than any other, putting issues on the agenda
through committees and private members bills and
having a major impact on the overall tone of this
Parliament. Notwithstanding the challenge of dealing
with the full gamut of legislation with limited
resources, the crossbench has contributed substantially
during this term. To the other major parties — the
coalition and the Greens — despite the fractious nature
of this Parliament at times, it has usually been
enjoyable to work together on committees and
legislation, other than when the opposition is
filibustering!
This has been a challenging Parliament. In part this
probably reflects the increasingly polarised nature of
modern politics. We have dealt with some complex and
challenging matters of policy, including a number of
sensitive matters of conscience. I believe that the
Parliament performed creditably during these times.
There have also been times when the Parliament has
not been at its best. As a participant it is impossible for
me to view some of the more contentious aspects of this
Parliament dispassionately or with appropriate
perspective. I believe that some of the events of the past
four years have stretched — and on some occasions
broken — practices and conventions. I do not want to
dwell on that today. I am sure that, no matter what the
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result is of the coming election a new Parliament will
have an opportunity to draw a line under some of those
matters.
When it comes to my reflections on my time as a
parliamentarian, my lasting impression is a positive
one. As much as members of the public and even
members of this place sometimes recoil at some of our
worst moments, the moments where we cooperate are
actually far more common. Unfortunately this aspect of
Parliament goes almost entirely under the radar, far
from the public’s gaze. We are in an adversarial system,
and I think that is a good thing. Vigorous competition
between different policies leads to better outcomes. We
are meant to represent the many views within our
complex and heterogeneous society. I believe that an
adversarial system is also the best way for Parliament to
provide accountability. I do not believe, as some do,
that our system is inherently flawed or broken. It would
be good to somehow convey more clearly to the
broader community that while our system is adversarial
we do put down the cudgels and work together
constructively much if not most of the time.
Finally, almost, I must give a huge thanks to my
government colleagues. Harriet Shing has been the
other government member for Eastern Victoria Region.
The people of Eastern Victoria could not ask for a more
courageous, intelligent, dedicated and passionate
representative. When I casually mentioned earlier in my
contribution how Harriet and I divided responsibilities
for the region, I did not do justice to how much she
throws herself into representing the communities of the
Latrobe Valley and Gippsland — communities that
have, during the past four years, undergone some of
their most profound challenges for decades. Thank you
for all that you do.
I shared an office with the Honourable Phil Dalidakis
when I first entered Parliament. We share many policy
interests and for most of this term we have shared the
end of the government bench. But I do want to put on
the public record that I outlasted Phil by 10 minutes in
making the longest contribution of the term — 2 hours
and 40 minutes to be precise, and I can see some of
those opposite flinching at the memory of it. I feel some
pride in having personally contributed to a change in
the standing orders to impose time limits on
Wednesdays.
To the whip, thank you for forgiving me when I
invariably forget to prepare my adjournment matter
each week.
While it is rare to acknowledge the other place, could I
mention in particular Lizzie Blandthorn, James Merlino
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and Danny Pearson and my gratitude and debt to them.
To all of my government colleagues, thank you. I have
greatly enjoyed being in the trenches with you over the
past four years, whether defending the government’s
achievements or thwarting an opposition motion. It has
been a privilege to serve with people of such deep and
sincere commitment.
My departure feels premature in many ways and is in
no way a reflection of how I feel about my time in this
place. My choice to move to a different level of
government is motivated by my individual
circumstances and journey. Having spent a decade in
academia and many years as a bureaucrat working on
macro-economic issues, the opportunity to contribute
directly to this area of policy has led to a change of
direction. It is not without a tinge of regret that I leave
unfinished some of the projects that I described earlier.
I started this contribution by referring to Carina and will
return to family to end it. If there is a downside to our
chosen profession that crosses all party lines, it is the
toll that public life can exact on our families. While
some observe that we in the chamber are volunteers and
our families are conscripts, I think it is fair to say that,
regardless as to the starting point, public life invariably
becomes a team effort. To Sarah and Carina, I cannot
express how grateful I am for the way in which you put
up with all of the unexpected events being scheduled in
the diary at the last minute and with me consistently
arriving home a bit later than expected. Thank you —
and I look forward to the next adventure.
Thank you again to everybody in the Victorian
Parliament and beyond who I have worked with. I hope
and expect that my path will cross with many of yours
again soon.
Honourable members applauded.

Mr Ramsay
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (17:34) — I was
going to say it gives me great pleasure to make this
contribution, but it does not. While it is bittersweet,
nevertheless I have had an incredible eight-year ride.
On 21 December 2010 I rose for the first time in this
house. It was a very proud moment for myself and my
family. On that occasion I spoke of many things — I
mused on my past and my hopes for the future. On
reflection, it remains contemporary and many of its
themes remain undiluted in their need.
In December 2010 I spoke of the need for
decentralisation. We are in a state of population growth.
It is demanding of us a response for the present and for
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the future generations. In 1972 the Minister for State
Development and Decentralisation, the
Honourable Murray Byrne, recognised the need to
spotlight our regions and make them beacons of
potential. He called for infrastructure, better
communications, investment by private and public
means, support for the tourism industry and recognition
of towns big and small. He saw potential. He saw what
skilled labour in the right locations can achieve. He saw
what good roads and freight services could achieve. He
saw that every part of Victoria had something to give
Victoria. And all that remains today, but perhaps more
intensely so. If we are to manage and mould our state
into a better place, then it will take all of us to make that
happen and the best of us to make it happen.
Eight years ago I stood here and wondered what the
future in this house would bring. I was given much
advice. Among it were clear suggestions that I would
not be making friends but political acquaintances or
even enemies in this place. I am happy to say that
advice was wrong. This place has enabled friendships
to foster, some obvious and some unexpected, but all of
them a wonderful reflection of what this place can
achieve when we focus on what binds us rather than
what separates us. These friendships extend across
party lines, and I am very sure they will extend into the
future. That is what real friendships do.
Eight years ago the weather also was up to different
tricks. Today we talk about drought and what we can
do to help farmers and regional communities survive a
dry that is threatening to damage pastures, stock and
hope, but in 2010 it was the rain that was doing the
damage — too much of it. Floods were ravaging our
paddocks, waterways, homes and services. I recall that
the first of many, many road trips was to Horsham and
Nhill, where I was unexpectedly grateful for the
physical preparation that years of farming and shearing
shed antics provided. Filling sandbags to stop rising
waters was not what I thought my initial political
efforts would involve.
Beside me, with fewer shearing seasons behind him,
was my Nationals colleague at the time and then fellow
member for Western Victoria Region, David O’Brien.
His legal background perhaps did not prepare him quite
so well for the sandbagging journeys, but we worked
very closely together to help save towns like Horsham.
Despite the hardship and the weary bodies, it remains
an enduring memory of community, of mateship and of
real action in times of need. Those floods could not
have come at a better time for a new member of
Parliament. If I needed a symbol of what hope in
adversity and strength in adversity can achieve, then
those floods stood tall as a potent bastion.
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Eight years ago my office was based in Warrnambool.
It then moved to Ballarat, firstly in temporary lodgings
and then to the location now ably inhabited by my very
good friend and colleague Joshua Morris. Ballarat
introduced me to some wonderful people and a history
so firmly entrenched in this nation’s global birth. It was
born of gold, and today it remains golden for reasons
other than that crafted from the ground. It represents all
of the opportunity and potential this state and this
nation so desperately needed to capture, massage and
forge into this young millennium.

those looking to overcome this methamphetamine
nightmare in our hospitals and recovery facilities.

Like Ballarat, Geelong also holds a powerful key to our
future. My office there provides a pivotal location for a
growing population along our beautiful and developing
coastline. This is a region so extraordinary in its natural
landscape and its raw beauty that it captures a universal
audience with its call to the wild. The potential of this
region is boundless. To have represented it is a really
great honour and so humbling, but I have learnt that if
politics is about anything, it is about people.

The continual emergence of new and obscenely
dangerous drugs onto our streets will ensure that this
Parliament has an enduring role in overcoming the drug
problem in our society. Despite all odds, I believe we
can make change — as we have done with reducing the
rates of smoking and deaths on our roads from
accidents. It was very satisfying to have Ken Lay as
chairman of the National Ice Taskforce acknowledge
the work and worth of the report and the committee as
being a central part of the national response to this drug.

To this end, I thank this institution for the work it
achieves via its many committees. I am grateful to have
played a role in the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee, which I chaired; the Standing Committee
on Economy and Infrastructure; the Environment,
Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee; the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Committee; and the Fire
Services Bill Select Committee. Each of these has
taught me much.
I have become of the view that the parliamentary
committees provide for this house — and by extension
our state — some of the best work and scholarship the
Parliament can offer. The committees bring us the
people, wherever they may be, and they educate us.
They teach us about regional Victoria — about what is
really happening in remote and often distressed parts of
the state which otherwise may not be given their due
attention.
I would like to draw focus to one committee in
particular whose work I am especially proud of. As
chair of the Law Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee I led our team through an inquiry into the
supply and use of methamphetamine in Victoria. It was
often emotionally brutal. The scourge of this drug is
simply frightening. Its impact on the lives of the takers
is destructive. To those hapless and innocent witnesses
of that destruction — mothers, fathers, siblings,
friends — the toll is intensely heavy, sad and
frightening, and in some cases the damage is
irreversible, the innocence lost, lives lost. Yet this
committee bore testament to the extraordinary work of

The committee was able to identify improved security
and emergency design in hospitals and prevention
possibilities, harm reduction possibilities and
rehabilitation possibilities, and also mechanisms to try
and remove and reduce the menace of
methamphetamine in our society. There remains much
to do in this space, in particular crime prevention
through environmental design.

I also take the opportunity to thank Kim Wells and his
work with the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Committee. The
committee did substantial work and only in the last two
weeks delivered a very important report to the
Parliament. The experiences gained on this committee
will stay with me forever. The relationships that were
developed with committee members were genuine, and
I thank the members of the committee for this. The
body of this work under Kim Wells’s leadership was
exceptional. I would also like to take this opportunity to
thank Sandy Cooke, the executive officer of the joint
parliamentary committee. I have worked with Sandy
throughout my eight years, and I thank her for her
professionalism and genuine leadership of the
committee members. Her guidance and consideration
have enabled our best to be achieved. She is rightly
held in high esteem.
One of the most difficult and challenging pieces of
legislation that I was involved in was the Voluntary
Assisted Dying Bill 2017. I thank my colleagues for
allowing me the freedom to follow this bill with my
heart.
My time in this place has encompassed eight years of
contrast. My first four years were in government, the
latter in opposition. In these later years I am so
disappointed to say that this Parliament has borne
witness to an extraordinary period of unrest,
ill-discipline and at times chaotic and disrespectful
debate. These lamentable years should have delivered
so much more, no more so than for the country regions
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of this state, and parochially, may I say, western
Victoria. This house has borne leaders of repute, raised
the flag to accountability and been a torch to the truth
and a stage for democracy. I leave this place hoping
that better will come and that we acquiesce to the
highest ideals. I hope those to come in future
parliaments look to our best for their guide and not to
those who have absconded the lofty tenements of this
place.

Federal Council of Australia from 1939 to 1942 and
played an important role with Sir William Gunn in
shaping the wool industry at that time. I would like to
think he would be very proud of my efforts as president
of the Victorian Farmers Federation prior to my time in
this house and carrying the torch of agripolitics. I hope
they all consider that their beliefs and values have
carried on through my efforts representing the people of
western Victoria. A love of country is what unites us.

In my eight years representing the people of Western
Victoria Region I have travelled hundreds of thousands
of kilometres and met thousands of wonderful people.
Unlike Daniel, I cannot even begin to name even a few
of them. With these people I have travelled through
droughts, through floods and through fire. I have
despaired, I have celebrated, I have reflected on war
heroes. I have gone to bed exhausted and woken to the
excitement and potential of every new day. I have run
for farmer health and the health needs of our children,
cycled for other causes in groups big and small and
slept out for the needs of the homeless. I have walked
busy city streets and alone in vast paddocks. I have
spoken to large groups fighting for their cause. I have
sat across kitchen tables listening to sole voices
pleading to be heard. I have taken all of these
encounters and experiences as a blessing and an
honour.

I want to thank my family — my mother, Gillian, and
my children, Nicola, Tiffany and Andrew, and I am
pleased to say they are all here today; and my brother,
Michael, and sister, Serena, who unfortunately could
not be here, and their partners — for all their support,
particularly during the dark times of separation and the
pain and disillusionment of family law that cripples
your self-worth.

For much of this I thank my family, those present and
those past. To my father, who died of cancer when I
was 17 — his passing reminds me of the need to care
for each other, to remember the importance of family
and, particularly for me, to keep men’s health as a
priority and not as a quiet project for the sidelines.
Before my father, my great-great-grandfather,
Reverend Andrew Ramsay, arrived from Scotland in
January 1847 and settled in Melbourne, as so many did.
In 1850, with three other ministers, he formed the
Synod of the United Presbyterian Church of Victoria.
He was the first minister at Port Phillip of the United
Succession and helped build St Enoch’s church on
Collins Street. But it was my great-grandfather, Robert
Ramsay, who sowed the family seeds in politics. He
was elected to the Legislative Assembly of the
Victorian Parliament in 1870. He served as
Postmaster-General and Minister for Education, and for
a short time in 1880 he also served as Chief Secretary.
One of his most celebrated achievements was
dispatching resources to capture the Ned Kelly
bushranger gang.
My grandfather, Major Robert Ramsay, served in
World War II before becoming active in local
government, most notably as mayor of Colac shire over
successive terms. He also served on the Graziers

I want to thank Marlene, who helped me as a new MP
in Warrnambool; Marita, who has been with me for all
of the eight years; Tracy, who was with me when I
moved to Geelong and who has been a tower of
strength through the hustle and bustle of political life in
an electorate office; Kate, who is always on hand with
the call to help; Suzie, who has recently come on board;
Jamie, who lends a hand part-time; and of course Ian,
Chris, Jono and Connor, who have travelled through the
office over the years. I also wish to thank Ted Baillieu
for giving me the position of chair of the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee and also Matthew Guy
for his provision of the roles of shadow parliamentary
secretary for rural and regional transport and later the
shadow assistant Minister for Agriculture. I think, given
the constraints of the coalition agreement, it is probably
the best I could achieve.
I extend my thanks to the Chair of this house, Bruce
Atkinson, who I believe has shown extraordinary
fairness in his often difficult role. I thank him for his
appointment of me as an Acting Chair for the last eight
years. I have tried to apply those principles of fairness
in my efforts in the chair and hope they have resembled
his. May I also thank the red coats, catering staff,
attendants, security and all staff of the house, who
without fail have shown unfailing helpfulness and
cheery disposition. But it is friendship in this place and
family support that will give me strength to deal with
the now and provide a constructive contribution to life
after politics in another leadership role.
I move to a leader of particular note who has provided
much inspiration to many in this state and nation over
decades: I refer to Sir Robert Menzies, a much-loved
Prime Minister and Liberal leader. In 1958, during the
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federal election of that year, he spoke to a gathering in
Canterbury, where he said:
What Australians want is good and honest government, with
administrators who pursue steadfast policies, encourage
growth, foster individual enterprise, preserve freedom, and
maintain Australia’s place in the world. We have
unquenchable pride in Australia and an unlimited faith in its
future.

I hope in some small way that I have contributed to that
good and honest government; I have certainly tried to
adhere to those ideals. I most certainly concur with
Sir Robert’s belief in the unquenchable pride in our
nation and faith in its future.
To another leader, an American this time, and that
famous line from President John F. Kennedy’s
inaugural speech on 20 January 1961, when he
challenged the American status quo:
Ask not what your country can do for you, ask what you can
do for your country.

That may have come from a nation far away, a time far
removed, but it still resonates here today, it is as
relevant for our nation today, it is as relevant for our
state today. All of us have a role in making Victoria the
best it can be, seeing each other as dignified human
beings, each with the potential for fault and failure and
each with the potential for greatness. Victoria deserves
all our efforts. I hope mine in this house have made
some contribution. I look forward to extending that
elsewhere. The great constant is change, and we all
have the duty to be ready for it.
I thank you, President, I thank all my colleagues from
all sides of the benches, I thank the people of Western
Victoria Region for the honour and privilege of
representing them, and the Liberal Party for giving me
the opportunity to be a member for Western Victoria
Region. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.

Mr Eideh
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) (17:52) — I
want to thank you, President. I delivered my inaugural
speech in the Parliament on 20 December 2006, almost
12 years ago. In my inaugural speech I outlined my
vision for Western Metropolitan Region. I clearly
defined that I wanted to see Western Metropolitan
Region as being a community that is both cohesive and
diverse, where all people have the opportunity to access
a good education, meaningful employment, decent
health and transport services, safety and security, and
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the best environment to develop personal, family and
community harmony.
Over the past 12 years I have had the privilege and the
great opportunity to be part of the Bracks, Brumby and
Andrews Labor governments. I advocated strongly with
my Labor colleagues to ensure that the west gets its fair
share of investments and is not forgotten and left out. I
worked tirelessly together with my Labor colleagues to
ensure that we built the West Gate tunnel, the metro rail
tunnel and the $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital, and removed some of Victoria’s
most dangerous level crossings such as Main Road,
St Albans, and Furlong Road, St Albans.
I am proud to be part of the Bracks, Brumby and
Andrews Labor governments’ record investments in
Melbourne’s west, especially in schools and education,
health, transport systems and other vital community
needs. But as we well know, there is a lot more to be
done and the work is still not completed.
I am honoured to be have been part of the Andrews
Labor government, which rescued TAFE and ensured
that thousands of jobs have been created through local
infrastructure projects. I was delighted by the recent
announcement from the Premier regarding the new
$220 million Building Better TAFEs Fund that will see
facilities and campuses rebuilt around Victoria, making
sure that every community has a great TAFE.
Only Labor governments care and invest for the west. It
has not always been easy for me. Like many people, I
have had challenges along the way. Despite all the
challenges, I continued to work hard to represent the
needs of the residents of Western Metropolitan Region. I
know very well that individuals come and go and that
what matters the most is the legacy we leave behind for
future generations. I sincerely believe that I have given
everything I can to make a positive impact on people’s
lives. I wish to thank the people of Western Metropolitan
Region for electing me and entrusting me to represent
them in the Legislative Council for the past 12 years.
They have given me the opportunity to meet with
individuals who touch people’s lives in many different
ways. I have been able to meet some great people who
have enriched my life. I have personally learned a lot
from them. I look forward to sharing my experiences and
my learnings with the communities of the west and hope
to make positive contributions in a different capacity.
It has been a real honour to have been able to represent
this great region in the Victorian Parliament. It has also
been a great privilege to be the first Syrian-Arab
Australian to be elected to serve in the Victorian
Parliament. I hope that I have been able to open up the
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pathway for other young Syrian-Arab Australians to
enter the Parliament in the future. I leave the Victorian
Parliament knowing that Western Metropolitan Region
is a much better place to live and work in than it was
when I was first elected to Parliament.
I take this opportunity to thank my past and present
parliamentary colleagues. In particular, I wish to
acknowledge and thank you, President, for the support
you have given me during my time here in Parliament
as a member and also as a Deputy President. I highly
respect you, President, for your honesty and integrity.
Also I wish to acknowledge and thank the clerks of the
Parliament, who have given me great assistance and
guidance during my term as a Deputy President. In
particular, to Andrew Young and Anne Sargent, I really
appreciate your support. Thank you.
I also would like to thank all the attendants, the Hansard
staff, the table office staff, the library and research staff,
the catering staff, the security staff and protective services
officers for their hard work and dedicated support.
Further I would like to thank Jacqueline, from my office,
for her assistance and support over the recent months.
I would like to acknowledge and thank a few personal
friends and colleagues. The first of them is my dear
friend and colleague Cesar Melhem, who I have had the
opportunity to work closely with in representing the
needs of Western Metropolitan Region. Together we
have had many discussions and worked tirelessly to
make the west a better place. Cesar, I thank you for
your friendship, camaraderie, support and assistance
and wish you all the very best in continuing to represent
the needs of the west.
I also want to thank my close friend and colleague
Nazih Elasmar. Nazih and I assumed office together
and he has been here for most of my journey in
Parliament. Nazih has been with me ever since the
beginning, has worked tirelessly to support the needs of
his constituents and has strongly represented the needs
of the communities in Northern Metropolitan Region. I
wish Nazih and his family all the very best with their
future endeavours. Thank you, Nazih.
I thank the Leader of the House and Special Minister of
State, the Honourable Gavin Jennings, for his support,
advice and guidance, which greatly assisted me to make
the right decisions during challenging and difficult
times. I wish Gavin all the best for his future, and I
admire the work he has been doing day in, day out for
our great state, Victoria. Thank you, Gavin.
I also want to acknowledge my strong appreciation of
and respect for my close friend Senator the
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Honourable Kim Carr. Senator Carr has provided me
with his unwavering support, and I would like to take
this opportunity to thank him for his guidance and
friendship.
After Parliament I look forward to returning to my
family business, of which I am very proud. I will do my
best to contribute to the growth of the Victorian
economy through my business and also contribute to
our great state of Victoria in many, many other ways.
Everyone here knows of my passion for the Essendon
Football Club, and I look forward to a bigger and better
2019 for the mighty Bombers and also to seeing some
of you at the games next year.
I promise you, my colleagues, that I will not be far from
you all. I will visit Parliament from time to time to refresh
our memories. I have made many friends here, and I
know that those friendships will stand the test of time.
I wish to say a few words about my family. If it was not
for the support of my family, I would not have been
able to achieve what I have achieved in Parliament and
in my life in general. Now I am looking forward to
spending more time with my family and my
eight-year-old daughter, Rihanna.
Finally, I wish Ingrid Stitt, a likely new member for the
Western Metropolitan Region, all the very best. I am
certain she will be an important and valuable team
member for the future Daniel Andrews Labor
government. I sincerely hope that the Andrews Labor
government is returned on 24 November of this year to
give Labor the opportunity to continue to deliver for the
people of Victoria.
Honourable members applauded.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until a day and hour to
be fixed by the President, which time of meeting shall be
notified in writing to each member of the Council.

And I think it is incumbent upon me to indicate to a
number of people in the chamber that that does not
meant it is the end of the day!
Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 6.03 p.m. until 7.09 p.m.
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GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I would like to start, and
possibly ask most of my questions on clause 1, by
taking the minister back to first principles on what we
are implementing this evening with the
point-of-consumption (POC) tax. I understand the
government announced its intention to move to a
point-of-consumption model at the time of last year’s
budget, although it was not incorporated in last year’s
budget. Can the minister first indicate the reasons for
the timing delay, the 18-month delay, between
announcing the intention to go to a
point-of-consumption tax at the time of last year’s
budget and actually getting the legislation to come into
effect from 1 January next year? Why has there been
that period between the budget announcement and the
implementation?
Mr JENNINGS — You will not be surprised to
know that the consultation about and consideration of
various matters, which we might subsequently tease out
in the committee stage, included a determination about
what the appropriate rate of the tax regime should be,
what impact it may be seen to have on the gambling
industry and what impact it may actually have on the
racing industry. As you would probably be aware, there
are a lot of moving parts in terms of people’s
expectations, and sometimes, and possibly it will be
teased out during the course of this committee, they
have not necessarily been the easiest expectations to
harmonise.
On that basis the government have tried to achieve what
we think is the appropriate balance in the way in which
we can structure state revenue matters and give the
commissioner for state revenue the power to be able to
impose a uniform tax rate across different aspects of
betting activity, whether it be on course or online or in a
betting venue, which will provide a reliable, predictable
revenue stream that is not out of kilter in percentage
terms with the current revenue projections that the
industry generates in terms of its taxable revenue base.
Once that was considered we needed to assess what the
impact might be of varying tax rates as an alternative
strategy that may have adverse impacts. That was
assessed in relation to the impact that it may have on
bookmakers or gambling organisations or what impact
it might have on individual elements of the racing
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industry in particular. The government worked through
a combination of the maths: what was seen to be the
economic impact, what was to be the community
impact and ultimately what was the balance that
underpins this piece of legislation.
As you know, legislation does have a time frame under
normal circumstances. I know that some people think
that pieces of legislation can be introduced very
quickly. I note that this week there have been a number
of comments made, and they certainly may play a role,
in relation to the health of the community in relation to
fresh produce, which has been a feature of
consideration in both state and federal jurisdictions.
There might be an imperative that drives pieces of
legislation and how effective they may be and how
enforceable they may be. I know that some of those
may be driven by an urgent imperative.
So whilst this bill has an urgent imperative in terms of
the government’s agenda tonight, we think that we have
struck the right balance. I know that some counter
positions have already been put in the second-reading
debate and will probably be put in committee, but we
think we have got the balance right and that we took the
time to do so.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. In
reflecting on your comments, I think many members of
the chamber appreciate the complexity of the task at
hand and of managing expectations, as we have done in
recent days, to get an outcome and to be mindful, as we
need to continue to be, of that balance to meet the
various expectations which are swirling around us,
some more evident than others. Delving a bit further
into the balance you spoke about — striking the balance
between those competing interests — commentary was
made in the second-reading debate by others in the
chamber comparing the rate at which the
point-of-consumption tax has been struck, noting that
South Australia, Queensland and the ACT have a tax
set at 15 per cent of revenue, New South Wales at
10 per cent and this model will introduce a tax at 8 per
cent. Can you indicate to the committee in a bit more
detail around the considerations of balance how the
Victorian Department of Treasury and Finance, the
Victorian government, landed at 8 per cent versus the
other levels in other jurisdictions. Given some of the
commentary, what would have been the impact on the
racing industry in Victoria had the government decided
to go for a 15 per cent rate, as is common in a number
of other state jurisdictions?
Mr JENNINGS — As a starting point to that can I
say that most of what is considered to be the biggest
area of concern in terms of online betting regimes is
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often seen through the prism of not what are the outliers
in relation to the highest tax rate but in fact the
jurisdictions that have no tax rate at all. The Northern
Territory tax rate as an example is often cited as being a
free entry point to the industry that may not only
adversely impact upon the industry but skew the
interests of the gambling community and the racing
industry across the nation, from within a jurisdiction
that has very little of that activity within its territory
boundary.
If we take that as a starting point, we would hope that
with this we would add to the national momentum. This
is even something that the Greens have recognised —
that it is better to have a tax rate, even if it is not from
their perspective an optimal one, that actually applies
across this sector to try to not only regulate it but derive
appropriate levels of revenue that may lead to better
economic outcomes in terms of the redistribution of the
revenue or the ability to support industry and
communities.
In terms of the jurisdictions that have the higher rate,
those jurisdictions have possibly made decisions based
on the relative size of their industry and what they
believed were the sensitivity thresholds in relation to
the tax rate that they could apply in their jurisdiction.
Those outlier locations, in terms of those that have the
highest tax rates, probably have not got the degree of
complexity and the degree of racing industry activity
that the state of Victoria has. They are driven by a
taxing regime imperative where they are not mindful of
the impact so much in terms of industry activity as what
the state of Victoria has factored into its determinations.
Going back to the first answer I gave you, again, on the
balance of those issues we do recognise that there is a
need for us to have a uniform tax regime. We do look at
the existing tax base. We do look at reasonable ways in
which that can be varied in different betting activities to
arrive at a rate where revenues are anticipated to be
relatively in the ballpark of what the current tax take is
across the industry without any windfall gains or any
monumental losses to existing players apart from
ensuring that there is an application that consistently
applies across the industry. We think at this moment
that the 8 per cent figure achieves that outcome.
Just in anticipation of where we may go, I also know
that there is an obligation on the Treasurer in terms of
the consideration of what that tax rate should be. The
head of power that is created within the bill provides
the Treasurer with an opportunity to vary that tax rate
over time, but in conjunction with relevant ministers in
terms of their acquitting their responsibilities, such as
the minister who is responsible for racing in terms of
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making sure that it does not dampen down the racing
industry. Those are the policy settings inherent in this
bill.
Regarding the other policy settings the Treasurer and
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation have dual responsibilities for the regulatory
environment in relation to the gaming and gambling
industries and that activity and there are also their
obligations in relation to protections for consumers and
protections for gamblers that are at risk to minimise that
risk over time along with support for those who have
adverse outcomes because of their gambling behaviours
or their participation in the gambling industry. The
Treasurer is obliged to consider all of those factors and
take advice from those ministers in their portfolio
responsibility areas in acquitting the ongoing tax rate.
There is an obligation within this piece of legislation for
a review of the effect of this reform that we are
introducing today on the basis of the existing tax level
to be undertaken and the new regime to be tabled
within the Parliament during the course of 2020.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, thank you for
that answer. The other part of the question related to
alternative proposals, and that was raised by the Greens
during the course of the second-reading debate. I
assume Treasury, in advising the government on
determining the 8 per cent level, also considered other
levels, such as the 15 per cent used in the other major
states. The Greens indicated or suggested that striking a
15 per cent rate would generate an additional
$400 million of revenue over the forward estimates
period. Are you able to provide any advice to the
committee based on any modelling that Treasury
undertook on whether that figure is accurate and also
what impact striking a 15 per cent rate would have on
displacing activity from Victoria into other lower tax
jurisdictions?
Mr JENNINGS — I am going to go over and have
a conversation with our friends in the box. I was not in
the chamber at the time, but I did hear Dr Ratnam’s
contribution, and I did actually hear the value that was
attributed to the Parliamentary Budget Office (PBO) in
relation to this.
The way in which the maths are constructed, in simple
terms, is that at the moment, in terms of the rate, as a
general rule you would expect 15 per cent to almost
double the take of what you would get from 8 per cent.
But that is not necessarily the case because it depends
upon what base it comes off, so because of that there
are some adjustments that offer tax breaks. For
instance, for Tabcorp, in relation to the rates that it is
paying now for fixed odds, it almost doubles, but for
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parimutuel it actually decreases marginally. So there are
some swings and roundabouts in the maths.
I did not necessarily believe the 15 per cent figure when
I was listening to it, even though I had not been briefed
about it, and I will go and have a conversation about it
now, but it was not out of kilter. So I am not indicating
that I think it may be wrong, but I will have a talk to my
friends in a second about their view of the accuracy of
that. But we have to be mindful of that variation, about
the adjustment from the base. That is one issue. The
second issue is in relation to what those different
models may have projected in relation to the transfer of
activity from one jurisdiction to another. I will have a
talk to them about that.
I have not been asked to resile from anything I have
said — that is promising. The issue is that the
$400 million is accurate but based upon a couple of
assumptions. The assumptions are that the existing
collaborative activity between Tabcorp and the
Victorian Racing Industry Fund would be assumed to
not be paid or not be an ongoing activity. It also
assumes no change in the behaviour of gamblers. In
fact in this assessment there is no elasticity that has
been identified as part of that factoring in from our
assessment of it. If you take out those two factors —
and I think probably they both have a role to play; they
are both significant in their own right — then the
number may be right.
On the issue about the transfer from one jurisdiction to
the other, the reality would be consistent with this issue
of industry support. One of the ways in which the
industry is maintained at a certain level is the
competitive environment across the nation in terms of
prize money and the attractiveness, desirability and
prominence of the racing industry. Beauty is in the eye
of the beholder in relation to this issue. Whether you
think racing is a good or a bad thing, there will be
different views on this matter. But the issue is that if
industry support was not provided to the Victorian
industry — again, that has been assessed to be worth
somewhere in the order of $2.8 billion to the Victorian
economy with 140 000 people employed through this
activity — a very significant part of community life
would be at risk in relation to the flight of industry
support, and the marketing, the desirability and the
centre of gravity of racing activity would shift to other
jurisdictions.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
That clearly goes to the heart of why striking a 15 per
cent rate would not have been prudent. Are you able to
indicate — you referred to punter behaviour — whether
Treasury had a view that striking a 15 per cent rate
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would impact on punter behaviour, presumably
reducing the level of punter activity, and whether
Treasury had assessed that?
Mr JENNINGS — I will take some subsequent
advice on that. That was not volunteered to me in my
conversation just now, but I will have a conversation
with the advisers about that. When we are actually
considering punter behaviour, we are roping in and
corralling online betting activity, when in fact Victorian
punters are more likely to be disposed to bet on
Victorian-based races as a general proposition rather
than races in other states. The 15 per cent rate would
put downward pressure on what is the net margin that
gambling houses would actually operate at in relation to
the return to punters. In fact it would dampen down on
what are the odds; it would diminish the attractiveness
of those odds for the punter. It would also then in fact
skew the racing industry to other jurisdictions and the
focus of Victorian-based punters to other jurisdictions.
So that would make that change, which would diminish
the activity. That may be a desirable policy outcome for
the Greens, with the exception that it may just be
redistributing the type of punter behaviour from one
jurisdiction and one form to another form; it may not
necessarily lead to a reduction in activity itself. But let
me just go and see whether the advisers tell me, ‘No,
no, no, you’re wrong’.
The aspect of the modelling that Treasury focused on
was in fact in this space about the margin that would be
available for the return to gambling houses —
bookmakers, Tabcorp — in relation to what the return
to the punter would be and based upon the reduced
economic activity that they would derive from an
ultimately limited reduction in the prize pool that is
returned to punters by changing the odds. That was the
impact that they assessed. Those things are inextricably
linked, but they will have the effect as I described it
when I got to my feet.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. So
effectively it would have been a net negative for
punters and a net negative for the racing industry if
15 per cent had been struck. Minister, can I ask you
about any expected behavioural change with the shift in
tax rates between the three current modes. As you
indicated, for fixed odds, the tax rate is effectively
doubling, or not quite doubling, from 4.38 per cent to
8 per cent; for parimutuel it is largely unchanged, from
7.6 per cent to 8 per cent; and for trackside it is a
decrease from 10.9 per cent to 8 per cent. Does
Treasury anticipate a mode shift as a consequence of
the equalisation of the rates across what are currently
quite substantially different rates on different modes?
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Mr JENNINGS — I was about to answer the
question by saying that what is in front of me does not
look as if it has made a difference. There is one element
of the base that is not evident to me in the material that
is before me, so I will go back to the advisers.
The good news, I am reassured, no matter how late it
becomes and how tired we become, is that my sense of
maths, my ready reckoning of the maths in front of me,
was confirmed by our friends. If you actually take it at
the moment based on what the return is across those
various sectors of the market, whether they be corporate
bookmakers, fixed odds, Tabcorp fixed odds, Tabcorp
parimutuel or trackside betting, Treasury have
estimated what the variation might be of those various
elements within the revenue projections in the future.
The one in fact where there is the biggest increase,
which is applying an 8 per cent point-of-consumption
tax to fixed odds for corporate bookmakers, is the area
where there is the greatest increase from 0 per cent to
8 per cent, but the increase in the revenue is not
anywhere near 8 per cent, or what it is estimated to be.
As has just been explained to me — this is an emerging
knowledge base for me, can I say to you — there has
been a decline in betting on the totalisator and an
increase in fixed odds betting, and this may reverse
some of that trend.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Can
I go now to the issue of the expected revenue under this
new model. I have seen some figures quoted — indeed
I used some figures in my second-reading speech —
but as best I can tell Treasury have not published in the
budget or budget update a discrete line item related to
the point-of-consumption charge. Are you able to
indicate for the six months of the financial year
2018–19 and then for the other three or four years for
the forward estimates what the expected revenue from
the POC model will be?
Mr JENNINGS — It would be wise for me to have
a conversation with my friends in the box.
In reverse order, my friends have indicated that if we
are re-elected we can actively consider the budget
presentation. In terms of whether there is a new line
item to address this matter, given that it is a variation in
the tax regime, we think probably it would be wise, but
that has not been settled in terms of the budget
presentation. The net effect, we assume, of these
reforms would be in the second half of 2018–19 an
additional $10 million of revenue — net increase —
and a net increase of $30 million in the years beyond
that.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Consistently across those
years?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Just
to be clear, that is obviously the net revenue after the
payment that the Treasurer has indicated?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Are you able to indicate
the expected dollar value of those contributions to the
racing industry — the 1.5 per cent for each of those
years in dollar terms?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes. It is estimated to be
$18 million in a full year.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — With no expectation of
growth over the forwards?
Mr JENNINGS — Not at this stage. Although, as
you know, within those forward estimates there will be
the real effect — that is one issue. The 1.5 per cent will
impact upon that, but there is a no-regrets policy setting
and a commitment that the government has made in
relation to a floor for the existing payments that are
made to the industry that will not reduce as a
consequence of this. There is that commitment. Then if
1.5 per cent is above that, it will grow, and there is the
review within two years of the setting of the rate, again
with policy settings that there will be a no-regrets floor
that is actually provided in relation to the industry into
the future.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
What is the duration of that commitment of what you
term the no-regrets floor? Is it for the period of the
review? Is it indefinitely? Has the Treasurer put time
parameters around that?
Mr JENNINGS — I am going to check whether I
have already added to it.
Just for completeness, my friends want me to indicate
that there is a normal growth factor that is actually
applied to revenue. The net increases that I have
described, which this variation has been attributed to,
add to what would be the expected normal growth rate
in relation to revenues — just so that you are not under
any misapprehension about that. We are then confident
that in fact over the forward estimates, as I have
described it, there will be a guaranteed floor for the
industry. The review in 2020 will be a trigger point to
renew that commitment, and then there is a wagering
licensing reissue in 2024, which would be another
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natural trigger point, I think, for ongoing commitments
to be made in the context of that.

go to different industry sectors. That is the concept of
how I believe that would be undertaken.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Just
to go a little bit further to determine whether you have
added to the policy —

In relation to individual racing clubs, again flowing
from what I have just described it is the policy intention
that those clubs as well as the codes be protected. It
would probably be wise of me to read some material,
which may be a little bit lengthy, but nonetheless I have
been furnished with some points in relation to this. I
will put them on the public record:

Mr Jennings — Sometimes I do that.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — the undertaking that the
Treasurer has expressed to me — not by the Treasurer
but other parties — was a commitment of 1.5 per cent.
You have indicated a floor of the current amount of
revenue going to the racing clubs, if I understand
correctly, the greater of —
Mr Jennings — On total.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — On total — the greater of
1.5 or the current level at least through to the review
period. Is that correct? So it could be more than the
1.5 that the Treasurer has, I understand, committed to.

The government has committed in media statements, policy
documents, and in the second-reading debate that the
Victorian racing industry, both collectively and individually
as codes, will be no worse off as a result of the introduction of
a Victorian point-of-consumption tax.
The bill provides that the government will contribute a
proportion of the amount of wagering and betting tax raised to
the Victorian racing industry, at a rate determined by the
Treasurer in consultation with the Minister for Racing and the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation.
That mandatory consultation provides the opportunity —

Mr JENNINGS — I interpret what is before me,
and my understanding of it is that it only makes sense if
you actually commit to 1.5. If 1.5 is greater than the
floor, then you have committed to the greater number.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — That is if it is less than
the floor.

Sorry, I have just interrupted my thought, thinking that
there is always an in-built assumption in these
undertakings, particularly if we put it in legislation, that
we do not actually have the machinery-of-government
changes that change the titles of these ministers. That is
a bit unfortunate — but nonetheless, let us go on.

Mr JENNINGS — If it is less than the floor, you
fund the floor, yes.

That mandatory consultation provides the opportunity for
racing industry and gaming industry stakeholders to have
input decision through their respective ministers.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Your answer there about being in totality goes to the
next point about the division between the racing
codes — thoroughbred, harness and greyhound — and
whether the government’s commitment extends to
ensuring that those three individual codes are not
disadvantaged relative to the level of revenue they
would receive under the current model.

The government has made an initial assessment that to ensure
the Victorian racing industry is no worse off, 1.5 per cent of
taxable net wagering revenue is required to be provided to the
industry.

Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I note your qualification
on the previous answer, so whether that indicates that
commitment is not there. Perhaps you can clarify that,
please.
Mr JENNINGS — That is right. I wanted to make
sure that whilst I seek out the frontier in my slashing
through the undergrowth you have not interpreted me
going further than I actually have. The way in which I
understand this is that the Treasurer will provide the
quantum to the Victorian racing industry on the basis
that I have described it, and then they would make
determinations about the proportion that would actually

A statutory mandated review will be completed by the
Treasurer, again in consultation with the Minister for Racing
and the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation. This review will include an analysis of the
appropriateness of this payment to the industry. The bill also
enables further reviews to be conducted from time to time.
By determining the rate of the racing industry payment
through gazettal, rather than through legislation, the
government has the flexibility to respond to changed industry
circumstances and — in time — the outcomes of the review.
What will happen to individual racing clubs?
The government has committed that the Victorian racing
industry, both collectively and individually as codes, will be
no worse off as a result of the introduction of the Victorian
point-of-consumption tax.
As was committed to in the other place, the government will
continue to be mindful of the viability of individual racing
clubs. As part of the implementation of the
point-of-consumption tax, the government will look at its
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impact on the racing industry as a whole, on individual codes
and on individual racing clubs.
The Victorian racing industry will have discretion to
distribute the racing industry payment between codes and
racing clubs. If particular racing clubs are disproportionately
impacted by the point-of-consumption tax, the three codes
(Racing Victoria, Harness Racing Victoria and Greyhound
Racing Victoria) should direct revenue from the racing
industry payment to those clubs.

That is the policy direction and intent of the
government at this time.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. It is
helpful to have that on the record. You indicated, if I
understand correctly, that it is the government’s
intention that the three codes, and you identified the
three entities then, would determine between
themselves their proportion of the total pool that will be
allocated to the racing industry? Is that correct?
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the ministers and the Treasurer forming their own view
on a recommendation from the codes?
Mr JENNINGS — No. As I understand it, it is in
the sequence that I described. The Victorian racing
industry will be given the opportunity to resolve these
matters themselves. The expectation is that they will
and there is an expectation that they will provide the
appropriate share in industry support, and only as part
of the review of the success of the reforms, what the tax
rate should be and the distribution of it, will the
Treasurer and relevant ministers be considering it. It
will not be an iterative process. It will not be a
command and control process. It will be a distributive
process, but under active review.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Based on their
recommendations?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.

Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you. What is the
basis on which that will be determined? How are they
expected to determine among themselves what
proportion they each receive? Is that a mechanism that
currently exists for the distribution of current support,
or will this require a new degree of harmony between
three quite distinct racing codes?
Mr JENNINGS — They are going to have their
own version of the committee stage, but I am going to
go over here for a second.
So the answer is yes, there is an expectation of harmony
and goodwill in dealing with these matters. The good
news, though, is that there is some track record in
relation to this through the way in which funds from the
joint venture with Tabcorp are currently distributed
across those industries, so in fact there is a mechanism
and a method to achieve that outcome. The default
safety provision could be considered to be that the
Treasurer in consultation with his ministerial colleagues
will be responsible for the review, and one of the
criteria of the review and the assessment will be what
impacts that may have on codes or clubs and what
actions may be required to remedy that.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Minister, the bill empowers the Treasurer in
consultation with the ministers to make a determination
which is published in the gazette as to how much flows
to which entity. Is it the intention of the government
that the Treasurer and the ministers will accept
whatever is determined by the three codes and
implement that accordingly, or will that be subject to

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, for the
avoidance of doubt — the same provision, as I said,
empowers the Treasurer to gazette the entity to which
the funds are being distributed. For the avoidance of
doubt, can you clarify that the only entities that will
receive funds will be Racing Victoria, Harness Racing
Victoria and Greyhound Racing Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS — The reason for the slight look of
anxiety you might have detected from the box was that
the answer is correct, the funding will ultimately be
distributed to those three entities, but there is a holding
company that actually currently exists in relation to the
joint venture for funding on behalf of those three
entities. So the transfer of money will go to that holding
company and then be distributed in the way that I have
described — exclusively to those three organisations.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
accept that is the current model. I guess in one sense it
makes the determination by the Treasurer somewhat
redundant, if the Treasurer is going to pay funds into a
common pot and then the three codes can subsequently
decide something different anyway, rather than the
Treasurer paying it to the three corporate entities we
named before — but that might be a point of semantics.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, I think that the transfer of
the money, the obligations under the policy settings that
underpin the act and the default settings are very clear.
The legislation, the policy settings, the expectations and
the commitments the government has made — if the
funds are not distributed in that way, then ultimately
there is a control mechanism for the Treasurer about the
release of monies and the way in which they then may
be distributed if it actually fails to meet the objectives
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that are laid out in the legislation and policy
commitments that the government has made.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
You indicated earlier, Minister, that the government
would continue to be mindful of the viability of
individual clubs. Can we just, in the same way, clarify
it is not the government’s intention, through this
gazettal mechanism, to directly fund individual clubs,
in being mindful of their viability? You would not see
the government extending into that direct funding?
Mr JENNINGS — No. There might be
considerations under other aspects of the Minister for
Racing’s portfolio, for instance.
Mr Rich-Phillips — Yes, but not this mechanism.
Mr JENNINGS — Not this mechanism, no. But
there could be support to individual clubs through other
programs.
Mr Rich-Phillips — But not this mechanism.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Minister, going to that point, one of the issues that has
been raised around the shift to a point-of-consumption
model is the suggestion that some clubs currently
receive sponsorship from out-of-jurisdiction
bookmakers. With the prospect that the introduction of
the point-of-consumption model could lead to those
sponsorship mechanisms being withdrawn, individual
clubs’ sponsorships would not be taking place on the
basis that revenue is now flowing to Victoria through
this model. Is that something the government has taken
into consideration in looking at the total pool that will
be returned to industry — the 1.5 per cent — that the
government has determined is equivalent to what is
currently being received and has taken into
consideration with the distribution of funds between the
codes and ultimately individual clubs?
Mr JENNINGS — Can I just tease that out with
you in an iterative fashion. Are you asking me,
effectively: could the clubs be affected by the
advertising revenue or sponsorship that may come from
those gambling entities to their particular club? Is that
the nature of the question?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Effectively, yes. It has
been suggested that a number of clubs receive
sponsorship now from bookmakers who are not paying
into the Victorian jurisdiction. Under the new model,
where they will pay a Victorian tax, there is no longer a
reason for them to provide direct sponsorship. Has the
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loss or the potential loss of direct sponsorships been
taken into consideration by government in striking the
1.5 per cent and having regard to how the funds are
distributed between codes and ultimately between
clubs?
Mr JENNINGS — I would think that that would
have been factored into the consideration of setting the
8 per cent rate more than 1.5 per cent rate, but I will go
and have a conversation about that.
The team in the box indicate that they think that the
issue that is more likely to affect those sponsorships
and revenues relates to the tax rate and the profitability
and the connection between activity and sponsorship
and prominence that would actually be generated in the
way that you described. How it relates to the 1.5 per
cent is that, if there was some expectation that there
may be some marginal potential risk to individual clubs
at an industry level and a marginal shift in the
sponsorship arrangements, there would be an
expectation of policy setting by the government that the
allocation of that 1.5 per cent when it is distributed by
the codes to individual clubs would take into account
the variation that may occur in relation to their
sponsorship for their viability and pay them
accordingly. If there is a shift across a profile of
different clubs in relation to that, then certainly that
would be a feature of the review to ascertain whether
there were any unintended or undesirable outcomes that
would lead to a question mark over the viability of any
particular club in relation to this reform.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Is
the government willing to intervene earlier than the
2020 review if deleterious effects on individual clubs
become apparent in this model?
Mr JENNINGS — I imagine the Minister for
Racing may be pretty keen for that to occur and to
provide for that. I do not know that that is necessarily a
measure of the tax regime, but I will have a
conversation with people about that.
My in-built assumption that the racing minister would
have a hair-trigger in relation to these circumstances
that you have described has been confirmed by my
Treasury advisers. They indicate that they would
definitely be sure that that would be a feature of
discussions within government in relation to the
industry support that would need to be provided in
adverse circumstances. From Treasury’s perspective
there is an ability to vary the tax rate by a gazettal
before the review is undertaken.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, one of the other
issues that has been raised is the government’s
commitment or otherwise — and it is a genuine
question — to maintain other existing support to the
racing industry, such as the Victorian Racing
Infrastructure Fund. Is the government committed to
maintaining all other existing programs which provide
support to the racing industry following the
introduction of the point-of-consumption tax? I assume
many of those will be in the portfolio of the racing
minister rather than the Treasurer.
Mr JENNINGS — The reason I am going ‘Mmm’
to myself is presumably that for whatever reason we
might be at the end of the term; we might be moving
into an election cycle. This actually may be something
that might be a feature of the commitments that your
party might make or my party might make in the
lead-up to the election. I am not in a position to be
making any policy announcements in relation to the
undertaking that you are inviting me to do, although I
believe that the party of the government will be mindful
in coming months of the issue that you raised.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
am intrigued by that answer, because it was asked in the
context of a steady state government, notwithstanding
this point in time, notwithstanding what may happen in
64 days time, but certainly the question was asked in
the context of the incumbent government proceeding on
a basis of no policy change or of policy change, if you
wish to make a policy change. I am not sure your
answer will necessarily give the racing industry the
comfort it desires — that the other existing racing
support programs in the portfolio of the racing minister
will not be withdrawn as a consequence of the
point-of-consumption tax, noting it does come into
effect in the next term of Parliament, on 1 January.
Mr JENNINGS — Do you want to have a
matching arrangement? Do you want to actually
volunteer something, and then I will see how I respond?
You will resist, won’t you?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Well, I am tempted not
to, but —
Mr Jennings — Yes, I know. You don’t normally
do what I do.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Go rogue? I will let the
minister’s answer stand on the record, and others can
interpret it as they wish.
One of the other issues that has been raised in respect of
this bill is the definition of ‘net wagering revenue’ and

5206

the inclusion in that of the definitions of ‘free bet’ and
‘bonus bet’.
Mr Jennings — Have we reached the ceiling of our
knowledge, you and I?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I do not know when you
were last on a racetrack. I have not been for some time.
The proposition has been put that the inclusion of ‘free
bet’ in the definition of ‘net wagering revenue’ has an
unintended consequence of effectively increasing the
rate of tax beyond the nominal 8 per cent because it
relates to bets where cash effectively does not change
hands, because they are free bets. They are bets without
a premium paid to a bookmaker — free bets, bonus
bets. It has been indicated to members of the house that
that is an unintended consequence of this bill, picking
up a definition out of the gambling act which does not
or should not apply in respect of this taxation measure,
and that it is at odds with the way in which free bets and
bonus bets are handled in other jurisdictions. Are you
able to provide some advice to the committee on that
point?
Mr JENNINGS — I am resisting the opportunity to
make a policy response to your question that would
probably make Dr Ratnam happy. I can understand
why there may be this interpretation, but I think the
notion of a free bet is a very questionable concept in the
way in which it works, in the way that I understand it. I
am going to resist freewheeling much in relation to that
and read what is written here in front of me.
The treatment of free bets in this bill is consistent with
the existing wagering tax framework. Free bets are a
promotional activity undertaken by wagering and
betting entities to attract consumers to gamble with
them and are similar to giveaways or any other
promotional activities which are not deductible from
the entity’s wagering tax liability. If free bets were
excluded from the definition of ‘net wagering revenue’,
their use may have increased considerably as a way for
operators to reduce their tax liability. This in turn may
increase gaming-related harm.
Australian jurisdictions have taken a variety of
approaches to the definition of net wagering revenue,
including the treatment of free bets. The ACT’s
approach is consistent with Victoria’s, while South
Australia does not permit free bets at all. New South
Wales legislation will follow Victoria’s in terms of its
treatment of free bets. We recognise there has been
some concern from the gaming industry about the
inclusion of free bets in the tax base. In response, the
government has given a commitment to look at the
definition of net wagering revenue and in particular the
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treatment of free bets as part of the statutory review of
the tax. This review will occur as soon as sufficient data
is available.
I do not believe that there is a free bet because you only
get it if you actually go through a system of continuing
to bet. You never get a payout unless you actually
continue to bet, so it is a cycle of funding arrangements
throughout the entity. That is the reason why I do not
think it is free, because you never get paid until you
actually bet again.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister.
Isn’t the government’s undertaking to review the
definition of net wagering revenue an indication that the
government believes there may be an inconsistency
with other jurisdictions or an unintended consequence
of the way this has been drafted?
Mr JENNINGS — Well, I have just indicated
through what I have read into the record that there is a
different approach between different jurisdictions. Our
anticipation is that New South Wales will follow the
model that we have adopted. South Australia does not
permit them at all, presumably for the policy reason that
they have extended the logic of what will be read down
inevitably by the industry as my criticism of this
activity as a policy setting that that jurisdiction adopts.
The ACT is consistent with us.
I think the issue is how much of it is promotional
activity, how much of it is generally a mechanism for
generating or regenerating betting activity and how
much of that should be included as what the value of
that betting activity may be. Ultimately if free bets in
this form were not included at all — and we should not
encourage the industry to think about this — it would
be possible to establish a regime. You can see how they
could structure this arrangement so that the punters
have a float that can never be exhausted. That would be
a logical conclusion of how this could be administered
to actually limit your tax liability.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. On
the converse side, though, isn’t it fair to say that the
inclusion of free bets increases the effective tax rate
above 8 per cent? If, for example, you have a
$100 regular bet with a $100 free bet, $16 is payable as
the point-of-consumption tax but the effective revenue
is a base of $100, so isn’t it a 16 per cent tax rate rather
than an 8 per cent tax rate because of the inclusion of
the free bet?
Mr JENNINGS — Again, it is unwise of me to
freewheel in relation to this too much because in fact I
have never laid one of these bets and I am never going
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to lay one of these. In terms of how this works, I would
be wise to take some advice, but the way that it has
been described to me, you are effectively not getting
double the value of your stake —
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — But if the example you gave
was true, then it would be 16 per cent, effectively,
because you would be getting twice the principal you
have laid out.
Mr Rich-Phillips — That was just for the simplicity
of the arithmetic.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, but I do not think that is
how it works in practice. The way that it works in
practice, as I understand it, is closer to the way that I
have described, I think. On the way that I have
described it, you do not want to incentivise the industry
to organise its affairs to minimise its tax by design.
They will do that themselves without any assistance
from the way in which the tax regime is structured.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, I am showing
my ignorance here. Would it be possible to minimise
actual revenue through the use of free bets such that the
tax take is minimised without minimising the revenue
to the bookies?
Mr JENNINGS — Well, I have freewheeled, but in
fact the text that is in front of me indicates that that is
exactly the policy concern that the government has:
If free bets were excluded from the definition of net wagering
revenue, their use may have increased considerably as a way
for operators to reduce their tax liability. This in turn may
increase gaming-related harm.

I think that has to be a legitimate concern.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Yes, it would reduce the
tax liability, because you are including them in the tax
net, but in terms of using them, if you had excluded free
bets from the tax net, on my understanding there would
not be a mechanism by which the bookies could further
reduce their revenue by the additional use of free bets.
Mr JENNINGS — You are just being limited by
your imagination.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Could you elaborate on
that please, Minister?
Mr JENNINGS — Well, I have. I have already said
you effectively establish a float. What is actually
happening is that the portion of the free nature of the
bet is something that effectively you can ever take out,
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because in fact there needs to be an ongoing rolling
float that you maintain at a certain level, because
otherwise you do not get a payout.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — There also has to be a
cash revenue for the bookie, which is the base of the
tax.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, but again this relates to
gambling behaviour, which clearly you and I are not
necessarily the world’s greatest authorities on. No-one
has actually told me about a float; no-one says anything
about a float here. I just remember from ancient history
about people that actually have a float with their
bookie, or whatever, and that they never clear.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Anyone we know?
Mr JENNINGS — No, very ancient history.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Can I ask you, Minister,
in relation to the return to the industry, the 1.5 per cent,
concerns have been raised by some participants in the
Victorian racing industry that that is less than the return
of proceeds to the New South Wales industry. Are you
able to provide some advice on the relative return
proposed under this model compared to that that goes to
the New South Wales racing industry?
Mr JENNINGS — I am going back to talk to my
friends in the box, and they will be very pleased that I
am going home to them.
Look, at no stage did they castigate me, but they did tell
me that the prevailing tax rate in New South Wales is
10 per cent, and the return to the industry is 2 per cent.
So overall, yes, it is commensurate. Well, the return to
the industry is larger. I would imagine the industry in
New South Wales might be larger than that of Victoria,
even though we cannot admit to anything in that
jurisdiction being larger than ours.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Can
I also ask you about a different matter, that being the
tax-free threshold which is included in the bill, which
for the full financial year is $1 million. Are you able to
indicate why that has not been indexed as part of
putting this new regime in place?
Mr JENNINGS — Sorry, I did not concentrate for
a second.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The tax-free threshold
that is included in the bill is set at $1 million for the full
financial year and $500 000 for the first six months.
Are you able to indicate why the government has
elected not to index that tax-free threshold?
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Mr JENNINGS — There are two aspects that relate
to that threshold level. One is that the policy intention is
to actually have larger rather than smaller operators —
bookies — roped into the scheme. That is the policy
priority in the first instance. There has been an
assessment made about that revenue base and what the
headroom may be of people who are currently below
that rate and what their anticipated revenue may be. We
do not anticipate that many people who are currently
below $1 million will rise above $1 million within the
course of the period of the review, and then ultimately
the review itself will consider whether the $1 million
needs to be indexed or not. There is a bit of maths, a bit
of science and a bit of real-world knowledge of how it
is impacting on people.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. It
sounds like a fairly convenient pass over on the issue of
indexation to leave it to the review simply on the basis
that there will not be a lot of shift in the short term. It
seems like the government is dodging the issue of
indexing the threshold by simply leaving it to the
review. I think the Treasurer’s second-reading speech
refers to the majority of small bookmakers being below
that threshold and probably will still be at the time of
the review, but would it not have made more sense to
put in place an indexation regime now which clarified
into the future the real value of the threshold rather than
revisiting the issue of indexation with the review, which
inevitably will come back to the fact that we have had it
without indexation for two years, therefore there is no
reason to index it?
Mr JENNINGS — If I had actually said to you that
we have set the indexation rate, you could have asked
me 10 questions about why we set that indexation rate
and what we thought the effect was going to be. We do
not think there is going to be any effect by not having
an indexation rate. Effectively the indexation rate that
we have set during the period of the review is zero, and
we think because it is not going to have effect within
the time frame of the period of the review, the review
then will be based on real-world effects of what the
reform says and what the industry status is at that time.
It would probably be using a reasonable logic to say: if
zero is relevant from now until 2020, zero may be
appropriate when the reallocation of wagering licences
occurs in 2024. It may be considered to be something
that actually has to be indexed at a constant rate over a
certain period of time depending upon the industry
trend that we think we have started in what is only
going to be 18 months or so.
I reckon there is a very good chance that there might be
a need to review various elements of this regime,
including the indexation rate, on a number of occasions
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into the future. I understand what you are saying, but in
fact if I had volunteered a number, we could have spent
half the night talking about why we determined on that
number.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
guess the issue is that the government has not really set
indexation to zero because the government has not
provided a mechanism for indexation in the bill. It is
not indexed, but there is no mechanism for the
Treasurer to change it from zero to 1 or 2 per cent or
whatever he chooses. There is actually not a
mechanism in the bill at all.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, there is not a mechanism
because it is zero at this period of time. I understand
what you are saying, but it is a bit circular at this
minute.

Clause 5, page 4, line 26, omit “4.6A.23(1)” and insert
“4.6A.22(1)”.
4.

5.

6.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask Dr Ratnam to
move her amendments 1 to 42, which are a test for her
amendment 43.
Dr RATNAM — I move:
1.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, line 16, omit “4.6A.15(1)” and insert
“4.6A.14(1)”.

2.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 4, line 15, omit “4.6A.17” and insert
“4.6A.16”.

3.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 7, lines 11 to 14, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

7.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 9, lines 35 to 40 and page 10, lines 1 to
23, omit all words and expressions on these lines.

8.

Clause 5

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 7, line 8, omit “4.6A.7” and insert
“4.6A.6”.

Mr Jennings — I’m talking real-world effect.

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 7, line 5, omit “4.6A.18” and insert
“4.6A.17”.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Well, there is no
indexation, zero or otherwise, because there is no
mechanism to index. It is a hard-wired million dollars.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Yes, but I am talking
real-world effect beyond the 18-month review, which
will be a perfect time to say, ‘This has been in place.
There is no need to change it by indexing it’. Not that I
have any exposure to the thoughts of how Treasury
works, but I could hypothetically see that as a scenario.
I might leave my further questions for when we
consider Dr Ratnam’s amendments, if that is acceptable
to the committee.
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Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 10, line 24, omit “4.6A.6” and insert
“4.6A.5”.

9.

Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 10, lines 27 to 28, omit “less the
Victorian racing industry payment for that month”.

10. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 11, line 2, omit “4.6A.7” and insert
“4.6A.6”.
11. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 11, line 26, omit “4.6A.8” and insert
“4.6A.7”.
12. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 12, line 5, omit “4.6A.9” and insert
“4.6A.8”.
13. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 12, line 25, omit “4.6A.10” and insert
“4.6A.9”.
14. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 13, line 14, omit “4.6A.11” and insert
“4.6A.10”.
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15. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 13, line 23, omit “4.6A.12” and insert
“4.6A.11”.
16. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 13, line 27, omit “4.6A.13” and insert
“4.6A.12”.
17. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 17, line 12, omit “4.6A.14” and insert
“4.6A.13”.
18. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 17, line 19, omit “4.6A.13” and insert
“4.6A.12”.
19. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 17, line 23, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
20. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 17, line 24, omit “4.6A.16” and insert
“4.6A.15”.
21. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 18, line 5, omit “4.6A.16” and insert
“4.6A.15”.
22. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 18, line 14, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
23. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 19, line 32, omit “4.6A.17” and insert
“4.6A.16”.
24. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 21, line 22, omit “4.6A.18” and insert
“4.6A.17”.
25. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 21, line 29, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
26. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
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Clause 5, page 22, line 11, omit “4.6A.19” and insert
“4.6A.18”.

27. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 22, line 23, omit “4.6A.20” and insert
“4.6A.19”.
28. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 22, line 27, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
29. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 23, line 6, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
30. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 23, line 13, omit “4.6A.21” and insert
“4.6A.20”.
31. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 23, line 23, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
32. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 24, line 1, omit “4.6A.22” and insert
“4.6A.21”.
33. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 24, line 5, omit “4.6A.15” and insert
“4.6A.14”.
34. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 24, line 23, omit “4.6A.23” and insert
“4.6A.22”.
35. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 27, line 3, omit “4.6A.24” and insert
“4.6A.23”.
36. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 27, line 14, omit “4.6A.25” and insert
“4.6A.24”.
37. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 27, line 18, omit “4.6A.26” and insert
“4.6A.25”.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (WAGERING AND BETTING) BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

38. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 27, line 24, omit “threshold;” and insert
“threshold.”.
39. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 27, lines 25 to 26, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
40. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 28, lines 1 to 2, omit “, the tax-free
threshold or the Victorian racing industry payment” and
insert “or the tax-free threshold”.
41. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 28, line 4, omit “4.6A.27” and insert
“4.6A.26”.
42. Suggested amendment to the Legislative
Assembly —
Clause 5, page 28, line 20, omit “4.6A.28” and insert
“4.6A.27”.

As canvassed during my second-reading contribution,
the amendments seek to remove the Victorian racing
industry payment from the bill and make minor
consequential amendments as a test for the rest of the
amendment. As canvassed, the Greens believe that the
racing industry is a very profitable industry; it does not
need a subsidy from the government. For that reason
we believe the compensation payment should be
removed.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I wonder if I could ask
Dr Ratnam what she has assessed or the PBO has
assessed would be the impact on the racing industry of
removing the support payment from the racing industry.
The minister indicated it is a $2.8 billion industry that
employs 140 000 Victorians. What would be the impact
of withdrawing this industry’s support through your
amendment?
Dr RATNAM — I will do my best to answer that
question. The minister may wish to add something
further. My understanding in terms of the 1.5 per cent
of the tax revenue being made as a payment to the
racing industry is that it equates to about 18 per cent of
the total tax revenue that will be collected, so that is a
quantum of the impact of the compensation payment. I
think that is right, but correct me if I am wrong.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I thank Dr Ratnam for her
response, and indeed it was canvassed earlier in the
committee that the support payment is approximately
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$18 million. But this is what I am seeking to
understand. The whole rationale for this bill is to
recognise that we have had corporate bookmakers in
other jurisdictions benefiting from the investment that
the Victorian racing industry makes in Victorian racing
by being able to run books out of state and not making
any contribution to Victorian revenue, not making any
contribution to the Victorian racing industry, but being
a beneficiary of the Victorian racing industry, which is
the whole reason we are introducing a
point-of-consumption model now.
What Dr Ratnam’s amendment is seeking to do is
effectively cut the bill in half in introducing the revenue
side of the equation while not allowing the industry
support side of the equation. If Dr Ratnam’s
amendment was to be adopted, we would still see
bookmakers benefiting from the Victorian racing
industry without making a contribution to the Victorian
racing industry. So can I firstly ask why Dr Ratnam
thinks it is appropriate for bookmakers to benefit from
the Victorian racing industry without contributing to the
Victorian racing industry?
Dr RATNAM — From what I understand from
your question, as I canvassed in my second-reading
debate contribution, this is a private industry that is
very, very profitable. We do not think it needs the
government compensation. There are lots of other
concerns that we have about the industry — we have
talked about the cruelty and the harm that is caused in
the industry as well, and I canvassed that during my
contribution to the debate.
The question that you just asked me seems tantamount
to talking about other industries that leverage off other
private industries and then ask for a government
subsidy of the industry that another private industry
leverages off. I am not sure about the rationale for the
question if it is about saying that governments should
subsidise these industries and there should be an
implicit assumption that there should be a government
subsidy for an industry where another private industry
leverages off another private industry. That is the basis
of a number of industries, where one will feed off the
other. That is not an argument for the government
subsidising it, just because another private entity profits
from or leverages off another private industry.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I thank Dr Ratnam for her
response, but of course that is one of the bases for the
bill. The basis for the introduction of the
point-of-consumption tax is to ensure that bookmakers
who benefit from the Victorian racing industry are
making a contribution to the Victorian racing industry,
but Dr Ratnam’s amendment would see this
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circumstance continue where bookmakers are
benefiting from the Victorian racing industry but not
contributing to the Victorian racing industry. Could I
perhaps ask Dr Ratnam, because she has indicated that
she has had advice certainly on some elements of the
bill from the Parliamentary Budget Office: does
Dr Ratnam have any advice as to what impact her
amendment, the withdrawal of the $18 million of
industry support, would have on the Victorian racing
industry? What impact would that have on employment
in the racing industry and on racing activity across
Victoria between metropolitan and regional areas?
Dr RATNAM — I do not have the level of detail I
think Mr Rich-Phillips is seeking from me, but as I said
during my second-reading debate contribution, this is a
very profitable industry that should pay its fair share of
tax and pay its fair contribution. I am sure that in terms
of the quantum of revenue that could have been gained
should the tax have been set at the 15 per cent level,
that is where you could have got a significant
investment in more job creation if that is your concern,
but I am confident that the industry would be able to
absorb this in paying its fair share of tax.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I thank Dr Ratnam for her
response. Is Dr Ratnam indicating that if the rate had
been struck at 15 per cent, she would have been happy
for an industry support payment to go from government
to the industry?
Dr RATNAM — No.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I think Dr Ratnam’s
answers are contradictory there between the previous
answer and that answer, but I will move on from that.
Dr Ratnam indicated earlier her view that the industry
support was not necessary because, in her words, ‘the
racing industry is highly profitable’. Can Dr Ratnam
expand on what she means by the industry being highly
profitable? Is she talking about particular racing clubs?
Is she talking about particular codes? And how is she
assessing the profitability?
Dr RATNAM — I would probably refer you to the
annual reports of a number of those betting agencies,
which show that they are making significant profits.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — But we are actually
talking about support to the racing industry rather than
the profitability of the gaming industry. Dr Ratnam’s
amendments seek to remove support from the Victorian
racing industry, but her rationale seems to be around
talking about the profitability of the gaming industry. I
think we have two entirely different issues on hand. I
do not know if Dr Ratnam wants to expand on what I
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thought was her contention that the racing industry is
profitable.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — You do not have
to add anything, Dr Ratnam; it is up to you.
Dr RATNAM — I have nothing further to add.
Mr JENNINGS — I should be reluctant to step into
the middle of this, but I feel some obligation given the
unorthodox nature of this consideration. There are two
things that I actually want to say. One thing is in
relation to the assessment of what would be the costings
and the policy settings and the considerations that I
believe, not having been privy to them, the
Parliamentary Budget Office would do. It would make
reasonable assessments based upon the policy as it is
described by the party who are the proponents of the
reform in relation to what might be the revenue that
would be derived given a number of assumptions about
the maintenance of activity and what would flow from
an increased tax rate. I believe that the maths in that
regard was a relatively simple matter that probably led
to the apportionment of the revenue as described by
Dr Ratnam.
Beyond that I would be very surprised — in fact I
believe it would not have occurred — if the
Parliamentary Budget Office would have considered
the secondary economic impacts upon that policy
reform in relation to assessing the net economic impact.
In fact they are not economic modellers. It is actually a
financial assessment on the basis of the dollars
associated with policy reform, not the effect of that
policy reform in terms of its impact on the economy.
That is one issue. So I provide Dr Ratnam with some
comfort in relation to what might be a reasonable
expectation with what the Parliamentary Budget Office
has undertaken.
I actually want to approach my understanding of the
racing industry, which goes to Mr Rich-Phillips’s
question, in relation to small racing clubs. I have a
friend who I go to the football with, and I am about to
make the terrible admission that he loves harness
racing. He lives for harness racing. He is completely
swept up in harness racing. He goes from one small
harness racing event to another. I do not share his
interest in harness racing, and when I go to the football
I would actually prefer to talk about football, not
harness racing, but in fact he is my friend.
From my knowledge of my friend, what I do know is
that there are hundreds of people who participate in
harness racing at these small clubs around the state that
are run on the smell of an oily rag, literally, and
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hundreds of people derive an interest, a love and some
small economic return from their engagement. In fact
there is usually considerable economic loss from
actually owning and running horses.
The reason I am actually sharing that story is that these
small clubs do receive support from this source. In
terms of how far that logic should extend from your
perspective in relation to how far up the chain you
would go providing support to the racing industry, you
could argue that perhaps the large venues do not need it
but certainly the small ones do.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I thank the minister for
his elucidation on the issue of the support required for
small clubs, and I know my colleague Mr Ondarchie in
his contribution spoke about a number of these smaller
racing clubs across regional Victoria that do need
support.
Mr Ondarchie — Manangatang.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Manangatang, indeed. In
my previous electorate, clubs like the Pakenham Racing
Club were major community hubs worthy of support. I
just wonder first if Dr Ratnam can clarify, based on the
advice from the minister, whether she intends to
proceed with her amendment, which would strip
country racing clubs of support under this model.
Dr RATNAM — I wish to proceed with the
amendment.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition believes
that supporting country racing and supporting the
Victorian racing industry more generally is an
important policy outcome for Victoria. As the minister
indicated, the industry contributes $2.8 billion to our
economy, it supports the employment of
140 000 people and the very reason we are here tonight
dealing with this point-of-consumption tax bill is to
ensure that those gambling interests who are
beneficiaries of the Victorian racing industry are in fact
making a contribution to the Victorian racing industry.
We heard from Dr Ratnam in her explanation of her
amendment that she is deeply confused about what is
the gaming industry, what is the racing industry, who is
the beneficiary of this legislation and who should be the
recipient of support under this legislation. It is our view
that this amendment is completely ill-considered and
comes from a basis of complete misunderstanding by
Dr Ratnam and her Greens colleagues and should be
rejected by the committee.
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Mr JENNINGS — The government will not accept
it. I will use fewer words than Mr Rich-Phillips did just
then, although I often use a lot of words in the
committee stage. We believe that industry support not
only is important for the reasons that Mr Rich-Phillips
has indicated and I have indicated, but in fact we have
made undertakings, and undertakings are very
important for us to keep.
Committee divided on suggested amendments:
Ayes, 5
Dunn, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Ratnam, Dr

Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms (Teller)

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

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

Suggested amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 13 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — I am of the view that the third
reading of this bill requires to be passed by an absolute
majority. In order to determine whether or not an
absolute majority has been achieved, I ask members
who are in favour of the question to stand in their place.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission —
Report, 2017–18 (Ordered to be published).
Professional Standards Act 2003 — Law Society of New
South Wales Professional Standards Scheme (Gazette
No. G37, 13 September 2018).
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 135.

Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, you
might not want to hear this, but I am just seeking some
explanation from the government as to why, when the
last sitting day has been known for many months, these
have been tabled just now.
The PRESIDENT — I am not sure that I need to
ask the government for an explanation. We regularly on
the last sitting day have further reports and papers
tabled, so it is actually a practice that has happened in
the past.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
(GOVERNANCE, PROCEDURAL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE IMPROVEMENTS)
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).

MINERAL RESOURCES (SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT) AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
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SALE OF LAND AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, I note
the Leader of the Government seems to have a hot
drink in the chamber. I do not know whether it is a
lozenge-based drink, or is that something new?
President, this is a new procedure. He maybe feels that
he is heading —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Davis — President, I do not know whether the
procedures and arrangements of the chamber are being
changed or whether we now have cups of hot coffee or
lozenges or something in the chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Certainly it is not the
first time. Indeed I can recall previous Presidents who
have done it. I certainly do not think that it is something
to be encouraged because there are some issues
associated with hot drinks in places. But nonetheless,
look, it is the last day of sitting — really?
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).

TREASURY AND FINANCE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (21:04) — I move:

Received from Assembly.
That debate on this bill be adjourned to later this day.

Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).

OPEN COURTS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).

The reason I am doing that is it has just come to my
attention that the Minister for Industrial Relations has
this afternoon or this evening issued a press release
titled ‘Matthew Guy undermines public servants
conditions’ about the failure of the government to pass
a piece of industrial relations legislation. The piece of
industrial relations legislation that Natalie Hutchins, the
industrial relations minister, is referring to is a piece of
legislation the government has not even sought to bring
on for debate. So we have got a minister in the other
place who has not got a clue what is going on in here,
who has not got a clue what her own government is
doing, who is putting out a press release on the last
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sitting day of the year talking about a piece of
legislation that the government itself has not sought to
bring on.
She talks about the opposition undermining the capacity
for certain public servants to participate in the
commonwealth industrial relations regime as a
consequence of a decision made by the Federal Court,
when in fact it is her own government that has failed to
bring on the bill she wants. This is a minister who is
clearly so clueless that she does not know what her own
government is doing. She is a minister who is clearly so
low ranking in the government that her own
government has completely disregarded what she wants
to do with her legislative program, and we have a
minister banging on about a bill her government does
not even intend to debate.
In moving the adjournment of the Treasury and Finance
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 it is my intention
that we go to the bill the minister wanted to debate, a
bill the government did not intend to bring on for
debate and her own colleagues the Leader of the
Government and the Government Whip did not intend
to bring on for debate, and maybe the Minister for
Industrial Relations might catch up with the agenda of
her own government. It is outrageous for a minister in
the other place to issue incendiary press releases like
this one as this Parliament is winding down.
This house, I might say, over the course of this week I
think has been quite productive. I think the committee
stage I have just had with Mr Jennings on the gambling
bill has been quite productive. I think the committee
stage Minister Dalidakis had on the building bill earlier
today was quite productive. I think most of the
proceedings this week have been quite productive. We
then see an incendiary press release issued by a minister
in another place who has not got a clue what goes on in
here, who has not got a clue how this place works,
saying we have not passed a piece of legislation her
own government has not sought to bring on. It is
absolutely outrageous conduct by this minister in the
other place that she seeks to disrupt proceedings in the
house this evening, that she seeks to disrupt what had
been the smooth flowing of the Legislative Council this
afternoon.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — As my colleague
Mr Ondarchie points out, as a consequence of the bills
which we have just received on message there are now
some 28 bills backlogged on the notice paper. It has
been up to the government to choose which bills it
wanted to prioritise. It has indicated which bills it
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intends to dispatch, and the industrial relations bill its
minister wants is not one of them.
That is a problem for the industrial relations minister. It
is not the fault of the opposition. She does not know
what she is doing. She clearly does not know what her
own government is doing. They have no regard for
what she wants. That seems to be her problem, not ours,
and her attempt to insert herself in the business of the
Legislative Council on our last sitting day as we are
dispatching the government’s business program is
inappropriate and unhelpful. But in the spirit of
cooperation and with the intention of delivering what
the Minister for Industrial Relations wants, I propose
that we now adjourn what was going to be our program
to do what the Minister for Industrial Relations thinks
we should do.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (21:09) — I do
note that there are 28 bills on the notice paper — or
there will be tomorrow — and I can confirm that they
are all priorities of the government; of course they are.
We would love to have completed all of these bills, but
if we had had some mature debates and some useful,
effective use of our time during this term of Parliament,
then we would not have the list of bills that remain on
the notice paper to complete.
The government will not be supporting Mr Gordon
Rich-Phillips’s motion to move to the bill that is listed
at number 16 on the notice paper. I note that
Mr Rich-Phillips has not said whether the opposition
support that bill. It would be quite useful to know
whether that was their position, because I highly doubt
it.
With those few words I would like to say let us get on
with business. We would like to finish the Treasury and
Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018 this
evening, which is a very important bill, and we would
like to move to the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient
and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2018
after that.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (21:10) — I rise
to support Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion that we debate
this particular bill. I support the fact that in doing so it
would help the government avoid the hypocrisy that
they have been guilty of for the majority of their time in
government here.
If a minister in the other house is saying that this
particular bill is a priority of the government, then who
are we in this house to say that we should not be
debating that bill on its merits? If the government is in
unison with the Minister for Industrial Relations in
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saying that this is a priority for the government, then
indeed let us ensure that it is debated and given its due
credence. However, we know that unfortunately in this
government it is ministers in the other house who have
no idea about what is happening in this house.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, Mr Finn and Mr Davis, it
is ministers as well in this house who have got no idea
what is going on, whether it be prisons in Bacchus
Marsh or whether it be pizza and Coke from
Ms Mikakos as well.
Ms Tierney — Or a child from Ballarat. You are
just a child, sit down.
Mr MORRIS — Ms Tierney, it was you who in the
budget papers listed that there was going to be a prison
built in Bacchus Marsh.
Ms Tierney — No, it was the Treasurer, actually.
Mr MORRIS — You listed it as being built in
Bacchus Marsh.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Morris, move on. That
has got nothing to do with this.
Mr MORRIS — In supporting Mr Rich-Phillips’s
motion and in saying that if the Minister for Industrial
Relations is saying that this is an incredibly important
bill that needs to be debated, then we should be
debating it now. The government should not be seeking
to politically score points by saying that we should be
debating other bills and not this bill.
Ms Shing — You are at your finest right now; it is
all downhill from here, Mr Morris.
Mr MORRIS — Ms Shing, I certainly do not need
your encouragement.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris, without
assistance.
Mr MORRIS — If the Minister for Industrial
Relations is saying that this is indeed a priority of the
government, then this house should be debating the bill
to determine its passage or not through the Parliament.
Ms Tierney — Are you going to support the bill?
Mr MORRIS — Ms Tierney, that is for this house
to decide. It is not for one member to decide. It is for
the house to decide whether or not this particular bill is
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going to have passage through this place or not. We are
saving the government from hypocrisy, and they need
all the saving they can get at this point in time. If they
are saying this bill is a priority, we need to save them
from their own hypocrisy. We need to be debating this
bill to determine whether or not it is going to achieve
the support of this house.
The Victorian people have elected us to this place to
determine whether or not a bill is given passage through
this place. If the minister says that this bill is a priority
of the government, then we should be supporting the
bill as a priority in this place and debating it forthwith.
If the government is going to try to politically
point-score through a media release saying that this is
something that we are seeking to deny passage through
this place, then we should be debating the bill and not
avoiding debate on the bill to determine whether or not
it is going to see passage through here.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr MORRIS — You are right, Ms Crozier. What
this government is seeking is to have a free ride on this
bill in saying that it is the opposition that is opposing
the passage of this bill in this place. Let us bring on the
debate. Either the Leader of the Government should be
supporting this motion and saying that this bill should
be debated or the minister who issued the media release
should be apologising not only to the Parliament but to
the people of Victoria for misleading them, as the
government misled the people of Victoria through their
red shirts rort, through saying they were not going to
introduce any new taxes, through spending $1.3 billion
not to build a road and through the many other deceits
that this government has placed upon the Victorian
people.
I wholeheartedly support Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion. It
should be supported by this house to ensure that the
government is held to account for what they say. They
say one thing in a media release — a bit like when
Mr Dalidakis said that we adjourn the house —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris, it is a very
narrow debate, please. I have nearly pulled you up
several times for tedious repetition, frankly.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, President. I will
continue. I certainly do support wholeheartedly
Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion —
The PRESIDENT — I have heard that before too.
Mr MORRIS — and certainly hope the house does
support it as well.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(21:15) — I rise in support of Mr Rich-Phillips’s
motion today to move immediately to the need of the
Minister for Industrial Relations to debate this bill.
What we have here is a clear example to the Victorian
people of the failure and disunity of this government.
The minister in the other place says, ‘We want to get on
with this’ and this house says, ‘No, thanks. We don’t
want to do it’. They cannot even get their act together,
this government. The minister is saying, ‘I want you to
bring this on because it’s being held up’, and the
government in this chamber says, ‘We don’t want to do
it’. They cannot even get their act together. This is just
a repetition of the disunity and the failure of this
government.
We have been saying for a long time, with the 28 bills
on the notice paper, that we have been wanting to talk
about the appropriation bill of the previous year, and
the government said they do not want to do it. We want
to talk about the appropriation bill of this year and the
government do not want to do it. Target One Million,
which has been sitting on the notice paper forever, has
taken more than 1 million minutes to even talk about in
this place. This is a government that is fractured and is
not united. It is very clear.
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Let us pick up the
interjection because Ms Tierney said, ‘What’s your
position?’. We know your position — your position is
you do not want to debate this. That is your position.
Despite the minister saying they want to deal with it,
you do not want to deal with it. If you want to talk
about positions, that is the position of your government.
This is a deceitful government that has failed on so
many levels. They have failed the Country Fire
Authority volunteers; they have failed the people of
Victoria; they have failed the people abutting the sky
rail; they failed people when they said it would not cost
a cent for the east–west link, and it has cost $1.4 billion.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Ondarchie, move on back
to the motion. Again, it is a very narrow procedural
motion, and I think that we ought to be dealing with
that.
Mr ONDARCHIE — In the context of the failure
of this government, in saying one thing in that place
and doing something different in this place, there is no
greater example of that failure than today. Whilst the
government is arguing against us, they are arguing
against themselves. They cannot get their act together.
The minister says, ‘I want to do this’ and the house, on
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this side, says, ‘We don’t want to do it’. So before you
come in here releasing press releases —
Mr Dalidakis — Thank the heavens for Good
Friday.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will pick up those
injections. Clearly the bar has been open for a long time
today. It seems to me that the Minister for Industrial
Relations in the other place has no clue about what goes
on in this Parliament. It shows where the balance of
power is in Daniel Andrews’s government that the
minister over there says one thing, issues a press
release —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you. There is another
solution actually. The house has already given me the
power to recall the house whenever I want.
Mr ONDARCHIE — There are 28 pieces of
business on the notice paper, and Mr Rich-Phillips
moves that we adjourn this matter and go to item
number —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Clearly the bar has been
open.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Dalidakis, please.
Mr ONDARCHIE — What Mr Rich-Phillips is
saying is, because of the importance of the Minister for
Industrial Relations, can we move from this item to
item 5 on the notice paper? That is what the minister is
saying — ‘We want you to move immediately to
item 5’. But the government is saying to their minister
in the other place, ‘Forget about it. We’re not listening
to what you say’. This government is fractured and not
united; that is clear. They have no clue what is going on
from day to day and they are doing things on the run, so
we say to the government, ‘Bring it on now. Let’s deal
with it right now’. While you are falsely accusing the
opposition of mismanagement, it is the government that
is mismanaging this whole thing, and it is just
symptomatic of everything they have done in four years
in this place — everything they touch turns bad.
Everything they have touched has turned bad.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ONDARCHIE — As they interject and they
ask our position — your position is very, very clear on
this. Your minister wants to deal with this and you do
not want to. I support Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion. I
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move with him that we move straight to this business,
but we know what happens. This disunited, insipid,
rorting government do not want to deal with it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President.
An honourable member — You are on your feet.
The PRESIDENT — A travelling point of order.
Ms Lovell — I had to get to my spot. On a point of
order, President, I heard Minister Dalidakis make a
remark towards Mr Ondarchie that was extremely
unparliamentary, and he should withdraw.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President, in
relation to disgraceful remarks, I very clearly heard a
number of remarks coming from Mr Ondarchie towards
Mr Dalidakis which were at the very least incendiary
and which I think probably provoked an exchange
between the two members in the chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, I
think Ms Shing has a separate point of order to
Ms Lovell’s point of order. She should wait for the
adjudication on Ms Lovell’s point of order before
raising a fresh point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Both of the parties
whom members raising these points of order assert
have been so aggrieved by these matters have had an
opportunity, given they are in the house, to actually
stand up and seek a retraction themselves. Neither of
them has done it. Again, a travelling point of order is
just outrageous. I did not hear anything from
Mr Ondarchie at that point. I did hear far too much
from him earlier during the debate. I also find that it is
true that the nature of the debate that has been led on
this very narrow procedural motion has been
provocative and is really not necessary.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (21:22) — In relation
to the procedural motion, I note that it is the habit and
the pattern of the opposition when they fear progress on
the legislative program to in fact seek to stagnate the
process and the way in which matters are discussed and
are debated in this house of review. In this regard I note
that on 19 June when we were debating the labour hire
legislation they in fact moved to report progress on
three occasions, which was 30 minutes of debate every
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time plus the 3 or 4 minutes required for the bells and
then the vote.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SHING — On 24 August we saw in relation to
the long service leave portability legislation a motion to
report progress, again with the effect of delaying the
way in which this house of review could undertake
matters relevant to the notice paper. Again on
6 September, as it related to residential tenancies,
another motion to —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I can hardly hear
Ms Shing partly because members on her own side are
engaging in cross-chamber conversations. Can
Ms Shing be heard without that assistance. Thank you.
Ms SHING — So as far as the third example in
relation to an attempt and repeated attempts by the
opposition to stagnate the work of this house of review,
on 6 September in relation to residential tenancies there
was another motion to adjourn the debate, a further
30 minutes for contributions and time for bells. Then
again on 8 May we had the major events ticket scalping
legislation and a motion to report progress. What we
see is a pattern of conduct and tactic from those
opposite which is designed and contrived to in fact
interrupt, disrupt, slow down and break up the business
of this house wherever and however it can possibly
occur. What we see repeatedly from those opposite is
that when it comes to bills of import and substance on
the program which deliver fundamental and important
improvements and entitlements to people who are
relying upon good government to make and take
decisions that are in the interests of those who do not
have an elected voice of their own to use, those
opposite cannot wait to get to their feet and use the
standing orders and various procedures of this house to
delay in any possible way that they can think of,
through the hours of the night, in a way that in fact
makes sure that we do not have an opportunity to
debate. That has happened time and time again. It
occurs without any compunction from those opposite.
What does the subject matter of this bill have in
common with the other matters which have been the
subject of procedural adjournment and report progress
motions?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Davis! You are not even
in your place. If you are not careful, you will not be in
this place.

TREASURY AND FINANCE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

Ms SHING — The common theme that emerges
when you consider those bills which have been the
most frequent subject of procedural interruption by
those opposite — wait, let us have a think about this —
are bills which provide rights and entitlements to
workers, bills which provide security and continuity of
service to people who rely upon good government.
They rely upon Labor and Labor governments to get
things done and give security of entitlements to people
who do not own their own homes and are residential
tenants, people who actually need and want the things
that those opposite are all too quick to call for in their
desperate moments of hypocrisy.
On that basis I would suggest that in fact this motion
has been contrived, as have so many others of this
nature in the course of this Parliament, by this
opposition, in bad faith, for improper purposes and in
ways which actually seek to circumnavigate the exact
work of this house, which time and time again they
interrupt, they delay, they waylay, they push off course,
until such time as we resort, as was referred to earlier,
to the breaking of conventions in this house. People in
this chamber have referred to the conventions of this
Parliament being smashed and dismantled in a way that
reflects badly on politicians across this house and
throughout this Parliament. It is an absolute disgrace. It
seems that the lowest common denominator is a depth
to which others are prepared to plumb. The motion
itself, as with so many others, forms no proper basis for
the legislative program that we are more than happy to
continue working our way through, despite any
obstacles that you might throw up to the contrary.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (21:27) — I had
no intention of speaking on this motion until such time
as I heard Ms Shing, and what an extraordinary
performance that was. We can certainly understand
why she is number two after that little episode. But I
think we really have to consider, in supporting
Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion, the situation that we find
ourselves in. In an attempt to sledge the opposition —
and in particular the Leader of the Opposition,
Mr Guy — a minister of the Andrews Labor
government has in fact attempted to bring this house
into disrepute. That is what has occurred. This is not
what the Labor Party has said about the Liberal Party;
this is what the government has said about the upper
house. The upper house has a very responsible role to
play in this Parliament, and I know, President, you have
been very outspoken on a number of occasions, both
inside and outside this house, on that role. We need to
ensure that the people in the community know that we
are acting responsibly in bringing that job that we have
to fruition. What has occurred as a result of this
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extraordinary attack from Minister Hutchins is, well, to
begin with —
Ms Crozier — She should apologise.
Mr FINN — Yes, she should apologise, but I think
there is about as much chance of that happening as
there is of me barracking for Collingwood tomorrow
night. That is just not going to happen. We do not
expect apologies from the other side at all, but certainly
an apology is warranted — not to the Liberal Party, not
to Mr Guy, not to anybody on this side of the house, but
indeed to the Legislative Council as a whole because,
as I said, what has occurred here is an attack on the
processes of the upper house, and that is something that
we should be very concerned about.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Calm down. You will have kittens.
Ms Mikakos — You don’t want to be here
tomorrow because you’re going to the football.
Mr FINN — You should have a pizza and a Coke
and calm down. Just relax. Up on the roof with you.
That is why I support the motion moved by
Mr Rich-Phillips. I think the points that
Mr Rich-Phillips made were very, very good ones. We
seem to have some conflict, at the very least confusion,
between members of the government in this house and
members of the government in the other house, and at
the very least as a Legislative Council we should seek
to clarify exactly what the government’s intentions are,
because we have some members of the government in
this house saying their priorities are one thing, we have
other members in the other house saying that their
priorities are something else, and that clearly is going to
lead to confusion. That is clearly going to —
Mr Dalidakis — Ask me to withdraw: you are a
liar.
Mr FINN — I think Sir Les has been in the bar for
far too long.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Dalidakis, I ask
you to withdraw.
Mr Dalidakis — For you, President, I will. As for
you, Mr Finn, there is a special place in hell for you.
Mr FINN — If there is a special place in hell for
me, it is probably sitting next to him, as indeed it would
be for anybody else, I would suggest. The fact of the
matter is that we are debating a very important point of
principle here as to the role of the upper house.
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Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — President, can I suggest that you
suggest to Mr Dalidakis he goes back to the bar — and
I am not talking about the Supreme Court. I think that
as an upper house we need to defend our position. We
cannot expect the community to have respect for what
we do in here if we stand by and allow senior members
of the government to portray us as doing something that
indeed we are not responsible for, so —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Mr Finn.
We have reached the end of the period for the debate on
the procedural motion. Mr Rich-Phillips gets a
2-minute right of reply.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (21:32) — Not for the first time,
Ms Shing is confused about what the house is doing.
Ms Shing in her contribution said that this side of the
house always wants to adjourn off legislation which the
government views as improving the lot of working
Victorians. In fact what we have before the house this
evening is a motion to adjourn off a treasury and
finance bill to proceed to a bill which the industrial
relations minister said was about the bargaining rights
of 130 000 Victorian workers. So quite in contrast to
what Ms Shing claimed in her contribution, the motion
I have moved is to step over this treasury and finance
bill, which we were very happy to debate, to the bill
that the Minister for Industrial Relations in the other
place said we had somehow not delivered when this
government had no intention of delivering.
So the motion I move is to step over for the time being
the treasury and finance bill until later this day to deal
with the Fair Work bill which the Minister for
Industrial Relations in her incendiary press release said
we should have dealt with. Ms Shing in her confusion
thinks we should deal with the treasury and finance bill
rather than this industrial relations bill, but this motion
is very clearly about doing what the industrial relations
minister thinks we should have done, and I have to say,
I am surprised that, with the industrial relations minister
calling for the house to deal with the industrial relations
legislation, we are going to have the government voting
against the will of its own minister.
House divided on Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr

Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
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Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 22
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

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

Motion negatived.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (21:42) — I am pleased to rise this
evening to speak to the Treasury and Finance
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, which is a very
important piece of legislation that achieves several
important policy outcomes. As a former minister in this
area who had responsibility for the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) and the Victorian WorkCover
Authority (VWA), I am particularly interested in the
policy direction that this legislation is heading in.
But in starting this contribution, I want to place on the
record the fact that the government tonight has made
very clear its intention with respect to the legislative
program. The Minister for Industrial Relations in the
other place, through her stupid press release inveigling
this house to bring on debate on the industrial relations
bill, has elected not to do that. The government has
voted against its own minister to bring on the treasury
and finance bill. As I said, the treasury and finance bill
is a very important piece of legislation, which will have
particularly important policy outcomes. I know that a
number of my colleagues are particularly committed to
seeing the passage of this legislation, but it speaks
volumes that the government were willing to disregard
the views of their industrial relations minister, as
stupidly put as they were, and vote against the bill to
get this little —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Mr Rich-Phillips, are you discussing the motion?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I am discussing the bill,
Acting President.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — And
which part of the bill?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The way in which we got
to it, Acting President.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) — If you
could come back to the bill, that would be appreciated.
Thank you.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — As I said, this bill is a
very important piece of legislation, and I am pleased
that we are dealing with it tonight, notwithstanding the
unhelpful intervention from the Minister for Industrial
Relations.
It is somewhat of an omnibus bill, though it is also a
relatively small bill. The purpose of the bill is to amend
the Transport Accident Act 1986 to clarify aspects with
respect to the intent of the act, to increase benefits for
claimants and family members and to expand the
eligibility of cyclists to access compensation,
specifically where an injury occurs as the result of a
collision with a stationary motor vehicle, plus a range
of other matters. It amends the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004 — the OH&S act — the Dangerous
Goods Act 1985, the Equipment (Public Safety) Act
1994, the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1986 to increase benefits for
claimants and family members and to amend some
procedures and processes under these acts. It also
makes an amendment to the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1988 to transfer the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund to the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme (ESS scheme).
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common-law claims that had been brought by people
who had been injured in motor vehicle accidents. It was
the basis of that experience that led him to support the
development of what we now know as the Transport
Accident Commission, which has been an incredibly
successful statutory insurer in supporting, through a
no-fault scheme, people who are injured in motor
vehicle accidents in Victoria or indeed in
Victorian-registered motor vehicles elsewhere.
It is one of the great success stories of Victoria that the
TAC continues to go from strength to strength. Of
course the TAC is now headquartered in Geelong, and I
was very pleased during my period as minister to start
the relocation of the Victorian WorkCover Authority,
also to Geelong. The Victorian WorkCover Authority is
of course the other great success story in statutory
insurance and compensation in the Victorian
jurisdiction. It is an entity with a balance sheet
exceeding $10 billion which provides well over
$1 billion, closer to $2 billion, in support on an annual
basis to workplace injury claimants. Alongside the
Transport Accident Commission, it is a scheme which
has been established on a very sound basis whereby the
liability for injuries that relate to that scheme are well
understood, actuarially assessed and recorded on the
balance sheet and the entity is able to provide very
targeted and well-understood support and compensation
to claimants in a way which ensures their best interest
are reflected and supported and in a way which ensures
that the long-term viability of the scheme is protected
and supported through appropriate early-stage
interventions which have the objective of reducing the
long-term liability of the scheme.

I would like to start by talking about the amendments
the bill makes to the Transport Accident Act. The
Transport Accident Act is the act which constitutes and
governs the operation of the Transport Accident
Commission, which, as many members of the house
will be aware, is the entity which is responsible for our
statutory insurance scheme and which provides support
and compensation to those members of the Victorian
community who are injured in motor vehicle accidents,
through a range of types of support. It also provides
support to certain family members of people who are
injured in transport accidents, as defined in the
legislation.

Both the TAC and the Victorian WorkCover Authority
have implemented models where their entire known
liability is represented on the balance sheets and
therefore can be managed in a way which is not based
on short-term cash considerations but based on getting
long-term improvements for claimants and in doing so
reducing the long-term whole-of-life liability of the
claimants in the respective schemes. That has been
incredibly successful.

The TAC has been one of the great success stories of
Victorian government over its 30-year history. It was an
initiative of the Cain government. In fact on the
occasion of the 30th anniversary of the Transport
Accident Commission, I was very pleased to have
welcomed former Premier John Cain to the TAC in
Geelong to celebrate the successes of the Transport
Accident Commission and indeed to hear about the role
that former Premier Cain had in the development of the
Transport Accident Commission, based on his previous
experience in legal practice where he had dealt with

It is a model which has been picked up in other
jurisdictions, not necessarily just in relation to statutory
insurance but also in relation to assessing public policy
interventions in a whole range of social policy areas
whereby, based on the work that has been done by the
TAC and the Victorian WorkCover Authority,
governments in other jurisdictions have undertaken the
work to do actuarial assessments of public policy
problems, public policy challenges, and assess them in
a whole-of-life liability sense and have then been able
to assess what targeted interventions will make a

TREASURY AND FINANCE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

difference to getting better public policy outcomes. It is
an incredibly successful model. Of course with the
TAC and WorkCover those liabilities are brought to the
balance sheet, which is not necessarily the case in other
jurisdictions. It is a model which has worked very, very
successfully, and I was very pleased as the minister to
be able to start the process of relocating WorkCover to
Geelong, where it can work alongside the Transport
Accident Commission.
That was actually part of a bigger vision for statutory
insurance in this state. In the same period when we
commenced the relocation of WorkCover to Geelong,
the commonwealth put in place, in cooperation with the
states, the national disability insurance scheme,
overseen by the National Disability Insurance Agency
(NDIA), which is also Geelong based. One of the great
opportunities we saw as a government, both in terms of
improving outcomes but also managing risk, was to
have the Transport Accident Commission, the Victorian
WorkCover Authority and the National Disability
Insurance Agency all located in the same city — in
Geelong — all being able to collaborate and work
cooperatively together and in particular the NDIA being
able to draw upon the corporate knowledge and
experience of the three decades held within the TAC
and the Victorian WorkCover Authority to ensure a
smooth establishment and national rollout of the
national disability insurance scheme.
This is because for our schemes, the Victorian schemes,
the NDIA does represent some risks. Both the
Transport Accident Commission and the Victorian
WorkCover Authority have a very clear understanding
of the cost base and cost structure of the schemes they
run. They have a very clear understanding in a
long-term actuarial sense of the impact on those two
schemes of making changes in the pricing of support
services which are made available to their clients.
While both schemes provide very high levels of support
and are very focused upon working to support their
clients, they are also very conscious of the implications
of the cost of service provision, particularly in the long
term. That is one of the great benefits of both those
schemes having their whole-of-life cost liabilities on
their balance sheets.
The big risk we foresaw with the national disability
insurance scheme is that it did not have a balance sheet.
The NDIA did not have, and to this day does not
understand, the full extent — certainly in whole-of-life
cost terms — of the liability it is taking on as a national
disability insurance provider, and therefore its capacity
to appropriately price the services it purchases was far
less tuned than the same capacity in the TAC and
WorkCover. Of course because the NDIA is such a
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large entity and such a large purchaser of those
services, the risk for our schemes was that they would
become price takers when overshadowed by the sheer
size of the NDIA, which as I said did not necessarily
have anywhere near as acute an understanding of the
cost impacts and the cost base of the services it was
purchasing compared to our statutory schemes.
So we saw a very strong opportunity to get the NDIA
and our two schemes working together to develop in
Geelong a centre of excellence based around statutory
insurance to develop those skills in statutory insurance,
to develop the allied skills and service provision and
also to manage the risk to our schemes that the
thousand-pound gorilla that is the NDIA posed to the
TAC and the Victorian WorkCover Authority. I am not
sure at this point four years on from the launch of the
NDIA whether the NDIA has really at this stage
developed that corporate knowledge which will allow it
to operate in a sustainable basis in the long term. I
suspect that, notwithstanding the good work that is
being done by the TAC and the Victorian WorkCover
Authority, the risks remain for those two entities as the
NDIA develops its capability and its corporate
knowledge as it goes through the full rollout of the
scheme on a nationwide basis.
Turning to the specific provisions in the bill that the
Council is dealing with tonight, the amendments to the
Transport Accident Act 1986 seek to expand the
definition of ‘member of the immediate family’ to
include grandparents. It seeks to increase the family
travel and accommodation expenses for family
members visiting an injured person in hospital. It
provides a new benefit for parents of an injured child in
hospital to compensate them for the loss of wages while
visiting their child. It expands the definition of
‘dependent child’ to include people under the age of
25 years who are undertaking an apprenticeship. It
removes the mandatory requirement to review a
claimant’s entitlement to ongoing weekly benefits at
least once every five years.
Importantly and perhaps one of the most significant
amendments this bill makes in a public sense is the
amendment to extend coverage to cyclists injured in a
collision with a stationary or parked motor vehicle, and
I will come back to that in a little more detail. It
provides an entitlement to an additional four weeks of
disability attendant care outside of Australia for
claimants required to travel overseas for work and
establishes a new benefit to enable the TAC to pay the
fees associated with the management of a claimant’s
compensation by a court-appointed professional
administrator.
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Most of the amendments this bill seeks to make to the
Transport Accident Act are in the area of ancillary
benefits and support to TAC claimants and their family
members. It was something that I was quite pleased to
be able to do with the Transport Accident Act
amendment legislation that I brought through this
Parliament in the previous term of government to
increase some of those ancillary benefits and support
benefits to family members who have a relative injured
in a transport accident. It is often not front of mind for
the community, understanding the impact that a
significant transport accident can have on a family
situation. If a person is severely injured or
catastrophically injured and requires a long period of
hospitalisation, the impact that can have on a family can
be significant, particularly if they are not from
Melbourne and their relative is hospitalised in
Melbourne. The need for them to travel and the need
for them to stay in Melbourne can impose a very
significant burden on their immediate family and on
their extended family. That is why the TAC act
includes a range of support to family members and to
extended family to facilitate them.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The act contains, as I was
saying, a range of benefits available to family and
extended family to assist them in supporting an injured
family member, in recognition that doing that imposes a
significant burden on an extended family, particularly
if, as I said, they are not from metropolitan Melbourne,
where typically much of the significant trauma care is
provided, most often of course at the Alfred hospital.
This bill seeks to further expand some of those
provisions, as I said, through expanding the definitions
of ‘family member’ and ‘member of the immediate
family’ to include grandparents and through increasing
a range of travel and accommodation expense supports
for family members and for parents of injured children
and by expanding the definition of ‘dependent child’ to
include young people under 25 who are undertaking
apprenticeships.
That is something that we think is welcome.
Notwithstanding being a Treasury minister, I was
typically always pretty happy to see an increase in those
types of support benefits payable through the Transport
Accident Commission scheme, recognising the very
important role that it plays in the Victorian community
and of course recognising the typically very strong
financial position that both schemes, TAC and
WorkCover, generally have. I say that not having had
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the opportunity to look at the 2017–18 financial annual
report for either the TAC or WorkCover. In fact I do
not know if they were tabled among the hundreds of
annual reports which arrived in Parliament today.
One of the things which was always interesting in
looking at those annual reports and looking at the level
of funding — that is, whether the actuarially assessed
liabilities of those schemes were fully funded, fully
covered by assets — was looking at some of the
perverse outcomes and some of the perverse
presentations that we saw in those annual reports from
time to time, based on what accounting standards
required to be presented in terms of discount rates being
applied to some of those liabilities. They produced,
when looking at the accounting funding ratios,
particularly with very low interest rates, some very
distorted liability figures which might have suggested
less than full funding of those schemes when in fact
discounting the liabilities based on actual returns rather
than theoretical returns based on bond rates actually
showed that those schemes were funded at a very
healthy rate, far exceeding 100 per cent.
In circumstances where there was such a strong balance
sheet, in an economic sense even if not necessarily an
accounting sense, to have the scope to improve benefits
of this nature, which make a very real difference to
claimants and the families of claimants, I think was a
very welcome opportunity. I am pleased to see that we
are seeing the same sort of incremental change and
improvement in the range of supports made available
under the bill that the house is dealing with tonight.
One of the interesting changes in this bill is removing
the TAC’s mandatory requirement to review a
claimant’s entitlement to ongoing weekly benefits at
least once every five years. That amendment is an
interesting one, reflecting as it does the fact that for a
cohort of TAC claimants their engagement with the
TAC is long term. For some claimants who are severely
injured or catastrophically injured, their injury or their
accident may result in a lifelong relationship with the
Transport Accident Commission. That can be a
double-edged sword, and that is not a reflection on the
TAC. It is a reflection, though, on the challenges that a
person who finds their life irrevocably changed through
a transport accident goes through in adapting to those
changed circumstances, in adapting to a life where they
may be dependent on other people and certainly
dependent on the Transport Accident Commission.
It was my observation of the complaints that would
come through my office in relation to both the
Transport Accident Commission and the Victorian
WorkCover Authority, where claimants or in some
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cases the family of claimants were complaining about
the support or the treatment they received from the
TAC or WorkCover, that more often than not those
particular claimants would be people who had been in
the system — in the scheme — for a long period of
time. Many of the complaints they would make perhaps
were not as well-founded as others.
It was interesting to reflect on why one of the key
messages from the TAC scheme and the Victorian
WorkCover scheme is the need for people who are
subject to injuries to return to a normal lifestyle as
quickly as possible. That is certainly one of the strong
emphases with the WorkCover scheme — for injured
workers to return to work as quickly as possible —
because it was very evident to me from those
complaints and claim files that where people became
dependent on the schemes for extended periods of time,
it had a very negative effect on their life. Their ongoing
interactions with the two commissions — the authority
and the TAC — could quite often become an obsession.
There would be daily correspondence, daily complaints
to the minister’s office, about various matters. It was
very clear that the circumstances of the ongoing
relationship could be very negative for the claimants,
hence the need, where possible, for them to return to a
normal lifestyle or return to work as quickly as possible
and get out of that cycle, which often caused such
negative mental repercussions.
It is interesting that the bill seeks to remove the
five-year review requirement in respect of certain
claimants. That is in recognition that for a cohort of
TAC claimants their circumstances do not change.
They are typically the very catastrophically injured
claimants — people who are quadriplegic or paraplegic
as a result of transport accidents. Once they have
stabilised, their circumstances are not going to change,
and to have continual reviews in the hope that
something might change or improve is not a good use
of the resources of the commission and indeed not good
for the individual concerned.
As I said, one of the key amendments this bill seeks to
make, and the most high profile amendment, changes
the way that certain cyclists are treated under the TAC
legislation. The bill seeks to extend coverage under the
TAC scheme to cyclists who are injured in a collision
with a stationary or parked motor vehicle. This is an
area which has always been a challenge for the TAC to
the extent that bicycles of course are not registered,
cyclists do not pay TAC premiums and accidents
involving bicycles in isolation have been largely
excluded from the TAC scheme. More recently, as
bicycles have become more prevalent on our roads and
there has been an increase in the incidence of

5224

doorings — where motorists opening a door into a
bicycle lane clobber a cyclist — which can be minor
but can also be very significant, particularly if the
cyclist then ends up on the roadway in front of vehicles,
we saw a change to the law which reflected that a
cyclist colliding with a vehicle door being opened
would be eligible for a TAC claim. This then created
the somewhat perverse circumstance where a cyclist
colliding with a stationary or parked vehicle could not
claim, but if they collided with the open door of a
parked vehicle they could claim.
I think it was in late 2014 that we had the case of
Mr Rory Wilson, I think from the Geelong region, who
was injured in an accident of that nature and suffered
very significant injuries with lifelong impacts. In those
circumstances, and in circumstances under the existing
law, he was not covered by the TAC scheme. A key
part of the bill we are debating tonight is actually to
extend, as I said, the TAC scheme coverage to cyclists
who have collided with stationary or parked vehicles,
and in doing so, I understand from advice directly from
the minister yesterday, it will ensure that that coverage
is available to Mr Wilson in respect of his injuries.
I know this is a matter that my colleague Mr Ramsay
has been extremely passionate about. Mr Ramsay has
been very keen all week to ensure that this legislation
will pass the Parliament before we rise ahead of the
election in November. I am very pleased to be able to
say to Mr Ramsay, as he leaves us in this Parliament,
that this bill will pass the Parliament today and
Mr Wilson will get the coverage that Mr Ramsay has
been so passionate about ensuring was made available
before this Parliament rose. It is very pleasing that that
will be a consequence of this bill passing through the
house tonight.
One of the other changes the bill makes — as I said, it
is an omnibus bill — is with respect to, in a very
different direction, the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986. It transfers the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund to the ESS scheme.
The ESSS, or ESS scheme, is the scheme which
oversees all the residual defined benefit superannuation,
which is a feature of the historical way in which public
sector workers in Victoria received superannuation
until the mid-1990s. Most, if not all, public sector
workers up to that time received superannuation on a
defined benefit basis — that is, they received retirement
entitlements based on their finishing salary and the
period of time in which they had served as a public
sector worker in Victoria.
Those schemes existed through the government
departments, they existed through the statutory agencies
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and to this day they exist for emergency services
workers, who are the only cohort who continue to
receive superannuation on a defined benefit basis.
Those public service workers who were in the defined
benefit schemes when they closed continue to be
grandfathered in the defined benefit schemes, but those
who joined the public sector after those closure dates
receive superannuation under the more common
accumulation fund model, which is familiar to most
Australians.
One of the consequences of the sale or long-term lease
of the Port of Melbourne Corporation in 2016 to private
interests was the residual defined benefit
superannuation responsibility, which sat with the port
of Melbourne as a public sector employer which had
employees with long-term work history with the
corporation and therefore the defined benefit
entitlements. This bill seeks to transfer the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund into the ESSS as an
ongoing public sector responsibility. That is something
which has been the practice with other public sector
corporations which have been privatised. It was the
case with the public transport privatisations. It was the
case, from memory, with the privatisation of the State
Electricity Commission of Victoria that those
grandfathered defined benefit superannuation
responsibilities transferred from the public sector
corporation into being managed under ESSS, which has
as the bulk of its work managing some tens of billions
of dollars of defined superannuation and a small book
of accumulation superannuation. That is a fairly
standard transfer as a consequence of that privatisation
which took place two years ago.
Some of the other amendments the bill makes are with
respect to expanding the definition, as I said before, of
‘member of the immediate family’ to include
grandparents not only for the Transport Accident Act
1986 but also for the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation
and Compensation Act 2013 (WIRC act) and the
Accident Compensation Act 1985. Both those acts
relate to the WorkCover scheme — the statutory
insurance scheme for workplace injuries. The WIRC
act was the act which was put in place by the previous
government as a clean rewrite of our WorkCover
legislation in 2013.
One of the consequences of putting in place that new
WIRC act was the need to preserve a number of the
residual workplace injury schemes which had existed
from the 1950s in various forms and various iterations
in the Accident Compensation Act as a residual act.
Current claims and new claims are dealt with under the
WIRC act, and a number of historic long-tail claims
exist under the Accident Compensation Act.
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Likewise, as with the Transport Accident Act, we see
increased family travel and accommodation caps and
benefits attached to the WorkCover scheme. We see the
insertion of a provision for the electronic service of
notices under the Occupational Health and Safety Act
2004, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, the Equipment
(Public Safety) Act 1994 and the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act. Of course that is
a sensible move. The ability to serve notices
electronically is something which frankly is expected in
2018. The commonwealth jurisdiction some time ago
passed legislation which confirmed on a general basis
that the service of documents in electronic form would
meet the requirements of individual acts for the service
of documents. It is appropriate in a civil sense and in a
common-law sense, and it is appropriate that our
statutory insurance frameworks — indeed our
workplace safety framework — reflect that modern
practice as well.
The bill also makes several changes with respect to
prosecutions and investigations under the Occupational
Health and Safety Act, the Dangerous Goods Act and
the Equipment (Public Safety) Act. In this regard the
bill clarifies that prosecutions for summary offences
must be completed within three months, the
prosecutions for indictable offences must be completed
within three months and a report must be given to the
person who made the complaint that either the
investigation is complete with a prosecution that will be
brought or the investigation is ongoing. In the event of
an ongoing investigation, further reports are required
every three months. The bill also provides that a report
must be given for each ongoing investigation to the
minister every three months. Additional requirements
are imposed for annual report, including the length of
time it took to complete each investigation and the
number of times the response and reporting
requirements were not met.
This is a very interesting set of amendments to those
three acts — as I said, the Occupational Health and
Safety Act, the Dangerous Goods Act and the
Equipment (Public Safety) Act — all of which largely
relate to the workplace in its various forms. The
Occupational Health and Safety Act obviously is
directly related. The Dangerous Goods Act and the
Equipment (Public Safety) Act are ancillary to
workplace safety. The requirement for reports of
investigations to be provided to the minister on a
quarterly basis where an investigation is ongoing is
intriguing. I certainly know that during my term as
minister there were a number of investigations
undertaken by the Victorian WorkCover Authority.
Some of those investigations related to quite high
profile incidents and issues, and it was always my view
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and I always expected of my office that there would be
a clear delineation between what I knew and what
information I sought as minister and the independence
of an investigation or prosecution that was undertaken
by the Victorian WorkCover Authority.
I find it somewhat surprising that in putting in place a
requirement, an obligation, to close the loop with a
complainant about how an investigation is proceeding
there is now also to be a mandatory reporting
requirement to a minister or for the minister to be
informed as to how investigations are proceeding and,
presumably with that, prosecutions.
I think there is a very strong argument that ministers
should not be involved, have visibility on or be briefed
on proceedings, investigations and prosecutions. It is
interesting when you reflect on the police jurisdiction to
note the number of times when the Minister for Police
is asked about prosecutions or investigations that she
repeatedly talks about the independence of Victoria
Police to undertake those investigations and launch
prosecutions independently of the minister.
That is a very strong message we get from the police
minister and indeed from Victoria Police, and I find it
interesting that we are now to have a provision which
requires the WorkCover authority — as the agency
responsible for administering the Occupational Health
and Safety Act 2004, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985
and the Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994 — to be
obliged to report to the minister on the progress of
investigations and prosecutions. That I think actually
puts the minister in a difficult position with respect to
their knowledge of proceedings and with
commensurate pressure around intervention in the
proceedings. Even the mere fact of being briefed on a
proceeding, be it in writing or orally, raises issues
around the potential conflict or potential perception of
conflict of a minister intervening in an investigation or
prosecution. If we take the bill into committee, that is a
matter that I will seek to expand on further with the
minister.
The bill also makes some provisions with a requirement
to provide documents. It extends the powers of an
inspector to require a person to produce a document or
part of a document, whether or not it is located in the
place being inspected and whether or not it is in the
person’s possession or control. I note that the existing
act does not require the production of a document
located in a different place or not in the custody or the
possession of the person being interviewed. My
understanding is that the argument in support of this
provision relates to the electronic storage of documents,
where increasingly documents are in electronic form
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rather than hard copy form and therefore may not be in
the physical custody of the person being interviewed or
indeed in the physical premises where a person is being
interviewed.
The bill also inserts a new framework for the removal
and control of asbestos installed on or after 1 January
2004. These provisions are intended to supplement the
application of prohibitions in the existing Occupational
Health and Safety Regulations 2017 made under the
Dangerous Goods Act.
A new provision is also inserted to allow for the
payment of compensation to the estate of a worker who
has made a claim for compensation and subsequently
dies before the matter is resolved and the payment is
made under the Accident Compensation Act 1985.
The coalition believes there are a number of good
provisions in this bill. As I said at the outset, I am
pleased to see the increase and expansion of support
services made available to the families of people who
are injured in transport accidents. That is something the
previous government did, and I am pleased to see that
continue under the current government.
The expansion of entitlement for certain cyclists who
have had collisions with stationary or parked vehicles
does address a concern that has been raised very
strongly by Mr Ramsay with respect to the Rory
Wilson case. In committee I will seek from the minister
an understanding of the actuarial assessment of the
impact of that change and the depth of the
understanding that the TAC has of such a provision.
Obviously, because cyclists are not currently covered
by the Transport Accident Act in a broad sense, the
question as to how much knowledge the TAC has of
collisions and therefore the extent for those collisions to
impact the scheme is an area that I would seek some
further information about.
This is a very interesting piece of legislation. It makes
some worthwhile amendments to the TAC scheme and
to the VWA scheme. I note just in passing that the bill
makes several amendments to the Occupational Health
and Safety Act 2004. There is a certain irony in that
because it was, if I recall correctly, an election
commitment of the current government that it would in
fact implement the Work Health and Safety Act model,
which was the national model agreed by the
commonwealth and the states in 2008–09 to harmonise
occupational health and safety legislation across the
nation. When the coalition government came to power
in 2010, upon reviewing the commitments made to the
Work Health and Safety Act and considering that act in
the context of the existing Victorian Occupational
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Health and Safety Act we took the decision that,
notwithstanding the COAG agreement, notwithstanding
the fact that reward payments were payable to the state
of Victoria under the seamless national economy
Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
agreement, it was in the interests of Victorian
businesses and Victorian employers that we in fact
maintain the Victorian Occupational Health and Safety
Act 2004 rather than adopt the national model.

This is a bill I am pleased to be debating this evening. It
does make some meaningful improvements to the
Transport Accident Commission scheme and the
WorkCover scheme. In particular it will have a very
significant impact on Mr Wilson and people who find
themselves in the same situation as Mr Wilson. It is a
bill that is very strongly supported by my colleague
Mr Ramsay, and I look forward to it passing the house
tonight.

The situation we confronted then was a national model,
which had been agreed by the state and territory
jurisdictions and by the commonwealth, which
effectively recognised that at that stage Victoria had —
and I think probably today Victoria has — the best
occupational health and safety framework in the nation.
As is the way of getting national agreements, if you
take Victoria as the starting point, a number of
compromises and changes had to be made to get the
support of the other jurisdictions around the nation,
which then saw from a Victorian perspective a
compromised national workplace health and safety
model which was adopted by the industrial relations
ministerial council as the model to be implemented
around the nation.

Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (22:30) — I
am pleased to rise to speak on the Treasury and Finance
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. I will be brief on
this bill given the time of day, but I rise to say that the
Greens will be supporting this bill. It is a good bill
before us today because it is pragmatic and makes a
number of commonsense reforms to our compensation
schemes.

The situation we confronted on coming to government
was being told by the commonwealth to implement a
model act which effectively required Victoria to take
10 steps backwards to allow states like New South
Wales to take 15 steps forwards. That was something
we were determined we would not do. It cost
Victoria — I think it cost us more than $100 million in
reward payments from the commonwealth under the
COAG agreement — but it was the right thing to do for
Victorian workplaces, Victorian employers and
Victorian workers, and we stand by the decision we
made in 2010 to maintain the Victorian model and not
adopt the national model.
It is interesting to note that the then Labor opposition,
and I think the current minister was the shadow
minister at the time, said that a Labor government
would implement the national model — that it would
ditch the Victorian model, the better model, and take up
the national model, which had been driven by Bill
Shorten and Julia Gillard. But here we are four years
on, the Parliament is about to adjourn for the end of the
session and the government has taken the right position
of in fact not implementing that workplace health and
safety template model. It has decided not to do what it
promised to do and in fact has preserved what we
regarded as the superior Victorian model of the
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004.

The bill makes a range of changes to the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) scheme and the
WorkSafe Victoria scheme. These amendments are
designed to improve the operation of the schemes by
raising the cap on claim benefits and improving support
for family members of clients. We support these
changes. As parliamentarians we should be constantly
improving and updating our legislation so that our law
can adapt to changing times and continue to operate as
intended.
To cover these amendments briefly, the WorkSafe
amendments include improving transparency around
WorkSafe investigations, clarifying the framework for
removing asbestos installed after 2003 and improving
the claims system so that an impairment payment can
still be made after an injured worker passes away prior
to a claim’s finalisation. The TAC amendments
recognise the changing nature of work and families,
extending family benefits to grandparents, increasing
the cap on the reasonable travel expenses of family
members to visit injured family in hospital and aligning
the dependency entitlements of a dependent apprentice
under 25 with those of a dependent student.
But it will come as no surprise to this chamber that the
changes I want to focus on today are those that relate to
TAC compensation for cyclists. The bill closes a
loophole in the Transport Accident Act 1986 which
limits the circumstances in which a cyclist can claim
TAC compensation. Under the current act, cyclists can
only receive TAC compensation if they hit a moving
vehicle, a car door or a stationary vehicle when on their
way to or from work. This bill amends the act so that
any cyclist who is injured as a result of hitting a
stationary vehicle can access TAC support. The
amendment will operate retrospectively, so any cyclist
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who has been in such an accident since 9 July 2016 will
be covered.
This is a pragmatic amendment that we are pleased to
support. Cyclists are also road users and have just as
much right to be on the road as drivers. They should not
have to put up with a subpar compensation system. An
everyday part of cycling in Melbourne is navigating
parked cars, because so much of Melbourne lacks
demarcated, segregated bike lanes. It does not matter
whether a cyclist is travelling to or from work, whether
they are going to the supermarket or whether they are
visiting family and friends, if they are injured while
cycling on our roads they should be able to access
compensation through the TAC.
This is particularly the case when more Victorians are
engaging in active forms of transport, but transport
infrastructure is lagging behind. Cycling is a great way
to reduce the pressure on our overcrowded roads and
public transport system. We encourage people of all
ages to get out on their bikes and enjoy the health and
wellbeing benefits of outdoor exercise every day.
It is critical that we address the need for more cycling
and active transport infrastructure across this city if we
are serious about bringing carbon emissions down as
well. Usual transport emissions account for a significant
portion of carbon emissions. If we are to address
climate change, transport transformation is going to be
fundamental, and active transport is a core component
of our transport transformation. It is hard for us to do
more when the government has done nothing to
accommodate the growing number of cyclists,
however. The latest budget allocated less than 1 per
cent of the transport budget to active transport. The
previous government was no better, cutting the bike
budget to zero. Both parties have been focused on
building mega toll roads that are just going to put more
cars on the road, not less.
But we know that good cycling infrastructure is
essential to a livable Melbourne, and we know that
more of us would be willing to cycle if we felt safer on
our roads. The Greens have long been fighting for
better infrastructure and safety measures for cyclists.
Last year my colleague Samantha Dunn introduced a
bill in this house to introduce minimum passing
distances for drivers overtaking cyclists, while this
government refused to support it. We have called for
separated bike lanes on the busiest and most dangerous
routes — on Sydney Road in Brunswick, on
Flemington Road in North Melbourne and on St Kilda
Road — again a change this government is dragging its
feet on, unfortunately. We want to see better integration
of cycling and other forms of transport so Victorians

5228

can cycle to a train station and leave their bike in secure
bike storage, but this government is investing in more
car parks at train stations instead. We call on all future
governments to really address the need for more active
and sustainable transport infrastructure.
While we are pleased to support this bill and in
particular to support the reforms to the TAC’s
compensation for cyclists, what we really want to see is
a government investing properly in active transport
infrastructure and cyclist safety so that nobody has to
access this scheme. Too many of our cyclists have been
injured or killed on our roads, and enough is enough.
The Greens will continue to do everything we can to
make our roads safe and accessible to everyone who
uses them.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (22:35) — It is a
pleasure to rise this evening to speak on the Treasury
and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. I have
got to say that the title does not really do justice to this
bill. It would not normally be the type of bill that would
attract my attention to have a passion to speak on it, but
I have got to say that that is because I did not realise the
issue that it is actually covering. As whip, I have got to
say that when you have got a list of bills to pass — I
think we have got 28 left on the notice paper — I am
very proud that we are dealing with this on the eve of
the proroguing of the Parliament. I think it is really,
really important that we do it.
The bill makes some important changes to a variety of
acts. I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for taking us through a
lot of the detail. I certainly do not wish to cover much
of that ground, and I certainly did not turn my mind in
particular to the environmental impacts relevant to this
bill in relation to the Greens’ contribution either.
Mr Rich-Phillips interjected.
Ms SYMES — I will leave that, Mr Rich-Phillips.
The reason I chose to speak on this bill is because we
have got a man from Drysdale who has suffered a really
unfortunate accident in a really unfortunate set of
circumstances, and I as Government Whip made sure
we could get this bill done today. I confirm that
Mr Ramsay and I have had several conversations about
trying to ensure that there is room on the legislative
agenda to get this bill done this week. I make no
apology that we are here at 11.00 p.m. I am pretty
happy to miss my kids tonight, because I can tell them
why. I am pretty proud that we are here and we are
going to be making a difference not only for Rory but
for anybody in the same circumstances as this
gentleman in the future.
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The bill of course will close the loophole in relation to
Transport Accident Commission (TAC) compensation
available for those involved in accidents. The fact that
riding your bike and incurring serious injury by
colliding with a parked car is different to colliding with
a moving car or even a car door is absurd. This
gentleman has had to wait some time for this change,
and I am just glad we are doing it now. I hope that it
gives his family some comfort. I think we should
recognise that this man is a hero. He has been out there
advocating for this since having to face the
consequences of the accident and what it means for his
future.
I would like also like to acknowledge TAC chief
executive Joe Calafiore. This was not a case where
there was any pride in enforcing the law. It was just a
circumstance where the law did not provide for this
particular instance. I have not met anyone who has said
we should not change the law, and I am really pleased
to say that it looks as though this house will pass the bill
with bipartisan support this evening. To Rory and to
your family, I hope this gives you some comfort, and
thank you for the fight.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (22:39) — I am
also pleased to make a contribution to this bill. In fact
quite interestingly enough I made a valedictory speech
only an hour and a half ago. It is probably unusual for a
member to then make another contribution in this
chamber, as Mr Young would probably testify, but this
one is also very important to me. I thank
Mr Rich-Phillips very much for his support in ensuring
that our side of the chamber accommodates the passage
of this bill. I also thank the Greens for their support of
this bill, and I particularly thank the government and
Ms Symes. As she said, we have had a number of
conversations and we both feel very passionate about
the need to address what I think is an anomaly in the
Transport Accident Commission (TAC) insurance
scheme in respect to cyclists hitting stationary vehicles.
Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips, as he always does, has gone
into quite technical detail of the bill. A rare treasure in
this place, I must say, is Mr Rich-Phillips. Your
attention to detail, the fact you have been here for so
long and the experience that you have had make our job
a lot easier in perhaps fluffing over the technical
aspects, knowing full well that you have covered off on
some of the detail.
I thought it was important in the few minutes I have in
relation to the Treasury and Finance Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018 just to perhaps personalise the
story in respect to Rory Wilson, who all contributors
have made mention of. In doing so I would like to
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thank Keith Fagg very much for his advocacy also. He
chaired a group that was very active in making sure that
the TAC legislation was tweaked to allow
compensation to cyclists who are injured, particularly in
respect to, in this instance, running into a stationary
vehicle. Keith has also had a number of conversations
with me in respect to being able to get this bill through
the Parliament before we go into caretaker mode.
Again, I thank all parties very much for their support in
hopefully having this bill passed in another 10 minutes
or so, after the committee stage. I think
Mr Rich-Phillips made a valid point in a Q and A about
what financial impact this amendment will have to the
TAC in relation to compensation payouts. But that
aside, perhaps you can grant me a little bit of latitude in
just quickly going through Rory’s matter, because it
makes it all very plain as to why this bill is so important
and why we need to pass this bill tonight before the
Parliament rises.
As I said, the passage of this bill is very important to
the Wilson family. Obviously I am disappointed Rory
Wilson has had to wait so long, but I am pleased and I
must say relieved to finally be speaking on the
legislation tonight. On 9 July 2014 Mr Wilson was
riding his bike in wet and windy conditions in Geelong.
With his head down to weather the storm, his bike hit a
parked truck. He was left a paraplegic. Unlike other
accident victims on our roads, the Drysdale farmer was
unable to have his accident costs covered by the
Transport Accident Commission. The law did not take
into account his circumstance — a cyclist injured on
our roads having collided with a stationary vehicle. To
be covered by the law and to receive TAC support, he
needed to hit a moving vehicle, a car door or a
stationary vehicle on his way to or from work.
Mr Wilson was neither going to nor from work.
Besides a fatal accident, his life has been impacted as
much as any other form of accident on our roads. This
has led to years of incredible difficulty and struggle
beyond what he should have had to face for this injury,
let alone the impact on his working ability and life in
full. And perhaps ‘alone’ is the operative word. The law
did not stand by him, and this government has taken the
full term of its office, indeed to its very last legislative
day, to stand beside Mr Wilson and offer him the
sanctity and respect that this state should offer those
who need our help due to unforeseen circumstances and
accidents.
So I stand here today completely in support of
Mr Wilson and the legislation that will take into
account his circumstances and rectify an anomaly. The
bill, first introduced in June this year, will extend TAC
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benefits to any cyclist injured by accidents with
stationary vehicles on our roads, regardless of whether
they are travelling to or from work. It is retrospective
legislation, meaning Mr Wilson will finally gain the
help he needs, but perhaps not when he most needed it.
The absence of this legislation left Mr Wilson and his
family — and there are others in the same position —
in a singular fight for support at a time when he was
least able to achieve it himself. I am also pleased to see
the bill offers support to family members dealing with
the accident conditions.
Finally, again I would like to thank all parties in their
support of this bill. I thank the government for allowing
the passage of this bill tonight before we go into
caretaker mode, and I also thank my colleagues very
much for their support in making sure that this bill hit
the notice paper today.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (22:45) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Treasury and Finance
Legislation Amendment Bill 2018. I certainly do
commend Mr Ramsay, because Mr Ramsay has been a
tireless supporter of what could be known as ‘Rory’s
law’ and someone who has raised the issue on many
occasions. Mr Ramsay certainly has recognised and
supported the importance of this particular change to
ensure that people in the circumstances that Mr Wilson
found himself in are provided with the appropriate
recompense that is required in the given situations.
I note that this particular bill is an omnibus bill and
amends three pieces of legislation, being the Transport
Accident Act 1986, to clarify the intent of the act, to
increase benefits for claimants and family members and
to expand the eligibility of cyclists to access
compensation, specifically where the injury occurs as a
result of a collision with a stationary motor vehicle,
plus a range of other matters. I think it is a significant
issue and one that we should always recognise, that we
deal in statutes, bills and legislation, and they are very
prescriptive. There are times when bills and legislation
do not recognise the many varying circumstances that
people may find themselves in. It is our role as
legislators to recognise the deficiencies in legislation
when they come to pass and to make amendments to
legislation to ensure that people who are rightfully
deserving of compensation receive that. As Mr Ramsay
said, it is a pity that it has taken until this late hour on
this day to ensure that this particular change does occur
to recognise the needs of people in our community who
find themselves in such circumstances.
The bill also amends the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, the
Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994, the Workplace
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Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and
also the Accident Compensation Act 1986 to increase
benefits for claimants and family members, and to
amend some procedures and processes under these acts.
It further goes on to amend the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to transfer the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund to the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme.
Some of the more significant provisions within the
Transport Accident Act deal with the expansion of the
definition of ‘member of the immediate family’ to
include grandparents and also to include the family
travel and accommodation expenses for family
members visiting an injured person in hospital. I
certainly believe this is a significant change. As a
member representing western Victoria, I certainly
recognise that the challenges that are faced by people in
regional Victoria when it comes to accessing medical
assistance can be greater than those of our metropolitan
cousins because the tyranny of distance is very alive
and well in Victoria. If you are in Portland or Hamilton
or Horsham or Warrnambool, the access to the
significant medical expertise that you can find in
Melbourne is a long way from home. If you are going
to have the support of family and friends in those types
of circumstances, it is incredibly important that they are
able to be there, and to provide that support through
those accommodation and travel expenses is an
important way to be able to achieve that.
I certainly know that my family has been the
beneficiary of some travel expenses when two of my
children were born in Melbourne as a result of
challenges with pregnancies and the like. I know my
beautiful children, Charlotte and Xavier, who were born
at the Freemasons Hospital here in East Melbourne,
were able to access those more specific requirements
due to the complexities of their births. As a result of
that, there was the ability for members of my family as
well to avail themselves of such recompense due to
those expenses. It is incredibly important, because
without that you are going to find that people are going
to be less likely to avail themselves of the medical
expertise that is available within Melbourne. As a
result, we may find that people have adverse medical
outcomes as a result of not seeking the best and more
specialised outcomes that are available here in
metropolitan Melbourne rather than those that are
available in regional Victoria. That is not to say that
those hospitals in places like Ballarat, Geelong,
Warrnambool and others do not provide great care,
because they certainly do, but they do not have the
capacity for some of those more specialised outcomes
that are available here in Melbourne.
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The bill goes on to provide a new benefit for parents of
injured children in hospital to compensate them for the
loss of wages while visiting their child. It also goes on
to expand the definition of ‘dependent child’ to include
a person who is under 25 years of age undertaking an
apprenticeship. It also goes on to remove the mandatory
requirement of the Transport Accident Commission
(TAC) to review a claimant’s entitlement to ongoing
weekly benefits at least once every five years.
It also goes on to extend coverage to cyclists injured in
a collision with a stationary or parked motor vehicle,
and I think this is a particularly pertinent provision
within the bill. It certainly does go to provide for an
area that I think was unrecognised and perhaps was
maybe an oversight in the initial drafting of this
legislation. I think it is incumbent on all members in
this place to reflect upon this and to recognise that we
do not get everything right the first time, and it is
important to recognise that when a piece of legislation
does have deficiencies we need to go back and change
those deficiencies to make sure that those
circumstances that we are now aware of that have not
been covered by a piece of legislation are further
recognised and people receive recompense as a result.
The legislation further goes on to provide an
entitlement to an additional four weeks of disability
tenant care outside of Australia for claimants required
to travel overseas for work. It also establishes a new
benefit to enable the TAC to pay the fees associated
with the management of a claimant’s compensation by
a court-appointed professional administrator.
The changes to the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 transfer the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund to the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme.
Mr Finn — Why?
Mr MORRIS — That is a very good question,
Mr Finn, and one I look forward to exploring in your
contribution.
The other provisions that are discussed within this bill
certainly go to expanding the definition of ‘family
member’ to include a grandparent, and I think this is an
important change because what we are seeing
particularly with many families is that there is a
significant reliance upon grandparents to ensure the
care and wellbeing of families. I, as a father, and my
children, as people who rely on their grandparents to
care for them in many circumstances, do recognise the
importance of extended family in caring for young
ones. We on this side of the house, as those who
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recognise the family unit as being the basis of our
society, certainly recognise the importance of not just
parents but grandparents as well, because grandparents
do go a significant way to ensuring that children are
provided significant care.
I think it is certainly an area that particularly
government could be spending more time and resources
investigating — the significant impact that
grandparents do have on the care and welfare of
children. Particularly with the significant cost of day
care, child care and these types of circumstance, we are
certainly seeing more and more grandparents who are
dedicated to the primary care of children in our
community. I certainly acknowledge their significant
contribution to that. It is the welfare of not just a
particular family or community but also the economy of
Victoria for which we should be thankful to
grandparents for the work that they do.
Other changes within the legislation increase the family
travel and accommodation cap and benefits and also
provide for the electronic service of notices. A number
of changes to the Occupational Health and Safety Act
2004 and other acts clarify that prosecutions for
summary offences must be completed within three
months, that prosecutions for an indictable offence
must be completed within three months and that a
report must be given to the person who made the
complaint that either the investigation is complete with
a prosecution that will be brought or that the
investigation is ongoing. In the event of an ongoing
investigation, further reports are required every three
subsequent months from that initial three-month report
as well. Similarly, a report for each ongoing
investigation must be given to the minister every three
months as well. There are also additional requirements
within this legislation. Requirements are imposed for
annual reports, including the length of time it took to
complete an investigation and the number of times the
response and reporting requirements were not met.
Further, the legislation extends the powers of an
inspector to require a person to produce a document or
a part of a document, whether or not it is located at a
place being inspected or whether or not it is in the
person’s possession or control. I suppose a pertinent
example of this might have been the time sheets signed
by ministers, knowing that those particular red shirts
were not working within the electorate office but rather
they were working for candidates who may or may not
have been members of Parliament or who may have
been the likes of the Labor Party candidate for
Buninyong, Michaela Settle, and those types of
circumstances.
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The existing act does not require the production of such
a document, which is similar to the Premier not
complying with a request from the Ombudsman to be
interviewed or to provide evidence with regard to the
Ombudsman’s investigation into the red shirts rorts that
occurred recently. We may hear more about that in this
house. As we have said, the existing act does not
require the production of such a document located in
another place or one not in the possession or control of
the person that is currently being interviewed.
Two existing provisions of the Occupational Health and
Safety Act relate to the duty of employers to consult
with employees, and they are combined in a new single
section 35. The operation of the new section appears to
remain unchanged, though that is I suppose a matter of
contention for those in this house and may be further
explored by members who are yet to make a
contribution.
A new framework for the removal and control of the
application of prohibitions is not in the existing
Occupational Health and Safety Regulations 2017
made under the act. There is also a new provision to
allow the payment of compensation to the estate of a
worker who has made a claim for compensation and
subsequently dies before a payment is made. I think
that is a significant point. Just because someone passes
away should not necessarily extinguish the right to be
able to seek compensation for an event that may have
occurred prior to their passing.
A number of concerns have been raised with regard to
this particular bill, and one may be the extension of the
power of inspectors to require a person to produce a
document regardless of whether the document is in
their possession or control and which may contain some
issues. I suppose if the Premier of the state is not
willing to comply with a request for documents that has
been made to him by the Ombudsman —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I think you are right, Mr Finn.
Indeed if the Premier is not willing to comply and try to
use —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Mr Morris, I think you are straying a little bit from the
bill.
Mr MORRIS — Thank you, Acting President.
With this specific example of the extension of powers
of inspectors to require a person to produce a document
regardless of whether or not that document is in their
possession, it could be difficult to see how an individual
can be required to produce a document that is not
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within their control. There also may be concerns about
how that will in effect be done. If you have not got a
document within your possession, how you might
produce it could be of some concern. But I note that we
certainly do have a not-oppose position. I will conclude
there.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (23:00) — I
thank the minister for giving me the opportunity to
speak on this particular legislation, which I think is a
very far-reaching piece of legislation and a very
important piece of legislation. It is another omnibus bill
that we have across our desks this week. This bill
amends the Transport Accident Act 1986 to clarify the
intent of the act, to increase benefits for claimants and
family members, and to expand the eligibility of
cyclists to access compensation specifically where the
injury occurs as a result of a collision with a stationary
motor vehicle, plus a range of other matters. That is
something that perhaps we should have a further look at
because if a cyclist collides with a stationary motor
vehicle, there is every chance that the cyclist is at fault.
So there might be just a little bit of overreach there, but
that is perhaps for discussion on another day and at
another time when we review this legislation again.
The bill also amends the Occupational Health And
Safety Act 2004, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, the
Equipment (Public Safety) Act 1994, the Workplace
Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and
the Accident Compensation Act 1985 to increase
benefits for claimants and family members and to
amend some procedures and processes under these acts.
The legislation also amends the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to transfer the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund into the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme. I did make mention
during Mr Morris’s contribution that I did not quite
know why that was happening. I am sure there is a
good reason and a very valid reason for it, but I will
certainly be asking about that in committee. As I say,
there may well be a very good reason, but I am very
keen to know what it is.
I follow up on what Mr Morris said because one of the
amendments to the Transport Accident Act 1986 is to
expand the definition of ‘member of the immediate
family’ to include grandparents. I think this is probably
somewhat overdue. In fact I think this is something that
perhaps we should expand through other pieces of
legislation. I do not think that we as a Parliament have
properly come to grips with the importance of
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grandparents in our society today. Where both parents
are working, in many cases the grandparents become
extended parents; they resume the responsibilities that
they had with their own children with their
grandchildren. We have a situation where grandparents
in many cases contribute as much to the growth and the
welfare of children as do the parents. I have spoken to a
number of grandparents, and some of them are not all
that happy about that, it has to be said. Their view is
that they have done their bit, and now they are forced in
their latter years to do it all again. I can understand their
concern about that. I think that is understandable. But of
course there are other grandparents who are more than
happy, very enthusiastic, about helping their children
and their grandchildren out.
I have to say that it is only when you do not have
grandparents on the scene that you realise just how
important they really are. My parents unfortunately left
us at a very early age due to cancer, my mother at 50
and my father at 44, so they did not actually see their
grandchildren. I cannot help but think of the
contribution that they would happily make now to
support us with our kids, particularly our son with
autism. It is one of the great mysteries of life and one of
those things that you look at and say, ‘Is there any
justice?’. As I say, when there are no grandparents on
the scene, you do miss them enormously. There are no
two ways about that.
The Transport Accident Act 1986 is a very significant
act because we see a good deal of money collected via
our registration fees and associated fees every year. We
pay a lot of money in rego in this state and a good
proportion of it goes into the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC), so any legislation dealing with the
TAC is something that really should be taken very
seriously because it is something that does affect almost
every Victorian in one way or another. Of course it
affects quite significantly those who have been
involved in motor vehicle accidents, particularly those
who have been seriously injured in motor vehicle
accidents.
This legislation does amend the Transport Accident Act
1986 to increase the family travel and accommodation
expenses for family members visiting an injured person
in hospital. I know Mr Morris spoke about people in
Horsham, Warrnambool, Hamilton and places down in
the Western District, in his electorate, coming to
Melbourne. Of course we love to drive — we love to
travel — in this day and age, and there are a good
number of people who have prangs, sometimes very
serious ones, in the country, and they end up in country
hospitals. So you have got people in Melbourne as well
who would perhaps take advantage of these expanded
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expense allowances for them to go and visit their loved
ones in the country.
This is particularly so with some of the country roads. I
have had the misfortune to drive on a number of
country roads of late, and you would have to say they
are not flash. I have almost come to grief myself once
in hitting a pothole, and you can see where the danger
lies — where somebody not used to driving in the
country could find themselves in more than a little bit
of strife if they are not wary, if they are not full bottle,
on what to expect in the country. As somebody who
grew up in the country, as I did, I am very much aware
of what to keep an eye out for, but I have to express at
the same time my disappointment at the state of many
of the country roads that we have in this state at the
moment.
I grew up in a time when it was almost a point of pride
that Victorian roads were the best in Australia. I
remember that we had exceptional roads up to the New
South Wales border. Once you went across the New
South Wales border, at that point the roads started to
deteriorate. Unfortunately now it is the other way
around, and that unfortunately can lead to misadventure
by motorists. As a result of that, they may well find
themselves in hospital, sometimes for an extended
period. There are some very good hospitals in the
country, and their family members from the city, from
Melbourne, may well be travelling down to see them as
well. It is not just country people coming to the city; it
is also city people going to the country, and of course
they will need that compensation to support them. It is
very, very important that that compensation be
provided, and this legislation expands that
compensation.
This legislation also provides a new benefit for parents
of an injured child in hospital to compensate them for
the loss of wages while visiting their child. As
somebody who in years gone by had a child in hospital
for an extended period, I know the enormous pressures
that can bring on families and particularly on the family
budget. It is not the easiest thing to have a child in
hospital, because quite frankly you cannot be in two or
three places at once. You want to be at the hospital; you
want to be with your child; you want as much as
possible to be with your child visiting them and staying
with them in the hospital, but of course you have to
work. You have to earn a living, put bread upon the
table and keep the roof above that table, so it is good to
see that there is some extended compensation for
parents of an injured child in hospital.
I think that is a very good move, as indeed is expanding
the definition of a dependent child to include people
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under 25 years who are undertaking an apprenticeship,
because quite frankly apprentices are not paid very
much. Whilst it is an important role — apprentices play
an extremely important role — the added compensation
for families in that situation can only be very helpful. I
certainly think that would be a good thing as somebody
who has a daughter not in an apprenticeship but in
something similar. That would be exceedingly helpful.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — No, she does not barrack for that mob.
She is coming with me tomorrow night too, let me tell
you. She is very excited about it. But that compensation
would be very helpful if she was unfortunate enough to
find herself in that situation of ending up in hospital. So
that compensation is a good thing as well.
There are a couple of things here I have to ask about,
because there are some people around who you would
put in the category of shyster. Not all of them are
members of the Victorian government, I might add, but
there are some people who would be included in that
category. So I have to ask why this bill removes the
TAC’s mandatory requirement to review a claimant’s
entitlement to ongoing weekly benefits to at least once
every five years. I would have thought five years was a
pretty reasonable thing, actually. I am not sure why that
would be the case, and maybe that is another question
that we can pose. In fact I will put a bit of money on it
that we will pose that question when we get into
committee. I am looking forward to hearing the answer.
I am giving notice so that the answer can be provided
with haste and with speed.
Mr Ondarchie — Good luck.
Mr FINN — Good luck, says Mr Ondarchie. He
knows that situation only too well.
This bill is also providing an entitlement to an
additional four weeks of disability attendant care
outside of Australia for claimants required to travel
overseas for work. That is something that I am going to
be interested in finding out about as well. That is
another thing that we can ask about, because the further
I go on, the more questions come into my head. I really
hope that at some stage in the not-too-distant future we
will be able to get some answers to those questions,
otherwise I may not be able to sleep tonight, and that
would be very sad indeed.
The other thing is the transfer of the Port of Melbourne
Superannuation Fund into the ESSSuper scheme. We
also need to know what has happened. I may have
mentioned that earlier, but anyway I will throw that one
in once again because that is something that has my
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inquiring mind going. This bill, as I say, is
many-faceted. The opposition will not be opposing the
bill, but there are a number of questions that need to be
answered.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(23:15) — Mr Finn, I am happy to deal with some of
the matters that you have just raised, I believe, in my
summing up. That would be my hope. We will see how
we go as I respond not only to the matters that have
been raised in the second-reading debate, including
your own, but very importantly just to go back to the
first principles about what the purpose and the effect of
this piece of legislation will be. The purpose and the
effect of this piece of legislation is to treat those who
have had unfortunate circumstances that affect their
quality of life that mean they may need intensive
ongoing support — they may need to have financial
cover in relation to the consequences of an accident that
they may have had — and to make sure that we are
sympathetic through the legislation and the activities of
both WorkSafe Victoria and the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) in the way in which they
administer their responsibilities and provide support to
those individuals and, in many instances, their families.
At the moment a number of people in their contribution
to this debate will have recognised that there is a
loophole in the cover that relates to cyclists who are
unfortunate enough to collide with a parked vehicle.
They are not covered currently by the TAC unless they
are travelling to or from work. We think that has
created circumstances where people such as Rory
Wilson have not been able to receive the care that they
deserve. We want to fix that now and for all time, and
we think that that is an appropriate thing to do. It will
mean that there is access to income replacement and
other support services to enable victims like Rory to get
on with their lives. We think that is a decent thing to
do to support quality of life for people like Rory who
want to make a contribution to this community, who
have had unfortunate circumstances and who deserve a
quality of life that is supported in a financial and
support services way that this bill will allow for.
We also recognise that families of victims of workplace
injuries and transport accidents should get some
additional support in a timely way. Mr Finn a few
minutes ago referred to the additional benefits that will
be provided to parents of a child who may be in
hospital following a transport accident. They will be
eligible for a degree of financial support for a loss of
earnings whilst they are visiting their dear child in
hospital. I am pleased that that is recognised as being an
appropriate thing to do.
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We also recognise that grandparents play a role in the
lives of children who have been injured in a transport
accident. We are increasing the cover for those
members of the immediate family to recognise
grandparents for the important role they play.
We also recognise that apprentices who may be the
children of somebody who died in a transport accident
and are embarking upon the early stages of their
working life as apprentices may have limited access to
income. We are providing support for apprentices and
full-time students between the ages of 16 and 25, where
somebody who has lost their parents in a transport
accident receives benefits through the scheme. We
think that is a compassionate and appropriate thing to
do.
One of the questions that Mr Finn raised was in relation
to the financial benefits and the weekly benefits that are
being accrued to somebody who is entitled to loss of
earnings capacity because of their injury and may be
subject to an ongoing review of benefits every five
years. What the bill does is it actually says that based
upon the assessment there will be an enduring
condition. What it means is that the benefits actually are
not reviewed over periods of five years. They actually
continue. The inbuilt assessment is that you will get
lifetime cover on the basis of the condition rather than
the review. What that means is that the client does not
have to undertake that review every five years. If that
medical determination is that they are entitled to it, then
they are going to be entitled to it for life. You do not
have the review, so the benefit endures. It is actually
probably the opposite of what Mr Finn was fearful was
going to be the consequence. We think that is a good
thing, and we think that the WorkSafe and Transport
Accident Commission schemes are in a good financial
position. They are accumulated funds and in a good,
strong financial position to be able to provide these
benefits to people who are clients of WorkSafe and the
TAC.
Mr Rich-Phillips asked a question about the costs that
may have been associated with what is described as
Rory’s law. We believe the cost of ongoing care needs
would be somewhere in the order of $1.2 million to
$2.6 million per year. We estimate that the total liability
of these costs across those who may be eligible into the
future is in the order of $6.7 million to $10.6 million a
year. That has been based upon an assessment of the
average number of accepted or denied journeys to work
claimed, plus additional data on cycling road use more
generally, plus an allowance for a margin of error. That
is the method that has been attached to that
consideration.
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One of the other matters that Mr Rich-Phillips raised in
terms of the issues that he wanted a response from the
government on relates to section 131 investigations.
The bill, in its new provisions, allows members of the
public to request prosecutions in circumstances where
they consider that a breach of the legislation has
occurred and WorkSafe has not acted. It is the intention
of the legislation and this reform that we make sure that
WorkSafe reports on delays to completing these
investigations. Transparency in those circumstances is
essential and the community, and particularly the
claimants, need confidence that they are not being
subjected to an administrative maze in terms of
obfuscation in relation to dealing with these important
matters. We actually recognise that closure of these
matters is important, and we are putting an end date to
the length of time investigations to indictable offences
can run for. At nine months from the date of request, if
WorkSafe has not completed its investigation it must
refer the matter to the Director of Public Prosecutions.
We actually recognise that that may be onerous for
WorkSafe, but we think that is totally appropriate in
relation to what they may be subjected to in terms of
the client’s expectation and what would be seen to be
fair treatment and due process and a timely process for
dealing with these matters.
Mr Rich-Phillips raised a matter in relation to the
Fiskville report, which specifically recommended that
when WorkSafe Victoria does not meet the three-month
reporting requirements for these section 131
investigations it must report to the minister the reasons
for the delay. The government response acknowledges
the need to maintain legal professional privilege in the
integrity of ongoing investigations. However, this
policy setting under the legislation will make it clear
that reporting is only to go to the reasons for the delay
and not the content of the subject matter that is being
investigated. So that actually addresses a concern that
Mr Rich-Phillips raised, I believe.
There are other benefits that will accrue to the
community through this scheme. There is a financial
transaction in relation to the superannuation
entitlements of members of the Port of Melbourne
Superannuation Fund, designed to move the Port of
Melbourne Superannuation Fund into the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme (ESSS), primarily to
derive administrative savings. The ESSS is actually a
very large fund that has a large administrative base, and
it is purely for reasons of administrative efficiency that
this transfer is being promoted or facilitated through
this legislation.
So I believe they are the scope of issues that have been
raised. Going back to first principles, it is very
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important that we treat TAC clients and WorkSafe
Victoria clients with respect. We recognise that we
have obligations to families. We are broadening the
benefits to families — who is included in terms of
being a family member. We think that the people who
have to endure some constraints on their quality of life
coming as a consequence of their accident should have
the maximum support from the state, and the legislation
provides for that. We are very happy to recommend the
bill to the house.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (By leave) (23:26) — I thank the minister
for those responses. I just note in relation to the
Fiskville investigation that it was a unique investigation
in the sense that it was not an investigation of a
particular incident at a particular worksite a month ago
or six months ago; it was actually a very wideranging
investigation into historic circumstances involving
more than one person, which in the context of the time
frames the minister is talking about makes it an unusual
circumstance. But I thank the minister for those
responses.
Can I just ask the minister for a quick clarification? The
commencement of this bill is the date on which it
receives royal assent, but obviously a lot of the
discussion has been in the context of the Rory Wilson
matter. For the purposes of the record can you confirm
that the relevant provision in this bill will have
retrospective application in respect of Mr Wilson’s
accident in 2014?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(23:27) — I am very, very pleased to be able to confirm
that the intention of this legislation is to cover the
particular circumstances of Mr Rory Wilson. I believe
that while the compassion, consideration, concern and
decency that have underpinned people’s contributions
to this debate today go to the heart of why the
government is acting in this way, it is only fitting that
this outcome plays a role in supporting the quality of
Mr Wilson’s life into the future. We wish him well, and
we wish those who will be eligible to make claims in
the future from this legislation the greatest quality of
life that we can assist them with and afford them.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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SAFE PATIENT CARE (NURSE TO
PATIENT AND MIDWIFE TO PATIENT
RATIOS) AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(23:29) — I am very pleased to have the opportunity —
I was not sure if I was going to — to speak on the Safe
Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient
Ratios) Amendment Bill 2018. Can I say at the outset
that the Liberal-Nationals are not opposing this bill. We
think there are a number of elements of merit in relation
to the bill. I just think it is very disappointing that it has
got to this stage, very late on Thursday evening when
the Parliament will rise, when we are actually
commencing debate on this bill. Obviously this bill was
introduced into the Parliament very late, only three
sitting weeks ago in the lower house, and was
considered in the last sitting week in the lower house.
The government then made a decision to prioritise it as
the sixth out of six bills to be considered this week. It
could have easily been considered on Tuesday. It could
have easily been considered earlier today, but we are
now at 11.30 p.m. on the Thursday night and this bill
has actually come on. It is very much as a result of the
decision of the government to give it a low priority that
we are coming to it at this very late hour.
We have a four-year position. We have never voted in
favour of an extension. We believe the government
should work on their bills in relation to time and
prioritise the ones that they want to get through. In the
not-too-distant future we will get to midnight and will
see if there is consideration of an extension or not, but
we have not supported an extension at any stage over
the last four years in this term of government. Given the
support that this bill has had across the board, it is
unfortunate, as I say, that it is at this very, very late
stage that this bill is being considered.
I want to say at the outset what an exceptional job
nurses and midwives do right across the state. There is
no doubt they have one of the most challenging jobs
that anyone could have in the roles that they fulfil right
throughout our health system, but particularly in this
context within our hospitals. Whether they be from
general, medical or surgical wards through to our
theatres, emergency departments, maternity
departments, special care nurseries or palliative care —
whatever role it is — the exceptional work they do
providing care and support for patients, sometimes at
the most vulnerable point of time in their lives, is
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nothing but exemplary. I want to acknowledge,
celebrate and recognise that exceptional work.
Just on a personal note, I will never forget the feeling
that I had — and I am sure many have it in different
ways because you are very vulnerable — for my
midwife who shared the journey on the birth of my son.
I do not think I had ever felt, and it is hard to describe,
the absolute appreciation and gratefulness for anyone in
my life that I felt for the midwife who shared that
journey with me. For someone that you meet and travel
with on a journey of, in that case, many hours and to
feel that way in that very short but concentrated period
of time will stick with me forever. I know from talking
to so many others that the care that is provided in the
way that it is tailored for every individual in terms of
their needs, drawing on the skills, expertise and
compassion that our nurses and midwives have, is
something that happens hundreds of times each and
every day right across the state. I just want to
acknowledge that incredible work that happens.
This bill, today, seeks to enhance and build on a bill
that we debated back in 2015. It was actually an
election commitment of the then Labor opposition to
enshrine nurse-patient ratios in legislation and to
consider improvements to the ratios. Back in 2015 we
considered the bill, and at that point we also did not
oppose that bill in relation to its progression. We did
raise some concerns at the time, and I think it is fair to
say that many of the issues, concerns and local
agreements have been able to be negotiated and
managed following the introduction of the bill.
I think the main issue has been in relation to some of
the funding and whether the government has genuinely
funded the hospitals to be able to fulfil those ratios, and
there are certainly some concerns in our rural and
regional hospitals about the funding to meet those ratio
levels. Of course the view was that because it was
enshrined in the enterprise bargaining agreement they
would not need additional funding because they should
already be operating at ratio levels, and we know some
hospitals were not. But I do understand there have been
very constructive, in some cases, local agreements
negotiated to reflect the local vagaries of our health
services.
Now, the second part of that commitment was that there
would be consideration of improvements to the ratios,
and a Nurse/Midwife to Patient Ratio Improvements
Taskforce was established in 2016, and then they
provided advice to the government, as I understand, in
2017.
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This bill, as I say — which unfortunately only came to
the Parliament just a couple of weeks ago — reflects
that advice, and obviously it took some time in its
journey from recommendations to the minister to be
enshrined in a bill for us to consider in the Parliament.
It has certainly been explained to me that the
recommendations of the task force are reflected in the
legislation, but it is not necessarily all of the
recommendations and it is not necessarily a direct
translation from the recommendations to what we see in
this bill. I did request it at the time of the briefing —
and the briefing was very helpful and thorough — but
the staff who were briefing me were unable to provide a
copy of the task force’s recommendations. That has
been kept a secret, and they were unable to provide
advice as to where the bill varied from the
recommendations that were made. So despite very
extensive work and consultation by the Nurse/Midwife
to Patient Ratio Improvements Taskforce, neither the
broader public nor, certainly, the Parliament are any the
wiser in relation to those recommendations — just the
bill that we see in front of us.
I have been told, though, that in many cases the new
ratios that have been recommended largely reflect
current practice, where nursing or midwifery staffing
levels may be higher than the legislation for the
nurse-patient ratios, and that is some of what is
captured today in terms of the bill that we are
considering.
The bill requires a number of different things. It
requires that the hospitals round up numbers to
determine staff levels, where previously they could
round down when the resulting ratio was a fraction
under 0.5. I will not go through the complicated — or
not so complicated — mathematics to get to that point,
but it basically says that if ever the ratio between
patients and nurses is over a whole number, it goes up
to the next whole number. This is a process that will be
phased in over five years, and when fully phased in, it
will apply to all wards except aged care on morning and
afternoon shifts and rehabilitation on night shifts. It is
fairly significant and does result in quite a significant
number of the additional nurses that are reflected in this
bill.
We also asked for some numbers in relation to the
staffing of the different ratio changes and what impact
that would have in terms of additional nurses or
midwives needing to be recruited. Once again we were
unable to get some specifics. We got some generalities
in relation to that that I would have worked through in
the committee stage. If the Parliament extends and we
do go into committee, then they are some of the
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questions I would like to work through with the
minister at the table.

Children’s Hospital. That is an additional part of the
bill.

Another important part of the bill is that it increases the
staffing ratio for a number of different areas. This
includes emergency departments, special care nurseries,
palliative care, palliative wards and birthing suites. In
talking it through, this essentially reflects some of the
additional acuity, some of the additional challenges and
in many cases the practice that is already happening at a
number of hospitals in relation to these areas. For
example, in palliative wards I understand that often the
people who are accessing those wards have more acute
care needs and therefore the ratio that previously
existed perhaps does not reflect the acuity of the
patients and obviously their very significant needs at
that time.

There is a significant issue in relation to this bill. My
advice is that about 600 additional nurses will be
employed on the basis of these additional ratios to be
put in place. The capacity to be able to recruit those
nurses and staff is significant and obviously needs to be
managed very effectively. As a result the government
with this bill allows quite a detailed phasing in in
relation to how this bill is implemented. The bill has
phase 1 from March 2019, when the new rounding is
applicable at major hospitals and emergency
departments. In the second phase, which is a year later,
the rounding becomes applicable in smaller hospitals on
night shift and in aged care. There are also improved
and new ratios coming into effect for haematology,
stroke and oncology, special care nurseries, palliative
care and birthing suites. In phase 3, in March 2021, the
rounding is applicable in the remaining hospitals,
including rehab and maternity at night, and there will be
improved ratios in emergency departments, including a
one-on-one staffing ratio for resuscitation beds. In the
final phases, in March 2021 and 2022, rounding is
applicable to maternity morning shifts and afternoon
shifts respectively across those two years. The bill
understands that the staffing cannot all happen
automatically and that the staffing needs to happen in a
phased process over time.

It is the same with birthing suites. Once again the
process and the time of actually being in the birthing
suite might be more concentrated and also need
additional staffing to reflect the very significant care
and support that is needed to be provided at that time.
There are also new ratios for oncology, acute stroke and
haematology wards, where previously general medical
ward ratios would have applied. We have a number of
areas where these specialist wards, or part wards, are
being provided and the general medical ward ratios are
lower than the specialist care that is needed in those
specialist areas. That is understandable in relation to the
need.
The bill also allows that special care nurseries and
postnatal wards can be staffed by a combination of both
nurses and midwives in order to meet the ratio. I will
spend a bit of time on this in my contribution, because
this really is probably the main if not only controversial
area in this bill. I will come back to that when I finish
an overall summation.
Hospitals will not be able to understaff or redistribute
hours, where they previously could. These previously
were able to be negotiated in consultation with the
union and others to determine if there was a local
agreement able to be struck in relation to these issues
when these ratios could not be met or there were some
extenuating circumstances. This bill now requires that
the only way that changes to the ratios can be achieved
is by agreement with the union. I have got to say that
some of the stakeholders that I have consulted with
have been disappointed to not have some greater
flexibility in relation to that. The improved ratios in the
neonatal intensive care units for all hospitals match the
ratios that already exist for the Mercy, the Royal
Women’s Hospital, Monash Clayton and the Royal

Some of the concerns that have been raised with me in
relation to this bill — and just concerns generally —
include, firstly, the timing. The bill, if passed, comes
into effect in six months. However, there is still quite a
lot of uncertainty from the hospitals’ perspective, and it
is still a bit chicken and egg because of course without
the bill passing that advice has not been provided. But it
is a fairly short period of time. The hospitals have not
been advised on funding or how it will be delivered,
and there are a number of questions in terms of
workforce recruitment that need to be answered in that
process.
As we know and as we read regularly in the paper,
there are a number of workforce shortages in rural and
regional areas. There is no doubt that the increased
ratios put pressure on this shortage and potentially drive
up some recruitment costs as well. Given the removal
of understaffing provisions and redistribution, if a
health service with workforce challenges is unable to
reach an agreement with the Australian Nursing and
Midwifery Federation (ANMF), they will be forced to
spend significantly more on recruitment or else face the
consequences of non-compliance. Part of that
consequences may be to close beds. That is obviously
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not something that anyone is seeking in terms of an
outcome.
This is an issue that has been raised with me by health
services about the implementation management. So the
issue about the timing of the implementation needs to
be carefully managed, and there needs to be some
flexibility in relation to that happening. I understand
there is a six-month sort of phase-in where no-one will
be pursued in terms of breaching the bill in that period
of time. So there is a little bit of time, but there is no
doubt that the health services have some concern that
that feels quite quick in relation to this. As I have
mentioned, a number of the health services do have a
concern that they have removed some of the flexibility
in terms of local agreements and the ability to vary
from the ratios.
The final area of concern generally from the health
services is that we have been unable to have any advice
from the government on the cost of implementing this
legislation. In earlier media releases the minister or the
department in their Nurse/Midwife to Patient Ratio
Improvements Taskforce FAQs said under the question
‘How will improvements to ratios be funded?’:
Any improvements to ratios to be implemented via legislation
will first require extensive cost modelling and consideration
by government.

So there is no doubt that there has been extensive cost
modelling done. There is no doubt that the government
knows exactly how much this will cost. Even in
conversation with the ANMF there has been a lot of
discussion at nurse grade negotiations in relation to the
detail of what those salaries will be and therefore what
the cost will be of implementing this legislation, but the
government has not been prepared to share that with me
and has not been prepared at this point to share that
with the Parliament and certainly not the public. I think
it is highly unusual that the cost of implementing a
piece of legislation is not up-front. My expectation,
though, is that if this legislation passes, it will be in the
pre-election budget update to reflect that cost. That is
another question, if we consider this in detail in
committee, that I will be asking of the minister.
Just a few last things in relation to the bill. As I was
commenting, there is this grace period of six months to
apply to the first phase of the amendments. The
department — once again, in the frequently asked
questions, the second lot — in response to ‘How will
additional nurses and midwives be funded?’, has said:
The Department of Health and Human Services will ensure
appropriate funding and resources are available to support
implementation of the changes.
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On that cost issue, I suppose there has been a series of
additional cost increases to health services over the
previous four years that have not been fully funded, and
that has been a source of great frustration to the health
services. The fact, for example, in relation to the nurses
enterprise bargaining agreement — and these were
questions we asked extensively in the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings — off the top of my
head, the response was that it had been funded. It was
an average of about 4.5 per cent, from memory, over
the course of the eight-year agreement. It had been
funded at that level.
But of course we know in 2020 there is a 9 per cent
increase in nurses salaries and that is not funded. So
health services did not believe they have been funded
for the increases that are already there, and there is a
huge increase coming down the pipeline in relation to a
9 per cent increase in 2020 that is not built into the
forward estimates and that is not anticipated in terms of
the hospitals. Even today we saw of the 40 or so annual
reports tabled that 14 hospitals are operating in deficit
and there is great concern about the capacity to fund. So
it is a big issue to know the cost and to know that the
government has fully provisioned for that cost in
relation to the bill.
I said I would come to the issue in relation to the
midwives. This is clearly a longstanding issue. My
understanding of the history of this — I think I will get
it close to right; I may not be exactly right — is that
previously the definition of a nurse included a midwife
in relation to the staffing of special care nurseries.
When the bill came in in 2015, the definition of nurse
did not include midwife, so it was an immediate
problem in 2015 that the bill provided for nurse staffing
in special care nurseries but did not provide for midwife
staffing. This has largely been addressed by 14 local
agreements that have been negotiated between the
ANMF and the local health service for special care
nurseries. I want to put on record my thanks to Lisa
Fitzpatrick, Paul Gilbert and a couple of others who
helped me understand, from the perspective of the
union negotiating these agreements, both the history of
it but also their perspective in relation to this issue on
the bill.
So local agreements had to solve the issue of midwives
being able to function as part of the special care
nurseries. While some of these early agreements varied
from subsequent ones that were put in place, there are
now, as I said, 14 agreements, most of which are the
same but some of the early ones do vary. Some of the
midwives have raised with me a concern that there is a
variation between these local agreements at different
hospital levels, and some midwives have felt that they
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cannot take extended leave, change their roles or
change their hours because the agreement is as per the
current status and does not reflect any changes. That
has been a concern in relation to them.
There have been many letters to the minister over an
extended period of time in relation to this. The earliest I
have is a letter from 2017 where the Australian College
of Midwives actually wrote to Minister Jill Hennessy to
highlight their significant concerns about the fact that
midwives were not included in the legislation. At that
time the minister wrote back to Ann Kinnear, the chief
executive officer of the Australian College of
Midwives, saying:
Thank you for your letter of 13 October 2017 and your
concern in relation to the act restricting registered midwives
without a nursing registration from working in special care
nurseries.

She went on to talk about the task force. Ann Kinnear
subsequently contacted the minister about her concerns
that at the end of this task force, as we know, the bill
did not include the amendment that she was seeking to
treat midwives and nurses equally in relation to the
staffing of special care nurseries. Unfortunately the
minister wrote back to Ann Kinnear just recently
saying:
The bill was introduced to the Victorian Parliament on
21 August 2018 and was debated and passed on 6 September.
The Australian College of Midwives’ first representation
about a possible amendment was made on 11 September.
Given there is only one sitting week of Parliament left, it is
not practical for any amendments to be moved, considered
and passed by both houses in this term of Parliament.

The implication from the minister was that she had not
had previous representations from the Australian
College of Midwives in relation to the issue, whereas
clearly she had — in fact more than a year earlier. I do
feel — and I think there is a lot of support across the
board in relation to this — that midwives and nurses
both have the significant and required qualifications to
work in special care nurseries and that the fact that the
bill specifies that a nurse must be the first staff member
and then any subsequent staff to fulfil the ratio can be
nurses or midwives does not reflect their qualifications
or capabilities and the reality of how those special care
nurseries should be staffed.
There has been a lot of concern that any possible
amendment might stop the progress of the bill. I must
say I have been very supportive of the midwives’
argument. I think it is right; I think the bill, as reflected,
is wrong. It should have equally reflected nurses and
midwives in relation to both being able to staff special
care nurseries. But obviously that change has not been
made by the government, and any consideration of
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amendments, now that the lower house has risen, would
have a detrimental effect on the bill. I had had an
amendment drafted up, but I will not be putting that
amendment forward because, other than if the President
or the Speaker recalls the Parliament, if an amendment
was supported by this place, the bill potentially would
not be able to go back to the lower house for
consideration.
It does feel like a big oversight, and I think it is
disappointing that the minister did not incorporate that
into the bill in the first place. Secondly, the fact that this
chamber did not allow the time for the bill to be
debated in a way that meant it could have gone back to
the lower house with an amendment for consideration
was also a decision this government made that is
disappointing to many, including, I have got to say, the
very many midwives who have approached me in
relation to this bill. I do want to thank them for their
extensive work in relation to raising their issues and
concerns. Certainly the advice that I have had from the
ANMF is that they will work to make sure that local
agreements —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (00:00) — I move:
That the sitting be extended.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)

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

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Motion negatived.

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) (By
leave) (00:07) — I want to take the opportunity as the
58th Parliament concludes to acknowledge the work of
those that support the Council to do the job we do every
day. This sitting week has been no different from
probably most sitting weeks for the last four years in
relation to being full of challenges, procedural issues
and very, very comprehensive and detailed debates in
relation to the legislative agenda.
I want to take the opportunity to acknowledge Andrew
Young and Anne Sargent and the team in terms of the
clerks and the work that they have done in what has
been a very challenging 58th Parliament. I have got no
doubt that the book that Andrew will write as a result of
his experiences of being Clerk at this time will probably
rival Ms Patten’s in terms of sales, although I suspect
there will be a different audience reading it. But thank
you to you both and your teams for all the work you do
to keep us on track and for the wise counsel that you
provide at all times in relation to it.
I also thank the attendants. We have had very long,
extensive hours. The annual report has shown the
hundreds and hundreds of hours that this Parliament has
spent just in this last financial year, let alone the last
four years. The attendants always do their work with a
positive attitude and provide great support to us. Thank
you very much to all the attendants.
I thank catering, the library, security, the protective
services officers and Hansard. I am always conscious
that when we finish, Hansard is continuing their work
to make sure that we have the record of this house the
next morning, and it is exceptional work that they do at
all times.
This has been a very challenging Parliament, and I
think we have all learnt a lot in relation to it. I take the
opportunity to wish all members the best for the
coming months and wish to acknowledge the support
that we have been given so that this Parliament could
be as effective as it was over the last four years.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (By leave)
(00:09) — I too would like to provide thanks on behalf
of my Greens colleagues and myself to everyone who
has served in this 58th Parliament and makes this place
tick. I have been here for one out of the four years that
many of you have served, and longer for many others,
but you do not have to be here for that long to realise
and appreciate all the incredible work that often goes on
behind the scenes and makes our Parliament, one of the
highest places of democracy, tick here in Victoria.
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I would like particularly to thank the clerks, the
attendants, all the people who work in Hansard, every
staff member who works in the dining halls and the
cafes and in jobs around the Parliament. There are more
that I have not listed there, but we thank all of you,
because it is you who make this place run and you are
the glue that keeps a place like this ticking. Every daily
interaction that we have with each of you makes a job
that can be very stressful at times all the easier. I think a
lot of the work and the conversations that we have in
the hallways go unappreciated or unacknowledged for
just how much they add to everyone’s wellbeing and
the functioning of this place.
On behalf of my Greens colleagues, both in the other
place and in this place, those who have served over the
four years and those colleagues who have retired, I say
a big thank you to everyone for all the work that you
have done to help us make our jobs much easier and to
achieve success. Thank you.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) (By
leave) (00:11) — Ms Symes just asked me whether I
was Zen before making my contribution, and I confirm
that I am. I think that is a very good disclaimer to put
on my contribution for what has been quite an
extraordinary parliamentary term. Members of the
government, members of the chamber and I have
witnessed the extraordinary highs of doing
extraordinary work in relation to a reform agenda and
legislative program that has had many, many highlights.
The community can make its own assessment about
their relative worth and their enduring nature, but in
fact there has been an extraordinary quality and breadth
of matters that this Parliament has considered.
There have also been some lows in relation to the trials
and tribulations of how we work: how we frustrate one
another, how we actually bait one another and how we
insult one another. In fact during the course of today,
when Mr Mulino, Mr Ramsay and Mr Eideh made their
valedictory speeches, I was actually brought back to
recognising the nature of the quality of public life and
the quality of public contribution. Those three
individuals not only reflected on that in their own
personal journey but held very, very firmly onto the
galvanising rod of why this democracy is important in
our community, why this institution is important, why
policy development is important and why community
activism is important; and the importance of having
respect and regard for the cultural heritage, the history
of this place, the people of this place and the people
who call this place their home. It was very, very kind of
them to share their views of their parliamentary
experience with us all, and I thank them for that
wholeheartedly.
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I thank the chamber for the good work that it does. I
know a number of people have very appropriately
commented on the hard, harsh environment and the
long working hours that the staff of the Parliament are
expected to work to support this functioning democracy
in Victoria. There are no words that I can say to express
the depth of my thanks to them. Hopefully on a number
of occasions during the course of the term I have
conveyed that to them personally, and if I have not, I
apologise. I know that I will be covered by other
members of the chamber in terms of those
wholehearted thanks. We are eternally grateful for the
quality and the support that the staff of the Parliament
provide us.
President, thank you for your stewardship of the
chamber. I wish everyone well. I have called out three
individuals who made their valedictory speeches today.
There may be some people who will leave the
Parliament and whose parliamentary career may be
finished as a result of electoral outcomes that they have
not foreseen, and they may not get their opportunity to
make their valedictory speeches. For those people, I
express my regards to you. I may be one of those
myself, but we will see what the fortunes of the election
brings us. I wish for all of us a strong and vibrant
democracy in Victoria and a better parliamentary life in
the next Parliament.
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (By leave)
(00:15) — On behalf of the crossbench I just want to
say thank you to everyone. It has been an interesting
and long four years. It was a brand-new crossbench
when we turned up in 2015, even though we were
elected in 2014, and it was an education for all of us, I
think it is safe to say. We have been here through its
highs and its lows. I want to thank the people who help
make this run, and not just the people in this
chamber — I will probably forget some of them, but
the clerks; the red coats, who help out; Hansard, who
make me in particular look semi-intelligent; the staff
that are here at all hours of night; and security and
people like that. No matter how the election turns out, I
think it is safe to say it has been a hell of a ride.
The PRESIDENT (00:16) — I might just say a
couple of words now rather than right at the end. I also
join in the remarks that have been made by the
respective party leaders and representatives of the
crossbench. I place on record my gratitude to the
Leader of the Government and Ms Symes in particular,
to the Leader of the Opposition and Ms Lovell in
particular, to Mr Greg Barber, Dr Ratnam and
Ms Pennicuik in particular and to all the members of
the crossbench for the support they have shown to the
chair — not just to me but indeed to the three respective
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Deputy Presidents and the other members of the Acting
Presidents panel.
There were three Deputy Presidents because of course I
started the journey with Ms Tierney, and I thank her for
the work that she did in the period she was Deputy
President before she became a minister; certainly
Mr Eideh, who leaves this chamber and leaves this
Parliament after tonight; and my good friend
Mr Elasmar, who has stepped into the breach now in
two parliaments to do an extraordinary amount of work
in support of the President in effectively the role of
Deputy President. While the circumstances in which
Mr Elasmar became Deputy President in this
Parliament might have been regrettable in many ways,
the fact is that I am delighted that he actually got to
assume that position and got the recognition for the
work that he had done not just in this Parliament but
indeed in the previous Parliament as well. I really
extend my very deep gratitude to you, Mr Elasmar.
Honourable members — Hear, hear!
The PRESIDENT — I join with all of the other
members who have spoken at this late hour in thanking
all the people who support this chamber within the
Parliament, and that extends obviously to the
Department of Parliamentary Services, led by Peter
Lochert and an extraordinary team of people. They
have a very difficult job and the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly and I have a very difficult job,
because essentially we are dealing with 128 managing
directors, and all of them have their idiosyncrasies and
have their own vision and methods of working and so
forth, and it is very difficult to actually maintain a fair
and balanced commitment to all of those members in
terms of the resourcing and support of each of them. I
hope and I think that we have done a pretty good job
given the challenges that exist in terms of meeting the
individual needs of every member.
Obviously in this chamber to some extent I guess it was
a baptism of fire, this Parliament, for Andrew Young
and Anne Sargent and their team. It is an extensive
team, a team that has worked in an extraordinary
fashion in support of this chamber, particularly given
the workload of the committees that we had and the
range of inquiries that we had, which generated such
strong public engagement. That is obviously not
something to be disappointed in; it is something to
actually be very pleased about that we have managed to
touch so many Victorians and have their input into our
parliamentary processes. But obviously it comes with
challenges for the staffing and resourcing of the
Parliament, and all of our staff have done an
extraordinary job.
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The red coats, led by Greg, are terrific. Obviously the
library, Hansard, IT, right across the organisation and
including the security people, both the protective
services officers and Wilson Security, also have done a
pretty remarkable job. In fact when I get the security
reports each month you would be amazed at some of
the things that they confiscate through those machines
and you would be amazed at the age of some of the
people who bring those things into the Parliament. In
most cases I think the people bringing them in are
benign, but there is very distinctly a duty of care that
the staff here and I have, and that is delegated through
the security people to ensure that all of our members of
Parliament, all of our staff and, just as importantly, all
of our visitors to the Parliament are safe when they
visit.
It has been a remarkable Parliament. I think that we
have journeyed into ground that no other Parliament
before in this state has ever journeyed into. The clerks
actually have a network where they liaise with clerks in
other parliaments and pose questions to one another and
check procedures, and I think arguably we have
practically written the rule book this time and we are
now the experts on all of those extraordinary moves
that have occurred in this Parliament and this session.
I — and I am closing — often say to people that I meet
in representing you as the President of the house that
this is the most important chamber in the Victorian
Parliament. I say that in a genuine sense because this is
truly a house of review. At times it is uncomfortable. At
times it does put us into a certain level of conflict, but
there is no doubt that this Parliament has been very
rigorous in its scrutiny of legislation and indeed putting
ministers through their paces. I thank everyone for the
spirit in which they have contributed to the debates and,
on a broad level, the respect that they have shown to
one another.
Obviously there have been times when I have been
concerned that that respect has not been as strong as it
should be, and I guess when we talk about bullying in
all sorts of places, including school grounds and so
forth, we perhaps need to reflect sometimes on our
behaviour as well, because we ought to be the exemplar
of behaviour in terms of debate and the contest of ideas.
This house has performed remarkably well, and I think
the speeches, the contributions of members, have been
good. That sounds lame. They have been terrific,
because I think in many ways there is that recognition
that the debates in this chamber at this time can
actually —
Mr Eideh interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — I already mentioned you; you
missed it. In the debates in this chamber at this time in
this Parliament there has been an opportunity to
actually persuade members to change their vote or to at
least seek an opportunity to get them to support a
proposition before the Chair, and because of that
dynamic I think that, as I said, the contributions that
people have made and the speeches have been
outstanding. We have gone through some extraordinary
pieces of legislation in this Parliament, and I do
congratulate everybody for the contributions that they
have made.
As with the other speakers, I wish Mr Ramsay,
Mr Eideh and Mr Mulino well. I also note that
Dr Carling-Jenkins will not be back in this house in the
next Parliament, as she has indicated publicly her
intention to stand for a lower house seat. As
Mr Jennings said, there may well be others that, of their
own volition in one way or another or at the whim of
the electorate, may not return, but I wish all of you well
and trust that leading up to the election, if we do not
have the chance to catch up subsequently in the holiday
period, there is no doubt that if you have not already
earned a great rest, you will have after the election.
Thank you, everybody, for the great support that you
have given me. I have really appreciated it.

ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Member for Eltham
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(00:25) — My adjournment matter this evening is for
the Premier, and the action I seek is for him to counsel
the member for Eltham in the Assembly on her failure
to support her local community. There are a litany of
failures over the course of the last four years in relation
to the performance of the member for Eltham. In 2014
she promised a modest increase of three new peak train
services, yet long-suffering commuters had to wait
nearly four years until the election was just a few
months away before they were delivered, despite a
promise to deliver them in 2015.
She said she understood local residents’ frustration with
transport, but her centrepiece promise, an upgrade of
Bolton Street, was botched, with media asking whether
it was the worst upgrade in the state. Spending only half
the money the Liberals said it would take to properly
upgrade the road, the works saw a partial closure of this
vital link for months, resulting in massive congestion.
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When it was completed there were reduced speeds, a
partial truck ban, trees cut down and shopkeepers
substantially out of pocket, and many of the new street
lights did not work.
Other local congestion issues have been largely
ignored, and nothing has or will be done on resolving
the Fitzsimons Lane or Civic Drive traffic snarls for
years. Even getting funds to install lights at local hot
spots like Beard Street or Leane Drive have been put on
the backburner. Instead the member has focused on
promoting the north-east link — nearly a decade away
from being built and completed — and has dismissed
the idea of the east–west link as the biggest furphy she
has seen. Ms Ward promised no rail duplication beyond
Montmorency, relegating Eltham commuters to
second-class status, despite saying last year:
Communities in my electorate are excited at the prospect of
making their way straight into town without waiting in
sidings for other trains to pass.

She campaigned to reopen Greensborough TAFE, but
the Andrews government has been less than
forthcoming in telling voters how many students are
actually enrolled and the full costs of this exercise.
The Eltham North Reserve upgrade only received
$2 million — once again just months out from the
election — with that money being $1.6 million less
than the 2014 Liberal commitment. She promised the
Research Country Fire Authority station a pumper
tanker but delivered a lower capacity vehicle. She
promised a truck curfew in parts of the electorate, but
then the Andrews government was forced to increase
the size of trucks allowed to travel on the roads at night.
She argued the community wanted to feel safe but has
presided over a 7.3 per cent increase in crime in
Nillumbik and an 8.4 per cent rise in Banyule, with
horrifying instances of armed robberies, home
invasions and ram raids in the electorate.
In Parliament her atrocious behaviour has prompted the
Speaker to order her from the chamber at least a dozen
times, with numerous other warnings. She has been the
beneficiary of course of Labor Party rorting, which is
where it all started in the first place. This is an atrocious
track record. She has absolutely failed to deliver for the
Eltham community, and members —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I fail
to see how the member’s adjournment matter is within
the standing orders in terms of seeking the Premier to
take a particular course of action. She has been using
this as an opportunity to attack another member in the
other house, which she could do, as she well knows,
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through a substantive motion. She has just been using
this as an opportunity to attack another member.
The PRESIDENT — I do have some concerns that
under our standing orders indeed when there are
allegations or accusations against a member in another
place they should be by a substantive motion, and they
are not really to be prosecuted as part of an
adjournment matter. The member, Ms Wooldridge,
might actually bear that in mind as she moves towards
the action. I am not sure that counselling the member is
necessarily the sort of action that I would want to hear,
so perhaps in the remaining time you can just reframe
the action that you are seeking.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — The action I seek is for the
member to deliver on her commitments rather than the
failures that have been demonstrated over the last four
years, or for the Premier to advise the member to
deliver on her commitments rather than the failures that
have been delivered over the last four years.
Ms Mikakos — Again, on a point of order,
President, I cannot see how seeking that the Premier
take a particular course of action is in accordance with
the standing orders. I really think it should be ruled out.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — On the point of order,
President, there are numerous adjournment matters
where a request is made for a meeting or a conversation
to discuss a particular issue, and what I am seeking here
is exactly the same as many members have sought in
relation to meetings or for information to be provided.
The PRESIDENT — If we were at the start of the
session, I would probably have a slightly different view.
Given it is the last day and it is this particular time of
night, I will let it stand. But I think that Ms Mikakos
does have a point in saying that it is an unusual action
to be seeking, and I do not know that it is within the
spirit of adjournment matters.

Northern Victoria Region roads
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (00:31) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it relates to the announcement last
week by the Andrews Labor government regarding the
maintenance of regional roads. The action that I seek is
for the minister to visit Shepparton and explain to the
constituents of the Shepparton electorate why not one
metre of road maintenance will be carried out within
the entire electorate as part of the recently announced
Regional Roads Victoria road maintenance program
and that he accepts the unfairness of this and provides a
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commitment to ensure much-needed road maintenance
is carried out in the Shepparton electorate.
Last Monday the Andrews Labor government
announced a road maintenance package throughout
regional Victoria. The government distributed
10 cookie-cutter-style media releases to media outlets
throughout the state, only changing the name and
funding amounts for each area. These media releases
talked about roads in Geelong and the Bellarine, central
Victoria, Bendigo, Ballarat, western Victoria, north-east
and south-west Victoria, and eastern and northern
Victoria — it seems everywhere except in the
Shepparton electorate, which does not see one cent and
will not receive one metre of road maintenance from
this package. The closest the government got was to
upgrade the Byrneside-Kyabram Road at Lancaster,
13 kilometres away from the Shepparton electorate. So
why is it that the Andrews Labor government
announced a regional roads maintenance package but
failed to include one of the most populated areas of
Victoria?
The Shepparton electorate is the home of regional
Victoria’s food bowl and is the fourth-largest regional
city in the state. Shepparton is one of the biggest prime
mover transport hubs in Australia, and the condition of
local roads directly affects local transport operators.
When asked by the media last Tuesday about the lack
of funding for roads in the Shepparton electorate,
typically Daniel Andrews ignored the issue and went
the man, personally attacking me. The Shepparton
electorate misses out again, and the minister needs to
reconsider the distribution of funding for regional road
maintenance. The action that I seek is for the minister to
visit Shepparton and explain to the constituents of the
Shepparton electorate why not one metre of road
maintenance will be carried out within the entire
electorate as part of the recently announced Regional
Roads Victoria road maintenance program and that he
accepts the unfairness of this and provides a
commitment to ensure much-needed road maintenance
is carried out in the Shepparton electorate.

Deer control
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (00:34) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the
action I am seeking from the minister is to allow
recreational hunters and shooters to be involved in the
trial of the culling of deer in the Alpine National Park.
What we have seen is an announcement from Parks
Victoria that they would undertake a trial to try and
reduce the number of deer in the High Country, but
they are saying that they are only going to use
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professional shooters. I think that while that might be a
reasonable proposition, there are many, many
recreational shooters who are equally as good if not
better than professional shooters. They would be able to
undertake this task at zero cost to the taxpayer. I fear
that the way that Parks Victoria will undertake this
activity using professional shooters — and I understand
that they will be using some of their own staff as well,
who will all be paid overtime to go and cull a number
of deer in the High Country, would come at an extreme
cost. They are also talking about using helicopters,
which do not come cheaply when it comes to this sort
of thing.
I think there is a need to reduce the number of deer in
some areas of Victoria. We know that the numbers are
approaching somewhere up to a million, and we are
seeing deer starting to appear in areas that we have
never, ever seen them before. When I was driving to
Bendigo last week I saw one very close to the outskirts
of Bendigo that was dead by the side of the road. I have
been hearing stories of them moving along the Murray
River and up towards Kerang, and I have also started to
hear reports of them being in the Mallee. I think the
numbers are increasing, as most of us would know, so
if they are going to undertake a trial in terms of
reducing the number of deer, they should use
recreational shooters who are more than equipped,
more than able and more than skilled enough to be able
to undertake this task.

Sunbury Road duplication
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (00:36) — I wish
to raise a matter this morning for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I refer to his
announcement around 12 months ago of his decision to
duplicate a section of Sunbury Road, which is already
largely duplicated. I refer in particular to the section of
Sunbury Road between Sunbury itself and the top of
Bulla Hill. The fact of the matter is that the section of
Sunbury Road that desperately needs duplication is
from Bulla to the Tullamarine Freeway. There have
been significant so-called safety works undertaken on
this section of the road recently at a cost of some
millions of dollars but —
Mr Young interjected.
Mr FINN — Exactly right, Mr Young. All we have
got are a few barriers and exactly the same old
problems that we had before with the traffic congestion
and the bottleneck at Oaklands Road. It is just an
intolerable situation. The fact of the matter is that the
minister’s proposal to duplicate Sunbury Road — as I
said, a road that is already largely duplicated between
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Sunbury and Bulla Hill — has stuff-up written all over
it. He really needs to go back to the drawing board to
speak to his bureaucrats or whoever he speaks to at
VicRoads and come up with a plan which is actually
going to produce some results that will bring benefit to
the people of Sunbury and surrounds.
It is a pretty simple proposition that I put to the
minister. I ask him to come up with a plan which will
enable the duplication of that section of Sunbury Road
that does actually need duplication. The land is there; in
fact I thought just for a brief period earlier this year they
might have actually been doing it. I almost got excited
about it, and then I realised that they were not doing
that. They were putting up barriers so we could not use
anything apart from where they tell us to go. That is
VicRoads for you. I ask the minister to return this plan
to VicRoads, ask them to think again and ask them to
come up with a realistic, sensible plan to provide relief
for congestion on Sunbury Road and in particular
Sunbury Road between the township of Bulla and the
Tullamarine Freeway.

Foster and kinship carers
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(00:39) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Families and Children. All children need and
deserve a safe, supportive and loving family
environment. The quality of that environment and the
relationships within it are the most critical factors in a
child’s development and their ability to thrive and grow
into happy, healthy adults. Where families cannot
provide that environment, the state must step in. In
extreme cases this requires the state to provide care for
children outside their families, ideally in a home-based
care environment with foster or kinship carers, while
working towards safe reunification of families.
Despite the promise from the Andrews government of
extensive reform, our foster and kinship care system is
under extreme strain and is still failing to provide
adequate supports and transitions for Victoria’s most
vulnerable children. Young people are still having
supports cut off or are facing a significant reduction
when they turn 18, which is far too young. Most young
people who live with their biological families are
remaining in the family home beyond 18 years old,
often well into their 20s. The reasons for this are
obvious: changing norms are being driven by wage
stagnation, the increasing cost of living, the growth in
insecure work and the challenges of transitioning from
a supported family environment to independence. Few
of us would willingly cut off support to our biological
children at 18 and refuse to provide help when they
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need it, so why on earth would we be doing that to the
most vulnerable young people in our communities?
Our current laws and policies are compounding
growing inequality, they are entrenching disadvantage
and they must be changed. The age of care has been
extended to 21 in a number of jurisdictions
internationally, and the evidence underpinning this
reform is clear and it is compelling. Extending the age
of care will have significant positive outcomes for
children and young people, not just throughout their
transition into adulthood but throughout their lives and
potentially those of their own families. It will also result
in substantial savings in emergency and support
services, which many young people rely on without the
ongoing support of a supportive home environment.
We have this evidence base, and failing to commit to
this policy is a failure to commit to the safety and
security of our most vulnerable young people. The
Andrews government have made welcome
commitments to increasing specific support beyond the
age of 18 and boosting funding and capacity for respite
care for carers, but it is not enough. The action I seek
from the minister is that she and the Andrews
government commit, if re-elected, to increasing the age
of care and support for young people in kinship and
foster care to the age of 21.

Traralgon train stabling facility
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (00:42) — My
adjournment matter this morning is for the Minister for
Public Transport, the Honourable Jacinta Allan in the
other place. The action I seek from the minister is to
analyse alternative locations for the VicTrack stabling
yard development rather than commandeering farmland
at the eastern end of Traralgon, and a key component of
that analysis is comprehensive consultation with
stakeholders, including the residents, to address their
concerns.
Recently I met with the Minniedale Action Group to
hear their concerns about the preferred location of the
rail stabling, and potentially shunting, yard. With the
location earmarked for the corner of Minniedale Road
and the Princes Highway in Traralgon, the move will
greatly impact these local residents and landowners
alike. As it is a rural living area, concerns surrounding
the compulsory acquisition of land and environmental
impacts to date remain unanswered and unresolved.
Residents feel that they have been left in the dark in
terms of whether this project would affect their property
values, increase noise, decrease air quality and obstruct
views. In addition there are concerns that a pony club
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which is located opposite the preferred site will be
greatly impacted if the stabling development proceeds.
There have been a number of meetings. There have
been two meetings that I am aware of — one was in
August and one was this week — and the residents still
feel that their voices are not being heard. They are still
feeling frustrated that the government is not looking at
alternatives to this site. Indeed if you look at the
long-term view of this, Traralgon is a town that will
grow and develop, and putting a stabling yard on what
could potentially be good land for housing development
seems to be a retrograde step, certainly from the
Minniedale Action Group’s point of view. So it is
important that they look at other areas and it is not
limited to but including —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms BATH — Thank you, Greens, for talking so
loudly while I am trying to make my adjournment
debate contribution.
The Gippsland intermodal freight terminal is called the
GIFT in the Morwell site — a site that should be
considered for its location and integration into other
developments such as the proposed Gippsland logistics
precinct. These people are valuable people, and they
deserve to have their voices and concerns analysed and
listened to. The minister needs to take hold of this and
really comprehensively analyse a long-term view of
where these stabling yards should go and in the process
bring those stakeholders along with them.

The Home Stretch
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (00:45) —
My adjournment matter at this late hour is also to the
Minister for Families and Children, and it relates to the
very real issues that so many of our dedicated foster
carers are dealing with each and every day and have
done over the past four years.
Last week during the foster carer celebrations, and in
particular the ones that were held in Queen’s Hall, there
were so many dedicated foster carers who really
showed their dedication and spoke to so many of us that
were in attendance, including the minister and
Ms Springle, who was also there. I just want to recount
some of those issues that were raised because this is
what is real and this is what is affecting these very
dedicated people.
There was a carer who has a 17-year-old girl with
profound disabilities and who is worried about how she
is going to cope when the girl turns 18 and she loses
support. She called on the government to extend care,
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funding and support to 21 years. Then there was
Debbie, who has three children in her care, who asked
for respite carers who are professionally trained in
trauma care so she can take a much-needed break with
confidence, knowing her children will be well looked
after. She also said that extending care to 21 must be a
top priority. We then heard from Bev, who said she lost
a place in four-year-old kindergarten for her foster child
while the bureaucracy deliberated for more than six
weeks over payments for an additional day of funding.
The claim for a second day of funding was eventually
denied. This family funded the second day from their
own pocket to give their foster child much-needed
education.
Another story was told by Kerryn, who spoke with
passion and anger. She said she was feeling powerless
and undervalued. She said that her input is not valued
and her opinion is not sought on the decisions for the
six-year-old foster child in her care. Her child is
experiencing major speech developmental delays, and
she was initially told that a speech therapist would not
be funded as it is an intervention. Kerryn, fearing the
child would be relentlessly bullied at school, paid for
speech therapy for her foster child at a cost of $180 per
week out of her pocket. Eventually, some months later,
the department came back and told Kerryn that they
would give her permission to access speech therapy but
at her own cost.
Services are being denied or are not accessible. This is
the status quo of a broken system. There was also the
very inspiring story from Genevieve and her foster son
of 15 years, 19-year-old Jesse. He is a very, very real —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
member has really engaged in a set speech during the
course of her adjournment contribution. She has
canvassed a number of different issues, and it has not
been clear exactly what the action is that the member is
seeking. Maybe if she had started off with that it would
have been a little bit clearer, rather than just using this
as an opportunity to canvass broad-ranging issues.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, the member is
entitled obviously to put a context to the action she is
going to request. I am assuming that the action might
relate to some systemic application, because it would be
true that if the member was raising a range of different
matters or instances it would not fit the adjournment on
the basis that the adjournment can only go to one
matter. So in that context I do understand the point you
are making, but my expectation is — and I will
listen — that the member is coming to a point where
the various issues that she has raised are part of
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addressing some sort of systemic issue or something of
that nature. So I will be listening.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, I know you were in the
room and heard every single word, as did I and the
others who were also in attendance. The problems with
the system are numerous, and they do not stop at the
age of 18. There are people in this sector who are
calling on the Home Stretch program. The action I seek
from you, Minister, is to follow the leadership shown
by Matthew Guy, who believes, like I do, that this is the
right and fair thing to do, and support Home Stretch.
The PRESIDENT — The action is to support
Home Stretch.
Ms CROZIER — Yes. She knows what it is.
The PRESIDENT — That is the action. It is
actually not helpful in putting an action that calls on a
government to support the position of the leader of
another party, but it is within the bounds, obviously, to
request support for the Home Stretch program.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (00:50) — This evening there have been a
number of adjournment matters, and I propose to refer
the following matters to the relevant ministers for
response: from Ms Lovell to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety; from Mr O’Sullivan to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change; from
Mr Finn to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety; and
from Ms Bath to the Minister for Public Transport.
Given that the house in all likelihood will not be sitting
again, obviously there is no real opportunity, as I would
anticipate under the standing orders, for these matters to
be formally responded to, but nevertheless they will be
forwarded on.
There have been a number of other matters raised that I
propose to discharge this evening. Firstly,
Ms Wooldridge referred a matter to the Premier. I
actually propose to discharge this matter. It was a rather
convoluted matter, but she did ask for the member for
Eltham to deliver on her commitments to her Assembly
electorate. I am well aware of the many achievements
of Ms Ward in her electorate as the member for Eltham,
and I think she is actually doing a wonderful job on
delivering on her commitments.
One of the key commitments of the Labor Party in
coming into office during this term was actually to save
Greensborough TAFE. I know that Ms Ward, together
with the Speaker in the other house, took enormous
personal pride in seeing that campus saved from being

5248

locked up and no longer being an asset to that particular
community. I take this opportunity to commend
Ms Ward on the work that she did in that respect. She
has certainly been, I am well aware, a very keen
advocate for her community. It has been a great
pleasure for me to go out and meet with her and her
constituents, whether it has been in her local
kindergartens or her local men’s shed. She has had
many opportunities to deliver to her local community.
I noticed recently that she was very proud to stand with
the Premier, together with the Deputy Premier, in
seeing the new Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School open.
It was the sixth tech school to open in Victoria as part
of our government’s $128 million investment to
establish 10 tech schools and make Victoria the
Education State. This new facility is located at
Melbourne Polytechnic’s Greensborough campus,
which, as I mentioned before, our government saved
from closure and reopened back in 2016. So I can
certainly assure Ms Wooldridge that Ms Ward is in fact
delivering in many respects to her local electorate. She
has also stood up for her electorate in relation to plans
that Ms Wooldridge has for the Eltham electorate. I
note that Ms Ward has raised concerns about a secure
drug treatment facility that Ms Wooldridge plans to
build in the Eltham electorate. Ms Wooldridge is yet to
come out publicly and categorically say where this
secure drug treatment facility for young offenders —
which is in fact an election commitment of the
coalition — is going to go.
From the fact that the announcement was made
together with the CEO of a facility that is actually in the
Eltham electorate, it is pretty clear that the coalition’s
plans, and Ms Wooldridge’s plans, are in fact to build
this secure drug treatment facility for young offenders
who are addicted to ice in the Eltham electorate, and
Ms Ward has been calling for the coalition to be clear
about its intentions in this respect and to make sure that
her community is aware of their intentions ahead of the
state election. Ms Ward has in fact been a very strident
advocate for her community. She is doing an excellent
job as the local member for Eltham, and I am absolutely
confident that she will continue to do that post the state
election.
In relation to the other matters that have been raised this
evening, they are substantially the same. Both
Ms Springle and Ms Crozier referred to issues around
foster carers. Just in respect of Ms Springle’s matter, hers
was a little bit more wideranging in nature and she did
talk in her adjournment matter about supports for foster
and kinship carers. I make the point, as I have on many
occasions over the past four years in singing the praises
of our carers, that they are the unsung heroes of our
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community. I have the utmost admiration for the work
and support that our foster and kinship carers and our
permanent carers give to vulnerable children and young
people in our state. They do incredible work in very
challenging circumstances, and we as a government have
put in place a number of new measures to support them.
We, in our first budget, delivered the first increase in care
allowances in a decade — something that the coalition
failed to address. They had no interest in increasing those
allowances during their four years.
We have also put in place the Carer KaFÉ, which is a
training and development program that enables our
carers to receive formalised training opportunities for
the first time. We have introduced new initiatives, such
as the targeted care packages. This is an initiative that
meets the specific tailored needs of children in our
out-of-home care system but obviously supports the
carers that they live with as well, and I am very proud
that through the investment that we have made
640 children have been either transitioned out of
residential care or prevented from being placed in
residential care in the first place.
We have also announced a social impact bond called
Compass. This initiative involves a $14.2 million
investment. This is very much designed to ensure that
we can trial some new approaches to support more than
200 care leavers aged between 16 and 18 years over the
next two years to assist them in their process of
transitioning from out-of-home care.
We have also provided continuing care allowances for
home-based carers where young people undertake a
senior secondary qualification in the years beyond
which the young person turns 18 up to the age of
21 years, and these young care leavers can complete
their senior secondary qualification studies at school or
at an authorised provider such as a TAFE. We provide
tuition fee waivers for accredited training at TAFEs and
other registered training organisations through the
Department of Education and Training. We provide
registered access to social housing under the Victorian
Housing Register and eligibility for a range of
homelessness supports and other supports as well.
We also funded in the budget this year the continuation
of a trial called Better Futures. This was supported with
$2.3 million of funding in the budget, and this is a model
that offers early engagement and tailored supports to
young care leavers up to 21 years of age. What I would
say to both Ms Springle and Ms Crozier in discharging
their matters this evening is that we as a government
have already put in place a range of measures to support
young people who are leaving care. In our first budget
again we funded the Springboard program, which is an
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employment and training program, to give young people
those further opportunities as well.
I say to Ms Crozier in relation to the matters that she
raised — obviously all the matters I have said in
relation to Ms Springle’s adjournment matter apply
equally to hers — that the matters that were raised at
that carers forum, that celebration we had last week, I
did seek further details from the Foster Care
Association of Victoria in relation to those matters and
have in fact asked my department to follow up with
those carers.
I am disappointed that some of those issues that were
raised last week were actually community sector
organisations not following up issues with the
department. They are in fact engaged and funded by the
department to act as advocates for carers and they have
an appropriate role to take up these issues, but where it
is in fact my department that needs to have taken
further action, then I certainly expect better of them in
making sure that they can appropriately support our
carers. This is why we have developed a new kinship
care model to better support our kinship carers —
36 new dedicated staff supporting kinship carers as well
as a kinship finding service that I talked about in my
ministers statement yesterday morning. It seems like
such a long time ago now.
What I can say to Ms Crozier is that she announced
with her leader a very limited scale trial involving
supporting only 75 young people, but then I understand
that at the event in Queen’s Hall she sought to represent
that commitment as something beyond what it actually
is. I think she needs to be honest with foster carers
about what the extent of the coalition’s commitment
actually is — that it is only 75 young people — rather
than seeking to suggest, as she has, that somehow she is
rolling out the Home Stretch initiative, because it does
not appear that that is in fact what has been committed
to. We will continue to do what we can to better
support our carers, including our foster carers, as a
government as we have over the past four years.
President, I am pleased to advise you that I have written
responses to 42 adjournment debate matters this
evening, and I too join others in saying that I certainly
wish all members all the very best for the future, but
certainly I am biased in wishing my colleagues all the
very best for the coming state election.
The PRESIDENT — I indicate that the house now
stands adjourned. Thank you all.
House adjourned 1.03 a.m. (Friday) until a day and
hour to be fixed.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

10 September to 20 September 2018
Epilepsy Foundation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Families and Children
25 July 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to better support for people with a disability. That means getting the
NDIS right and delivering a better deal for NDIS participants.
Clarifying the intersection between the health system and the NDIS is a critical step along the way and a priority for
Government as it negotiates with the Commonwealth Government for a NDIS Full-scheme Bilateral Agreement.
The Department of Health and Human Services recently hosted a meeting with the Victorian Neurological Alliance
(the Alliance) and other organisations to discuss the links between health services and the NDIS and their
implications for health and disability services to Victorians.
Alliance members include the Epilepsy Foundation, Alzheimer’s Victoria, Epilepsy Foundation, Huntington’s
Victoria, Multiple Sclerosis (MS) Ltd, Motor Neurone Disease Victoria (MND), Muscular Dystrophy Association
(MDA) and Parkinson’s Victoria.
The Andrews Government understands their concerns in regard to ongoing support for Victorians deemed
ineligible for the NDIS and for some NDIS participants whose needs will be a health system responsibility. For
example, the complex and episodic nature of epilepsy means that an individual might need a combined health and
disability response.
The Government values the contribution that the Epilepsy Foundation and other affected organisations make to the
health and disability needs of Victorians. We will continue to work with them on these issues, including funding
arrangements, together with the National Disability Insurance Agency and the Commonwealth Government.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Families and Children
5 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
An independent panel of experts will review the trial and report in 2020. The panel will be chaired by Professor
Margaret Hamilton AO, alongside fellow panel members Associate Professor Alex Cockram and Mr John Ryan.
As noted, the recently announced purpose-built facility for the medically supervised injecting room will offer
specialised services, and ensure people have access to the full range of treatment, rehabilitation and support they
need to reduce harm from their drug use and ultimately kick their drug dependency. There will be more counselling
and treatment rooms, and space for other health and social support services to co-locate at the facility.
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The government has increased funding for alcohol and other drug services by 57 per cent over the last four
Victorian Budgets, providing a record $259.9 million in this year’s alone.
This includes investment to more than double the number of residential rehabilitation beds, increase access and
training to naloxone which can reverse overdoses, and fund Ice Action Grants within local communities.
The numbers and types of clients and privacy concerns is a matter for the independent panel of experts.

Production of documents
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Special Minister of State
6 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am informed that:
The provisions of the Privacy Act 1988 (Commonwealth) relating to notifiable data breaches do not apply. The
provisions apply to personal information collected and managed by Australian Privacy Principle entities (APP
entities), credit reporting bodies and credit providers. APP entities are defined as either federal agencies (including
Ministers and Departments), or organisations. Registered political parties, State Ministers and State Departments
are excluded from the operation of these provisions. The release of any personal information in the response to the
order to produce documents would therefore not be a notifiable breach under that Act.

West Footscray factory fire
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Truong
Special Minister of State
6 September 2018

RESPONSE:
The Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria supported a WorkSafe led blitz on industrial sites in the
West Footscray area. Seventy-eight sites have been visited with sixty-eight contraventions identified in relation to
the handling and storage of dangerous goods. Many of the notices were for issues such as inadequate placarding or
labelling, incompatible storage, poorly maintained dangerous goods manifests or a lack of fire protection reports.
Inspectors have also paid close attention to the storage of recyclable materials, such as tyres.
This blitz is in addition to the current Resource Recovery Facilities Audit Taskforce work. The Taskforce was set
up in response to the 2017 Coolaroo fire to inspect resource recovery facilities across the state. The Taskforce is
undertaking joint inspections to ensure that combustible recyclable and waste materials are stored and managed
appropriately.
As of 10 September 2018:
– over 800 resource recovery facilities have been identified that store combustible recyclable and waste material
– 345 resource recovery facilities have evidence of combustible recyclable and waste material stockpiles
– 336 on-site inspections across 124 sites have been carried out to date over the past 12 months
– 78 remedial notices and 13 sanctions have been issued.
The Taskforce includes the EPA, Country Fire Authority, Metropolitan Fire Brigade, Emergency Management
Victoria and Worksafe.
EPA has been actively engaging with the local community to ensure they have the latest information available
about the West Footscray fire.
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As of 12 September, EPA has spoken with over 400 local community members at sites including Yarraville
Library, Yarraville Community Hub, playground and Beaton Reserve, Yarraville train station, Anderson Street
shopping strip, Yarraville Swim Centre in Hansen Reserve, and West Footscray and Cruickshank Park.
EPA have also spoken with the Community Gardens Group, members of The Friends of Stony Creek, members of
Friends of Cruickshank Park, and Altona Surf Lifesaving Club.
EPA officers are visiting local schools, neighbourhood houses, local businesses and will have a regular presence at
Stony Creek and Cruickshank Park over the coming weeks.
EPA’s fact sheet ‘Air quality around the West Footscray industrial fire’ outlines the locations and the readings from
the temporary air quality monitoring stations set up for the West Footscray industrial fire, as well as the results for
benzene and toluene from the volatile organic compound (VOC) air sampling undertaken during the incident. The
fact sheet is available on EPA’s website, via the following link: epa.vic.gov.au/~/media/Publications/1712.pdf.
There were five sites in the vicinity measuring PM2.5 particles. The monitoring locations include the Footscray,
Altona and Brooklyn ambient air monitoring stations which are part of EPA’s standard network. On 31 August
2018, EPA also deployed mobile, monitoring (SmokeTrak) mounted on a vehicle which drove around the
community to obtain additional information on PM2.5 concentrations in the residential area around the fire. Two
mobile sites were deployed on 30 August 2018 at Altona and Altona Gate. A third site was established on
31 August 2018 at West Footscray and the Altona site was removed to reflect changes in the potential impacts of
the fire.
Locations of the sites and data results were available on EPA AirWatch, which displayed the information as a map
and table: http://www.epa.vic.gov.au/our-work/monitoring-the-environment/epa-airwatch. Historic data is available
for the permanent ambient air monitoring stations at the historic air quality data table:
epa.vic.gov.au/our-work/monitoring-the-environment/epa-airwatch/historic-air-quality-data-table.
Historic data from the temporary sites is published in graph form in in EPA’s fact sheet ‘Air quality around the
West Footscray industrial fire’. Data current to 7am on 5 September 2018 for the five sites was released publicly in
table form: epa.vic.gov.au/our-work/monitoring-the-environment/epa-airwatch/historic-air-quality-data-table.

Wyndham crime rate
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Corrections
6 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As reported by the independent Crime Statistics Agency, the offence rate for the Wyndham Local Government
Area has dropped from 6125.2 offences per 100 000 population to 5493.9 offences per 100 000. This is a decrease
of 10.3 per cent compared to the previous 12-month period to March 2018.
This decrease is welcome, but it in no way diminishes the harm and trauma experienced by victims of crime. We
know that more needs to be done. It is the experience of victims that is at the heart of everything the Andrews
Labor Government is doing to continue to drive crime down.
It is what has driven the Andrews Labor Government’s record $2 billion investment in Victoria Police, including
3135 extra police officers. The Westgate division, which includes Wyndham, has already received an additional 41
new frontline police as part of this investment. This includes 27 frontline police to the Wyndham Police Service
Area. A further 42 police will be on the beat in the Division, including another 12 frontline police for Wyndham
and additional specialist family violence and criminal investigation officers, by June 2019.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Victoria Police remains focused on its response to violent crime, with a strong emphasis on harm prevention and
holding offenders to account. Taskforce Wayward and Operation Regnant are examples of two highly successful
operations that are helping to drive down high harm crimes.
Taskforce Wayward has a particular focus on street robberies and armed robberies across Wyndham, Brimbank,
Maribyrnong and Hobsons Bay, and has achieved 197 arrests since March 2017.
Operation Regnant has also deployed extra local and state police resources — including a police helicopter and dog
squad — into overnight patrols across Wyndham, Brimbank and Melton to tackle aggravated burglaries,
carjackings and related offences. Operation Regnant has also delivered a further 659 arrests since May 2017.
The new $1.7 million Embedded Youth Outreach Project is also currently being trialled in Wyndham. The
12-month partnership between Victoria Police and the Youth Support and Advocacy Service involves a police
officer patrolling with a youth worker every night across the Wyndham, Hobsons Bay, Maribyrnong, Greater
Dandenong, Casey and Cardinia areas to target and prevent youth offending.

Massage parlours
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Trade and Investment
7 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I note that you’ve raised a question about the current prevalence of massage parlours in Melbourne, and I address
this in my response to your supplementary question.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Since the passage of the Sex Work and Other Acts Amendment Act 2011, enforcement against the illicit sex work
sector has been the sole responsibility of Victoria Police. Consumer Affairs Victoria no longer has a role in
investigating and prosecuting offences relating to unlicensed sex work, including unlicensed sex work that may be
occurring in massage parlours.
Consumer Affairs Victoria is now primarily responsible for monitoring the compliance of sex work business
licensees in the legal sector.

Land rezoning
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Ratnam
Minister for Trade and Investment
7 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Firstly, it is important to highlight that the land values and profit are not considerations in the rezoning of land.
Zoning decisions are subject to specific processes, directions and guidelines that give effect to the Planning and
Environment Act 1987. Central to these considerations is if the rezoning will result in a good planning outcome that
has a net community benefit.
All planning scheme amendment decisions that rezone land are publicly reported. Amendments are tabled in
Parliament and open to disallowance.
Secondly, the Victorian Government has been actively pursuing a development contributions system to capture the
value of rezoning uplift and require contributions for infrastructure and services for new communities. The
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introduction of the Growth Area Infrastructure Contributions in 2009 was a direct measure to capture the uplift in
value of land.
GAIC has accrued $406 million up to 30th June 2018 — of which all but $30 million has been spent or committed
to public transport and community infrastructure across the growth corridors where it was collected.
The government has also made a series of reforms to the arrangements for developer contributions, introducing a
broader mechanism called Infrastructure Contributions Plans to enable similar arrangements to be struck for
developments in established areas of Melbourne and regional cities.
Thirdly Victoria has led Australia in the development of value capture policies in relation to the uplift in value
when infrastructure investments boost local land values. This is now a feature of infrastructure planning and is a
key consideration in the negotiations around the development of the record level infrastructure investment now
being rolled out across Victoria.
The capture of value is not limited to financial matters. The delivery of public benefits such as affordable housing,
ground level amenity and open space are all features that have increased in significance in recent years as the
government has sought to achieve tangible benefits for the broader community as new developments are
implemented.
For example, the government’s ‘Homes for Victorians: Affordable, access and choice (March 2017) and Plan
Melbourne 2017-2050 (March 2017) recognise the critical need to increase the supply of affordable housing.
Resultant initiatives include the Planning and Environment Act 1987 now having an objective “to facilitate the
provision of affordable housing in Victoria” and affirming the use of section 173 agreements for affordable
housing.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I refer the Member to my response to the substantive question.

Production of documents
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Special Minister of State
7 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am informed that:
The Government will produce responses to the document motions to the extent possible before the rising of the
58th Parliament. The process of conducting document searches, identifying relevant documents, seeking advice on
applicable claims of executive privilege, and collating documents for production has been ongoing. The document
motions referred to are broad in scope and have required a significant diversion of resources by relevant
departments from their ordinary operations to respond to.

Public sector employee information
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
7 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Victorian Public Sector Commission (VPSC) commenced its investigation into the alleged unauthorised
release of information following a request by the Secretary Department of Premier and Cabinet and Secretary
Department of Education and Training on 26 July 2018.
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I am advised that the investigation by the VPSC is being managed as a matter of priority, which has included the
engagement of specialist forensic services.
The VPSC advises that the investigation will be completed as expeditiously as possible, noting that the precise
timing will depend on the extent and complexity of the work required.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Information Commissioner is operationally independent from the government and it is a matter for the
Information Commissioner to determine whether to investigate any matters relating this release of information.

Production of documents
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Special Minister of State
18 September 2018

RESPONSE:
As stated in my response last week, there have been no particulars provided which suggest there was a breach of
the code. As I stated, the overwhelming public interest in the release of these documents is the basis upon which the
order was responded to.

Transdev bus contract
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Regional Development
18 September 2018

RESPONSE:
Commercial and contractual matters relating to public transport contracts, including Transdev bus services are a
matter between Public Transport Victoria and the relevant operator. However, there is no denying the sub-standard
contract developed by the Baillieu Liberal Government in 2013 — a Government of which you were a senior
member, has resulted in challenges for the operator, and more importantly, for bus passengers.
Unlike the Metropolitan Bus Contacts that commenced in August this year, the Transdev contract cut maintenance
and renewal spending on bus fleet, leading to less reliable services, higher incidence of breakdowns and, at
contract-end, will hand back a bus fleet to the people of Victoria that is old, unreliable and does not meet
community expectations. The poor maintenance and bus replacement requirements of your Liberal Government’s
contract have let down the millions of passengers who rely on the services Transdev run throughout Melbourne.
The Andrews Labor Government has worked with Transdev over the past 12 months to ensure the fleet is properly
maintained, meets all safety and regulatory requirements and provides a good and reliable service to the travelling
public.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
18 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Management of police gaols and capture of relevant statistics is the responsibility of Victoria Police. Officers of the
Department have been liaising with Victoria Police in relation to this query, and Victoria Police has advised that,
since the Order in Council came into force, the maximum number of prisoners that can be held at these specified
police gaols has not been exceeded.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Extracting the requested data for the nine identified sites requires a customised search of Victoria Police-held data.
Initial Victoria Police advice is that the detailed response required isn’t available within the required timeframes.

Police resources
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
18 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Government makes no apologies for delivering major reforms to our bail laws to put the safety of the
community first.
Our record investment in Victoria Police, including 3135 extra police officers, and tougher bail and sentencing laws
means more people are in prison and bail is now harder to get for those accused of serious crimes. This means there
are more people in custody — in police cells, prisons and youth justice centres — than ever before.
Victoria Police, the Courts and the Department of Justice and Regulation work together to manage the demands on
Victoria’s custodial settings resulting from the Government’s strengthening of the criminal justice system.
To maintain the safety of all persons within the police station and cells, Victoria Police follows relevant legislation
and operational policies regarding the holding and management of detainees. It is standard practice, as it was under
previous governments, for prisoners to be transported between police stations to manage capacity and facilitate the
movement of prisoners to court and prison.
Victoria Police work with Corrections Victoria to manage the daily movement of prisoners across the criminal
justice system, with the support of external contractors G4S to physically transport the prisoners.
On a daily basis, Victoria Police requests G4S to transport prisoners across the criminal justice system, including
between police stations to manage police cell capacity.
This approach enables more police time to be spent completing operational duties to protect the community rather
than transporting prisoners across Victoria.
In 2015-16, the Government also invested $148.6 million to roll out 400 Police Custody Officers (PCOs). PCOs
and PCO Supervisors undertake management and custodial duties within police cells, allowing police to be
deployed back to frontline duties. PCOs can also transport detainees between the police station and the court.
Under the previous Liberal National government these tasks would have been performed by Victoria Police
officers, diverting valuable police resources away from keeping our communities safe.
As a result of the Andrews Labor Government’s record investment in 3135 additional frontline police officers, and
400 PCOs which have freed up around 113 000 extra police shifts since January 2016, there are now more police
on the beat than ever before.
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Parkville youth justice centre
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
18 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised that:
It is not possible to obtain accurate information regarding the members request within the necessary timeframe.
WorkSafe data is published in the Department of Justice and Regulation’s annual report each year in the usual
manner.
Further, the number of staff who would be in receipt of WorkSafe weekly payments at any given time will vary
from day to day, depending on lodgement of WorkSafe capacity certificates. Not all WorkSafe claims involve time
lost from work.
What I can advise is that the average number of standard WorkSafe claims per year from Youth Justice staff
employed at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct during 2015/16-2017/18 was 30, during when we funded and filled
new Youth Justice custodial staff positions. This compares to an average of 32 WorkSafe claims per year, recorded
under the previous Liberal government during 2012/13-2014/15 when jobs were slashed and job vacancies
remained unfilled.
In addition, historical WorkSafe data shows a decline in the amount of claim payments to Youth Justice staff from
$8.3 million during 2011-2014 to $3.9 million during 2015-2018. This represents a 53 per cent decrease.
As I have indicated to the member previously, we have made an unprecedented $1.2 billion investment across the
Youth Justice system to build fit-for-purpose and secure infrastructure, boost staff numbers and provide staff with
better training and supports to ensure young offenders are safely and securely managed. Since 2014, the Andrews
Labor Government has funded more than 280 new youth justice jobs. The previous Liberal Government shelved a
masterplan to redevelop Parkville, slashed Youth Justice jobs and covered up incident data.
FURTHER RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised that:
It is not possible to obtain accurate information regarding the members request within the revised timeframe.
WorkSafe data is published in the Department of Justice and Regulation’s annual report each year tabled today.
As I advised previously, the number of staff who would be in receipt of WorkSafe weekly payments at any given
time will vary from day to day, depending on lodgement of WorkSafe capacity certificates. Not all WorkSafe
claims involve time lost from work.
What I can advise is that the average number of standard WorkSafe claims per year from Youth Justice staff
employed at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct during 2015/16-2017/18 was 30, during when we funded and filled
new Youth Justice custodial staff positions. This compares to an average of 32 WorkSafe claims per year, recorded
under the previous Liberal government during 2012/13-2014/15 when jobs were slashed and job vacancies
remained unfilled.
In addition, historical WorkSafe data shows a decline in the amount of claim payments to Youth Justice staff from
$8.3 million during 2011-2014 to $3.9 million during 2015-2018. This represents a 53 per cent decrease.
As I have indicated to the member previously, we have made an unprecedented $1.2 billion investment across the
Youth Justice system to build fit-for-purpose and secure infrastructure, boost staff numbers and provide staff with
better training and supports to ensure young offenders are safely and securely managed. Since 2014, the Andrews
Labor Government has funded more than 280 new youth justice jobs. The previous Liberal Government shelved a
masterplan to redevelop Parkville, slashed Youth Justice jobs and covered up incident data.
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Ice Action Plan grants
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Families and Children
18 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am informed that:
As part of Stage 2 of the Andrews Labor Government’s $180 million Ice Action Plan, funding was allocated to
continue Aboriginal Metropolitan Ice Partnerships until June 2020 across four metropolitan areas, helping improve
access to services for Aboriginal people affected by ice and other drugs.
Working in partnership. Aboriginal community controlled organisations and mainstream alcohol and other drug
services provide assertive outreach and treatment, as well as helping to streamline access to more intensive services
where required.
Funding contributed to relevant Aboriginal communities as part of the Ice Action Plan extended the initial pilot
funding provided for the Aboriginal Metropolitan Ice Partnerships in 2014-15.
As part of Stage 1 of the Ice Action Plan, $500 000 was also allocated over four years to support grassroots
Community Ice Action Groups to run local community awareness initiatives across Victoria and help to tackle the
drug ice. The grants, several of which were provided to Aboriginal community organisations, help to deliver local
initiatives such as workshops, forums, local campaigns, training and engagement with communities.
The Department of Health and Human Services is not aware of any funding for either of these initiatives being used
to purchase tickets to Funfields Park in Whittlesea.

West Footscray factory fire
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Truong
Minister for Families and Children
18 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that:
The West Footscray fire was a major event and I acknowledge that residents are very concerned about their health
as well as the environmental impacts.
The Department of Health and Human Services’ real time health emergency monitoring system of hospital
Emergency Departments and Ambulance Victoria surveillance systems have not recorded increases in
presentations or call-outs above usual levels as a result of the fire.
I understand some residents living close to the fire experienced short-term health effects such as headaches and
blood noses, which are symptoms that I am advised may be associated with the fire. During the fire, community
emergency advice was given for residents concerned about their health to seek medical advice from their doctor or
NURSE-ON-CALL.
Residents continue to be encouraged by the EPA to see their GP if they have concerns about their health and GPs
are encouraged to report any concerns.
The EPA continues to engage with the community about their health concerns through distribution of community
fact sheets, receiving phone calls, and placing EPA officers on-site and at community meetings. The Department of
Health and Human Services and the Chief Health Officer have assisted in developing and distributing community
health information.
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The department has also worked with the EPA to develop health information for local GPs which was distributed
on 13 September 2018 to GPs in a 20km radius of the fire. EPA will continue to liaise with GPs and will continue
to update the department on any reported health impacts.
In relation to air quality monitoring associated with this fire, the EPA has advised that the 24-hour average levels
for fine particles during the fire did not reach unhealthy levels.
In relation to chemicals monitored in Stony Creek, EPA has advised that sampling for volatile organic compounds
in air at six houses in close proximity to Stony Creek were below health guideline values. There were elevated
chemicals in water in Stony Creek which has led to advice to avoid direct contact with the water and to avoid
consumption of fish from the creek.
To date, the EPA advises that based on environment air monitoring — including low levels of monitored chemicals
and particles — that there is no indication that monitoring for long-term health effects is necessary.
The department continues to support the EPA in responding to any new information.

Drought assistance
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Agriculture
19 September 2018

RESPONSE:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting all Victorian farmers and acknowledges the difficulties
many are facing, particularly in Central and East Gippsland.
The Victorian Government’s ‘Drought Preparedness and Response Framework’ guides informed and measured
decision-making about how best to support Victorian farmers, businesses and communities to manage and recover
from drought. Consistent with the Framework the drought support does not include subsidies, which push up prices
for all farmers.
The Victorian Government provides ongoing support to assist farmers prepare for and manage through difficult
conditions such as drought. This includes technical support services and the Rural Financial Counselling Service.
On 12 September 2018, while visiting Gippsland, I announced additional $5-million drought support primarily
targeting farmers and communities in Central and East Gippsland. It also provides support for preparedness
activities in Northern and North West Victoria.
The increased support includes:
– $1.4 million for Drought Infrastructure Grants in Central and East Gippsland
– $1.2 million for a Drought Employment Program in Central and East Gippsland through the Catchment
Management Authorities
– $1 million for technical and decision-making support for farmers in Central and East Gippsland, Northern and
North West Victoria
– $0.4 million for the Look Over the Farm Gate program in Central and East Gippsland and Northern Victoria
– $0.5 million for a drought coordinator in Gippsland and Drought Preparedness Coordinators in Northern and
North West Victoria
– $0.5 million for a Community Resilience Program in Central and East Gippsland.
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Kindergarten funding
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Early Childhood Education
19 September 2018

RESPONSE:
I am advised that there is no outstanding data request from the Commonwealth to Victoria.
Victoria, like a number of other jurisdictions in Australia, does not have a means of collecting accurate data on
preschool attendance because it does not directly deliver a material proportion of preschool services. This was also
the case under the previous Victorian Liberal Government.
By contrast, the Commonwealth collects attendance data for children in long day care, where many preschool
programs are delivered, which it currently does not share with Victoria. Perhaps the Member might ask her
Canberra mates to share this data with Victoria.
I am committed to working with the Commonwealth to address their issues, however the Federal Liberal
Government have sought to use this as a smoke screen to justify cutting funding for the National Partnership
Agreement on Universal Access.
The Federal Budget Papers this year reveal the Liberals plan to “save” the $120 million that is provided to Victoria
to support five hours of kindergarten per week for every four year old child. We all know the Liberal word for
“save” is to cut.
There have now been six short-term National Partnerships on Universal Access to Early Childhood Education in
the past decade. Despite fierce backlash from the sector, families and children, of yet another short-term agreement
from the Federal Liberals, Ms Crozier congratulated her Liberal colleagues and called this “great news for
Victorian preschool kids” showing just how out of touch with Victorian families she really is.
Even the NSW Liberal Government is supporting Victoria’s position and calling on the Federal Liberal
Government to put an end to the uncertainty and commit to ongoing permanent funding for kindergarten.
It is appalling that Victoria’s National Partnership Agreement for 2019 has not even yet been provided to our
government by the Federal Morrison Government. This means that Victoria’s kinders face uncertainty for 2019.
Ms Crozier may try to defend her Liberal colleagues in Canberra but her position is simply indefensible. This
Federal Liberal Government has shown nothing but contempt to Victorian families, children and the early
childhood sector more broadly. Victoria has lost $1.2 million as a result of cuts to the National Occasional Care
Programme, $5.2 million as a result of cuts to the National Quality Agenda and will now lose $120 million as a
result of cuts to Universal Access funding for kindergarten.
We have a new Prime Minister, new Federal Education Minister but the cuts to kindergarten funding remain. Early
childhood education and care is no longer a priority for the Federal Liberal Government, if it ever was and most
certainty isn’t for the Victorian Liberals.

Youth justice centres
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
19 September 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The safety of our staff, young people and the community is of the utmost importance. Violent behaviour and
assaults by young people in custody is absolutely unacceptable and we take a zero-tolerance approach to any
incidents.
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Our staff are undertaking extremely complex and challenging work, and it is critical that they are supported to do
this safely.
All incidents and allegations of violent behaviour are reported immediately through the department’s incident
reporting system and referred to Victoria Police for investigation.
The Government has introduced the toughest ever consequences for assaulting staff, damaging property, escaping
or attempting to escape whilst incarcerated — legislation the Liberal Party tried to scuttle.
Under new laws now in effect there will be tougher consequences for young people who assault youth justice staff
while in custody. In addition, the Youth Parole Board is told about any critical incidents involving youths in
detention, which may be taken into account when considering their eligibility for parole.
As I have repeatedly advised, it would be inappropriate for me to comment on any matter under internal review or
police investigation. During an investigation, all circumstances, including any relevant actions taken before, during
and after an event, are considered. It is therefore crucial that any review or investigation is not prejudiced by public
comment.
Further, to maintain the safety and security of Youth Justice facilities, and to keep staff, young people and the
general community safe, it is essential that confidential information relating to the security arrangements in Youth
Justice is strictly controlled. Accordingly, I will not provide detailed information on the process and considerations
for the placement of young people within youth justice centres.
What I can say is that we are constantly reviewing our systems and processes to ensure they respond to the
changing demands and complexity within the system and provide appropriate levels of safety and security. These
systems include the Government’s implementation of the new Custodial Classification and Placement Unit to
review the security risk of all young people in custody to ensure they are placed at the appropriate security level.
This system is available in the adult prison system but was missing from Youth Justice.
The Government has also invested in an improved intelligence gathering function across both Youth Justice
precincts to allow for greater information collection to inform security and placement decisions and assist to
prevent incidents in custody.
These changes were implemented following the release of the landmark Armytage Ogloff Youth Justice Review,
the first independent and comprehensive review of Victoria’s youth justice system in 17 years. This included initial
funding of $50 million to respond to the review’s priority recommendations, which go to supporting the delivery of
a new custodial operating model to better manage young people in custody, and a new integrated case management
framework, incorporating a risk and needs assessment model to reduce the risk of re-offending.
The Government has recruited more staff, including an additional 21 Safety and Emergency Response Team staff
(SERT), and is providing them with a more comprehensive induction program and Tactical Options training to help
them respond to violent and antisocial incidents inside Youth Justice centres. Training is also being progressively
rolled out to the Youth Justice workforce on the new validated risk and needs assessment tools.
Corrections Victoria Security and Emergency Services Group (SESG) staff have also been put in place and
authorised to deploy OC spray and to take other measures, in the event of a serious incident.
As part of the Government’s unprecedented $1.2 billion overhaul of the Youth Justice system, we have funded
more than 280 new jobs across the system to better manage young people. The last time the Liberal’s were in
government, they cut 600 positions from the Department of Health and Human Services including 20 Youth Justice
staff.
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Prisoner court attendance
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
19 September 2018

RESPONSE:
For the period 1 July 2018 to 14 September 2018, Corrections Victoria has paid $62 639.20 to the courts for
non-delivery of prisoners in contravention of a court order. This relates to 72 instances.
In less than four months in 2013 the previous Liberal Government paid over $140 000 for failing to get prisoners to
court and were on track to costing tax payers nearly half a million dollars over a 12 month period.
This waste was a hallmark of Mr O’Donohue’s time as Corrections Minister, despite managing nearly 2000 fewer
prisoners in the system.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers
and received by Hansard in the period shown.

10 September to 20 September 2018
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
19 October 2017

ANSWER:

In my role of Minister for Prevention of Family Violence I am committed to meeting with stakeholders in the
family violence sector to better understand the work of their organisation. On 18 October 2017, I had a very
productive introductory meeting with the Chief Executive Officer of Eastern Domestic Violence Service
(EDVOS), Ms Jenny Jackson. This meeting has given me a very clear sense of how EDVOS operates and how
their programs are improving the lives of people in the Eastern metropolitan region of Melbourne.
As part of the Victorian Government’s commitment to the prevention of family violence and all forms of violence
against women, the 2016-17 State Budget allocated a total $3.85 million to the Community Partnerships for
Primary Prevention (CPPP) grants program. The $3.85 million has funded 34 primary prevention partnerships
across Victoria, including the EDVOS HAiR project, which I understand received $135 000.00 funding.
This project has now concluded, and I note its success in providing training to over 300 salon professionals. The
project evaluation stated that the training significantly increased salon professionals’ understanding and knowledge
of the drivers and impact of family violence, how to create a safe and inclusive environment for their clients, and
how to respond when a client is experiencing family violence.
The Victorian Government has further demonstrated its commitment to the prevention of family violence and all
forms of violence against women through a record 2017-18 State Budget allocation of $1.91 billion over four years
to continue implementing the Royal Commission recommendations, including $50.8 million dedicated funding to
deliver ongoing prevention activities. In addition, a further $24 million over 4 years was allocated in the 2018-19
State Budget for behavioural change campaigns and research to build evidence about what works in the prevention
of family violence.
On 1 August 2018,1 announced the launch of Respect Victoria, a new family violence prevention agency that will
lead and guide our work in the prevention of family violence.
These important steps take forward the Victorian Government’s vision to build a state free from violence, create a
safer Victoria and stop violence before it starts.

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

Ms Lovell
Attorney-General
29 November 2017

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government acknowledges that honorary justices play an important voluntary role in the justice
system, and provide valuable and accessible services to the community.
The Department of Justice and Regulation has implemented a targeted recruitment approach via an expression of
interest process to ensure new Justices of the Peace are recruited in areas of identified or demonstrated need. This
approach aims to ensure that all Victorians have appropriate access to Honorary Justices.
Proposed recruitment of JPs is currently being reviewed in conjunction with the assessment of need across Victoria.
Mr Lamour’s correspondence will be taken into account when assessing areas of need.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Treasurer
21 February 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for her question, and I refer her to the previous answer given on this topic. I encourage her
constituent to raise their issue with both the Essential Services Commission (ESC) and the Victorian Energy and
Water Ombudsman if he has been unable to resolve the dispute with United Energy directly.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 March 2018

ANSWER:

The 2018-19 Victorian State Budget included a massive investment in the Suburban Roads Upgrade, with over
$1 billion to be spent on widening and improving safety on roads across Melbourne’s northern suburbs. This is in
stark contrast to the former Coalition Government that ignored the transport infrastructure needs of the northern
suburbs communities during their time in office.
As part of this package of works, Sunbury Road will be widened from two lanes to four between Powlett Street and
Bulla-Diggers Rest Road in Sunbury. These works are needed to support any future Bulla Bypass.
As you are aware, VicRoads has completed a planning investigation for the Bulla Bypass and has been undertaking
further work to consider additional options in response to a request from the Minister for Planning, the Hon Richard
Wynne MP. Investigations to finalise the land corridor needed for a new future major road link to bypass the Bulla
township are continuing.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
5 June 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government supports Goulburn Valley Health and through our Regional Health Service
Infrastructure fund, it has received almost $10 million to support the co-location of acute health, aged care and
community health services from the Waranga Memorial Hospital on a single, central site in Rushworth.
We take the issue of occupational violence in our health services very seriously, and that is why in October 2017
the Government allocated additional funding to Goulburn Valley Health to increase security personnel by four full
time equivalent positions. The health service has recruited the positions and the four full time equivalent additional
security personnel are in place.
Capital funding of $171 million has also been provided for a major redevelopment and expansion of the Goulburn
Valley Health to meet the needs of the local community.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Finance
5 June 2018

ANSWER:

WorkSafe inspectors have enquired into circumstances surrounding the purported ‘cessation of train movements’ at
Carnegie on the 4 June 2018.
Neither incident related to the construction project, and the matter was reported to the Office of the National Rail
Safety Regulator.

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

Mr Finn
Attorney-General
19 June 2018

ANSWER:

Our equal opportunity laws protect Victorians from unfair discrimination on the basis of personal attributes like
gender, race, and parental status.
Under the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, I do not have the power to investigate alleged discrimination, nor do I have
the power to refer a matter for investigation. That is for the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission, which is an independent statutory body.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Sport
22 June 2018

ANSWER:

I refer to your constituency question regarding visitation rates at State Sport Centres Trust venues for 2016-17 and
2017-18 financial years.
Visitor numbers at all venues in the 2016-17 year totalled 2.422 million which was an improvement on the previous
year’s 2.415 million visitors.
For the 2017-18 financial year, visitation totalled 2.104 million. I am advised that this reduction is primarily due to
closure of some assets for lifecycle maintenance such as the leisure pool area which was closed for approximately 3
months and an increase in traffic congestion affecting facility access.
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Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Emergency Services
24 July 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government greatly values the work of Country Fire Authority volunteers, and the selfless
contribution they make to the safety and wellbeing of the community.
The Lucas Fire Brigade has been active since 8 December 2017, operating in a temporary facility at Delacombe
while its permanent integrated station is being built.
The Brigade is currently operating as a career-only brigade as the temporary facility does not adequately support
volunteers. The Brigade’s 31 current career firefighters will be joined by volunteers and additional career
firefighters at the new fire station facility once it is complete.

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

Ms Truong
Minister for Health
25 July 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government has delivered record funding to health services in the West. Western Health has
received $664.36 million in the 2018/19 Budget, $65.52 more than the previous 12 months or a 10.9 per cent
increase.
Funding for Western Health has increased by $145.78 million, or 28.1 per cent since 2014/15. Alongside this new
investment, 600 new jobs are being created with the construction of the new $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s
and Children’s Hospital — meaning more women and children in the west will get the care they need, closer to
home.
The Government has also boosted funding at Werribee Mercy by 17.4 per cent or $52.6 million this year.
We have announced a major upgrade of the Sunshine Hospital emergency department. This $29.6 million project
will create additional treatment spaces and once complete will have the capacity to treat an extra 59 000 patients
every year.
At Footscray, we have set aside funding for land and we make no apology for doing the necessary work to ensure
that a new hospital there will meet the needs of the community.
Significant investments are already underway, and we have released a State-wide Design, Service and
Infrastructure Plan for Victoria’s Health System 2017-203 which sets out priorities for how we will combine and
invest in health service and infrastructure capacity to better respond to changing population needs and growth.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Police
26 July 2018

ANSWER:

The Mooroolbark Police Station is a 24-hour police station that provides a 24-hour counter service and a 24-hour
patrol response. It continues to be open 24-hours a day, 7-days a week. The Andrews Labor Government is
continuing to provide Victoria Police with the resources they need to protect and service our community. This
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includes the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history, with 3135 new police rolling out to
communities.
There are already 1324 more police FTE in Victoria, then when we came to government, including 26.8 more
police FTE in the Knox Police Division, which includes Mooroolbark. This is in stark contrast to the previous
Liberal Government who failed to invest in one single additional police officer. In 2018, the division is also
receiving an additional 12 police officers, in addition to 2 additional police delivered in 2017 as part of our
investment.
The Government is also investing $210 million in the establishment of the Police Assistance Line and Online
Reporting tool. Under this new system calls or online enquiries will be triaged by a contact centre run by sworn
police officers and staff. This significant investment by the Andrews Labor Government will provide an expanded
level of service to the community and assist to reduce the instance of peak service demands at all police stations.
In relation to the member’s comments regarding crime in the Yarra Ranges Local Government Area (LGA), the
Government uses official data from the independent Crime Statistics Agency (CSA). The most recent release of
statistics from the CSA for the year ending 31 March 2018, shows that the offence rate in the Yarra Ranges LGA
has actually decreased by 11.2 per cent.
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to work with the Chief Commissioner to tackle the complex law
and order challenges we see today and to give Victoria Police the resources, powers and capabilities they need to
keep our communities safe.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
26 July 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government is making an historic $30B investment in Victoria’s public transport network.
The Metro Tunnel, the removal of 50 of Melbourne’s most dangerous and congested level crossings, more than
$1.7B upgrading lines across our regional rail network, more than $4B in new trams, trains and buses, and more
than 900 new regional and metropolitan services added over the past 4 years.
This investment is especially important following the four wasted years of the Baillieu-Napthine Governments,
where the system, and our metropolitan rail system was left to stagnate.
Major works, particularly in the east and south-east of Melbourne have impacted the rail network — at times
passengers have been asked to use replacement services whilst these crucial projects are undertaken. We are
grateful for the public’s patience and understanding during these periods of work. Passengers often comment that,
whilst there is an impact now, these upgrades and improvements are essential and long overdue.
Whilst the short-term construction shuts have caused some inconvenience to passengers, the upgrade of the
Dandenong lines proposed by the Napthine Government would have seen Melbourne’s busiest line closed for
9 months — and would have delivered significantly less for the communities along the line, with only 4 level
crossings to be removed, and only 25 high capacity trains compared to the 65 in production under the Andrews
Labor Government.
Major projects in these corridors include the removal of 11 level crossings on the Dandenong lines, 5 have been
removed on the Frankston line, with a further 8 to go over the next 12 months, works to upgrade power, signalling
and other infrastructure ahead of the introduction of 65 new high-capacity trains from 2019.
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Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Police
27 July 2018

ANSWER:

As I have previously advised the member, neither Narre Warren, nor Endeavour Hills Police Stations have reduced
their operating hours.
What has changed under this Government is a major investment in additional police resources, underpinned by a
record $2 billion investment through the Community Safety Statement. Growth corridors such as the City of Casey
are a priority for this investment. That is why 50 additional frontline officers were deployed to the Southern Metro
Division 3, which includes Casey, in 2017. An additional 46 frontline police officers, including 14 family violence
specialist officers, are also currently being delivered and will be fully deployed by May 2019.
The Southern Metro Division 3 has 95.17 more police FTE than under the Liberals. Additionally, we have
delivered 29 new Police Custody Officers to the Division which is freeing up thousands of police hours and putting
more police back on the beat.
Independent data from Victoria’s Crime Statistics Agency (CSA) indicates that the Government’s record
investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down crime by 18.4 per cent across
the Casey Local Government Area (LGA) in the year ending 31 March 2018.
Furthermore, the CSA data for the Casey LGA indicates a decrease of 28.2 per cent in Property and deception
offences. This was driven by a 36.2 per cent decrease in Burglary break and enter offences (from 2752 to 1755) and
a 7.4 per cent decrease of Property damage offences (from 1803 to 1669).
The Government is committed to ensuring Victoria Police has the resources they need to keep the community safe.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Health
7 August 2018

ANSWER:

Bailan District Health and Care is an incorporated registered charity owned by the Community through the Bailan
Hospital Association, operating as a not for profit private hospital.
Given the important services that Bailan District Health and Care provides to the local community, my
Government announced an urgent $500 000 assistance package in August 2018 to ensure that the service will
continue to operate.
The Department of Health and Human Services continues to work with the board of Bailan District Health and
Care to ensure the future viability of the health service. This arrangement will allow Ballan District Health and
Care to find his feet again and ensure its long-term viability.
Unlike the Opposition who cut $1 billion from the State’s healthcare budget while in office, we will never turn our
backs on the hard-working rural and community health services that regional and rural Victorians depend on.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 August 2018

ANSWER:

I have met with SEMMA on several occasions to discuss energy prices and the Andrews Labor Government’s
actions to mitigate rising energy costs, including government business assistance programs. The August 2017
roundtable meeting included fourteen SEMMA members, predominantly small to medium manufacturing and
engineering enterprises. My Department has also followed up with individual businesses providing details on
business assistance initiatives and programs.
Manufacturers in Victoria rely on gas sourced from a competitive market. This means the price is set by market
drivers rather than by state or federal governments. In 2015, the export of Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) contributed
to an increase in the price of domestic gas, which is now being passed through to gas customers.
The government has put in place a range of measures to ease the pressure of rising gas prices and gas availability:
– advocating for national gas market rule changes and policies that will put Australian consumers and
manufacturers first,
– advocating to strengthen gas export controls, beyond the Commonwealth Government’s introduction of the
Australian Domestic Gas Security Mechanism, and
– investing $42.5 million for the Victorian Gas Program, to better understand future onshore gas development and
promote further exploration and development of offshore gas and gas storage.
Assistance is available to manufacturers, now, to help manage energy costs. In the Energy Efficiency and
Productivity Strategy, released in 2017, the government allocated $9.8 million to help businesses cut energy costs,
including the $6.1 million Boosting Business Productivity grant program. In addition, the Victorian Energy
Upgrades program provides businesses of all sizes with discounts on energy products and services to upgrade their
facilities and reduce energy costs. In 2017, 20 000 businesses undertook energy efficiency upgrades through the
program, and will benefit from average savings of $4500 in 2018.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 August 2018

ANSWER:

I note the strong representations from the Member for Albert Park in delivering a 24 hour truck ban on Beach Road
after advocating for it strongly.
VicRoads and Victoria Police manage compliance of truck curfews.
VicRoads will continue to patrol Beach Road to improve compliance of heavy vehicles based on indicators of
non-compliance and other competing priorities across the road network.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Purcell
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
9 August 2018

ANSWER:

Data about Victoria’s waste, including our recovery rate and the proportion that we export, is collected and
published online by Sustainability Victoria here: http://www.sustainability.vic.gov.au/Government/VictorianWaste-data-portal.
Victoria’s recovery rate is calculated by comparing the amount of material collected for reprocessing (published in
the Victorian Recycling Industry Annual Report) with the amount of material disposed of to landfill (which
Environment Protection Authority Victoria collects from landfill operators). The Victorian Recycling Industry
Annual Report is available here: http://www.sustainability.vic.gov.au/Government/Victorian-Waste-data-Portal/
Victorian-Recycling-Industry-Annual-Report.
Sustainability Victoria determines the proportion of materials that are exported overseas using data obtained from
the Australian Bureau of Statistics. The most recent data we have, for the 2015-16 financial year, shows that 14 per
cent of all materials recovered in Victoria were exported, with approximately half of that amount going to China.
I am advised that no commingled material collected from households for recycling by any council has been
disposed of to landfill as a result of recent global disruptions to recycling markets.
On 3 July 2018 I announced the Recycling Industry Strategic Plan, which sets out the Andrews Labor
Government’s vision for a more sustainable, resilient and efficient recycling sector. The complementary suite of
actions mapped out in this plan will help Victoria respond to China’s trade measures by increasing our capacity to
locally recycle materials, boosting local demand for recycled products, and educating the community to recycle
more effectively. For more information and to read the plan visit this website: https://www.environment.vic.gov.au/
sustainability/victorians-urged-to-keep-recycling.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Public Transport
9 August 2018

ANSWER:

As you are aware, V/Line trains on the Gippsland line were replaced with coaches from 6 August to 14 August
2018, while works were undertaken to power and signalling equipment along the Cranbourne Pakenham line.
These essential works will improve the safety and reliability of trains on the Gippsland line.
Prior to any maintenance works, V/Line undertakes extensive planning for coach replacement services to ensure
passengers can travel where they need to as comfortably as possible. V/Line also arranged for an additional coach
to operate between Pakenham and Warragul for the remainder of the disruption period to ensure all passengers
could travel.
Work is now underway on the $530 million Gippsland line upgrade, which will deliver more frequent, reliable train
services for passengers in Victoria’s east.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Public Transport
9 August 2018

ANSWER:

Major maintenance and renewal works are being undertaken on the Seymour and Shepparton lines as part of the
Government’s work to get Northern Victorian passengers where they need to go sooner. Around 200 V/Line workers
will complete $10 million of works to upgrade track, signalling and structures, improving reliability across both lines.
For Shepparton passengers, these works come on top of an extra $356 million invested by the Labor Government
for the Shepparton Line Upgrade, which will pave the way for nine return services every day and allow VLOcity
trains to travel to Shepparton for the first time.
Additional cleaning and maintenance is being undertaken on the carriages that currently operate on the Shepparton
line to increase the comfort of passengers, including during the period of the line maintenance and renewal works.
A delivery program for heating, ventilation and air conditioning upgrades is underway, with all N-type and Z-type
carriages.
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.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
9 August 2018

ANSWER:

As Victoria is experiencing unprecedented population growth, Victoria needs to encourage growth and provide
housing choices to suit our changing demographics and lifestyles but also manage this in a way that protects the
neighbourhoods.
In 2017, I reformed the residential zones to introduce a range of new measures to manage residential growth and
protect the low scale and open character of Victoria’s neighbourhoods. These measures included replacing the
dwelling cap with a garden area requirement, introducing mandatory height controls and providing the ability to
define neighbourhood character objectives in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone.
The dwelling cap in the Neighbourhood Residential Zone was replaced by a new mandatory garden area
requirement, which strictly controls the bulk of new developments and protects the open garden character of
Victoria’s neighbourhoods. The minimum garden area requirement requires a percentage of the land to be provided
for open garden area that is not occupied by a dwelling, driveway or area set aside for car parking. It allows for
small outbuildings and unroofed outdoor areas within the garden area.
Mandatory building height controls were also introduced to protect the low scale character of Victoria’s
neighbourhoods. The Neighbourhood Residential Zone restricts buildings to 9 metres and 2 storeys to recognise
areas of predominately single and double storey residential development.
The reformed residential zones also provide the opportunity for a council to strengthen its local neighbourhood
character policies by specifying objectives directly in the residential zones.
In addition to these state-wide controls councils have the capacity to locally vary these controls where they can
demonstrate more restrictive requirements are necessary to protect the character of a neighbourhood.
The reformed residential zone changes encourage good design and protect character, while providing for new
housing opportunities.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

This Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving health services in the Shepparton region. That is why
Goulburn Valley Health will receive funding of $201.51 million in 2018-19, $23.1 million, or 12.9 per cent, more
than in 2017-18. Funding for Goulburn Valley Health has increased by $54.74 million, or 37.3 per cent, since
2014-15 when the Liberals were last in government. The additional funding will support Goulburn Valley Health’s
initiatives to improve emergency department performance.
While the previous Liberal Government failed to properly invest in our health services, including services at
Goulburn Valley Health, the Andrews Labor Government’s $171 million redevelopment of Shepparton Hospital
will provide the community and surrounding districts with a modern health facility that will ensure more patients
receive treatment with reduced wait times.
There has been a lot of work to restore our health services after the four years of neglect by the previous
government. Our record demonstrates that only Labor will invest in our hospitals and support our hard working
staff so that they can continue to provide patients with the very best care possible.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Public Transport
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

The 2018-19 Victorian budget provides $60 million for more than 2000 new and upgraded car parking spaces,
secure bicycle storage facilities, better lighting and CCTV cameras at train stations.
As part of this package, Epping station will receive additional commuter car parking spaces. More than 120 new
spaces have already been delivered at Regent station.
This extra car parking is part of Labor’s previous and ongoing commitments which are delivering approximately
8000 new and upgraded spaces at train stations across the state.
In addition, works to remove the level crossing at High Street, Reservoir will be underway later this year. As part of
the project, the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) will work to deliver a new station and safer access for
vehicles, pedestrians and cyclists. LXRA is also undertaking further technical investigations on possible design
solutions for the level crossing in Bell Street Preston, which will improve pedestrian and cycling connections in the
area, and will undertake consultation prior to works beginning.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government has demonstrated its strong commitment to ensuring Victoria has reliable, affordable
and low emissions electricity supply with benefits for all Victorians. Through the government’s Renewable Energy
Action Plan and legislated Victorian Renewable Energy Targets (VRET), the state is experiencing strong
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investment in renewable energy, with associated benefits in terms of emission reductions, reduced energy costs and
jobs growth.
At June 2018, the Clean Energy Regulator recorded 44 657 small-scale solar installations in the Western
Metropolitan region, which together represent 156 MW or almost 12 per cent of Victoria’s total small-scale solar
installed capacity. The newly announced Solar Homes program will extend opportunities to more households in
this region, and across Victoria, to install solar panels, batteries or solar hot water systems, and realise savings in
their bills.
The VRET policy is bringing forward investment, including 928 MW of new renewable energy that will be
delivered by Victoria’s first renewable energy auction, and will create thousands of jobs and cut the average cost of
power for Victorians by around $30 a year for households, $2500 a year for medium businesses and $140 000 a
year for large companies. It will also drive a 16 per cent reduction in Victoria’s electricity sector greenhouse gas
emissions between 2019-20 and 2034-35 and provide a powerful legacy for decades to come.
The government’s Victorian Energy Upgrades program is also delivering direct benefits to households and
businesses across Victoria through incentives to invest in energy efficient products and services that deliver
ongoing energy bill savings. In 2017 alone, 55 000 households and 20 000 business premises undertook energy
efficiency upgrades through the program. This includes strong activity in the Western Metropolitan Region,
including: over 2600 households and 700 businesses in the City of Brimbank; and over 1500 households and 825
businesses in the City of Wyndham, receiving upgrades through the program in 2017. On average, households and
businesses participating in the program will save $200 and $4500, respectively, in 2018.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Police
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government provided funding in the 2018/19 State Budget for the identification and purchase
of land for the establishment of a police station in Point Cook.
Victoria Police are currently exploring the service delivery model, as well as the resourcing requirements, to ensure
an appropriate site is located to meet the future policing needs of Point Cook and the surrounds.
Point Cook is currently serviced by police from across the Wyndham Police Service Area (PSA), which received
an additional 27 police in the twelve months to April 2018. An additional 12 police are currently being deployed to
the Wyndham PSA, with a further 22 specialist resources allocated to the broader Westgate Division.
Point Cook residents are also serviced by mobile ‘Pop-up’ Police Stations that are erected at local community hubs.
The mobile police stations provide residents with a visible policing presence also provide increased access for the
community to engage with local police
Along with these community initiatives, Victoria Police also has dedicated Community Safety Tasking Teams
operating from Werribee Police Station, which are tasked to various locations across the PSA where crime hotspots
are identified. A Highway Patrol unit operating from Wyndham North Police Station addresses road policing
concerns across Point Cook.
Though there is still work to do, I can confirm that for the year ending 31 March 2018, the crime rate has decreased
in the Wyndham LGA by 10.3 per cent. This is thanks to the hard work of Victoria Police and the Government who
are committed to seeing a reduction in crime and harm across the state.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Planning
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

On 12 April this year, Amendment C209 was gazetted into the Ballarat Planning Scheme. The amendment
facilitated the Ballarat GovHub Project which will revitalise the Civic Hall site, provide space for 1000 government
employees and contribute to Ballarat’s economic growth by relocating 600 government jobs from Melbourne. No
demolition or construction works have commenced on the site.
Development Victoria has continued to liaise with the Save Civic Hall group over the course of the project and
joined Ballarat City Council and Regional Development Victoria in meeting with the group to discuss the
development in May 2018. To ensure a high-quality design which respects the heritage significance of the site,
Amendment C209 introduced a new planning control that requires the approval of plans consistent with a design
statement by John Wardle Architects and the recording of heritage elements. The Office of the Victorian
Government Architect has stated that it supports the project and considered the initial design to be thoughtfully
considered.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Regional Development
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for his question. The Geelong Saleyard is an asset of the City of Greater Geelong and the
Victorian Government is not involved in the management or the future operations at this site.
I understand The City of Greater Geelong has had extensive engagement with impacted small holding farmers and
are working closely with Colac Otway Shire and G21 on options for future livestock sales in the region though
access to the Colac Saleyards.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
21 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government has negotiated a more stringent contract with Metro Trains Melbourne (MTM),
which commenced on 30 November 2017. Each month, public performance targets set out in the Franchise
Agreement require MTM to deliver at least 98.5 per cent of the timetable, and ensure that at least 92 per cent of
services arrive at their destination no later than four minutes and 59 seconds after the timetabled arrival time.
The contract ensures that MTM is penalised for the most common service disruptions, including early departures,
late arrivals, cancellations, short services, and City Loop bypasses. The new contract ensures operators are held to
account to ensure a more reliable passenger experience.
The Andrews Labor Government is investing around $30 billion in transport projects that this State needs.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
22 August 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for her question regarding the Westerfolds Park Manor.
I am advised that Parks Victoria has actively engaged with community-based organisations as well as other entities
regarding the future use of the manor. However, it has not yet secured a viable tenant. Parks Victoria continues to
liaise with the City of Manningham about the manor and the role the City of Manningham may play in its future use.
I have asked Parks Victoria to undertake a condition assessment of the site to determine the value and works
required to enable the viable, future use of the manor.
Parks Victoria supports future use of the manor and is committed to the strengthening of Aboriginal partnerships
and connection to Country along the Yarra River.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
22 August 2018

ANSWER:

Government has committed to working in partnership with Victoria’s African communities, including through an
Implementation Committee comprising community leaders, which will advise on how best to allocate and prioritise
the funding for the Action Plan.
At the launch of the Action Plan in April 2018,1 announced an expression of interest process for membership of the
Implementation Committee.
The membership of the Implementation Committee has been finalised, with consideration being given to achieving
representativeness across age, gender, ethnicity and geographically across the state.
The Implementation Committee will be brought together in September, and its first task will be to advise
government on how to achieve the initial priorities including employment, engagement with education, and
addressing alcohol and drug abuse.
In this regard, from the $8.6 million allocated specifically to the implementation of the Action Plan, $3 million has
been set aside to support these three priority areas for immediate action:
– $1 million to assist high-need Victorians of African heritage in gaining employment
– $1.5 million to support education outcomes of young people and their communities through increased support
for homework clubs and school-community liaison officers
– $500 000 to work with communities and service providers to develop and deliver programs that respond to drug
and alcohol misuse.
Victoria’s African communities understand their communities’ issues better than anyone, and will be central to
delivering the targeted responses. The Implementation Committee, in partnership with the government, will:
– help determine where and how efforts should be focused;
– be involved in deciding what success should look like, including appropriate targeted outcomes; and
– inform decisions about the organisations that are best placed to support implementation.
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In addition, beyond the funding directly attached to the Action Plan, the government is investing in a range of
initiatives to support our African communities. This includes:
– three new Community Support Groups in Greater Dandenong, Melton/Brimbank and Wyndham (total of
$5.5 million committed);
– targeted employment programs with more than 450 Victorians of African heritage having been placed into
employment through the Jobs Victoria Employment Network program, including 128 young people; and
– funding to bolster community groups’ African youth engagement efforts ($500 000 allocated to 13 African
community organisations).
This work is already underway.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
22 August 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. The division will also receive an
additional 14 police and family violence specialists over the next 12 months, under this Government’s commitment
to recruit and deploy 3135 new police.
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 Andrews 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 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 per cent 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.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
22 August 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for his question regarding the Westerfolds Park Manor.
Parks Victoria has actively engaged with community based organisations as well as other entities regarding the
future use of the manor. However, it has not yet secured a viable tenant. Parks Victoria continues to liaise with the
City of Manningham about the manor and the role the City of Manningham may play in its future use.
Importantly, I have asked Parks Victoria to undertake a condition assessment of the site to determine the value and
works required to enable the viable, future use of the manor.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Emergency Services
22 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government greatly values the work of the Barwon Heads Country Fire Authority (CFA) Brigade,
and its selfless contributions to the safety and wellbeing of the community.
I understand that CFA will continue to work with the Barwon Heads CFA Brigade to progress their upgrade.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
22 August 2018

ANSWER:

For reasons of privacy, I am unable to get into the specific concerns of Mr Papapavlou.
In addition to having project staff on 24-hour call, the Level Crossing Removal Authority has a contact centre
which operates 24/7, where residents can raise construction-related issues through their 1800 number and email.
The project team assures me that they have made every effort to address concerns and issues raised by residents,
traders and other stakeholders, in relation to the construction of the Caulfield to Dandenong Level Crossing Removal
Project. This includes a process of assessing damage claims, as well as fixing damage to fences and property.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Police
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to giving Victoria Police the powers and resources it needs to crack
down on organised crime and protect the community from gang violence.
The Government has introduced specific and targeted stand-alone offences for aggravated home invasions. Home
invasion now has a maximum penalty of 25 years and aggravated home invasion will attract a statutory minimum
non-parole period of three years.
Bail laws have also been tightened, with a presumption against bail applying to aggravated burglary and home
invasion unless exceptional circumstances exist. These laws reflect the seriousness of these crimes and as the
community expects, the penalties are significant to reflect the significant impact they have on victims.
The Victoria Police Gang Crime Squad focuses on specific aspects of emerging and active criminal gangs,
organised and network groups. The squad proactively targets organised crime offenders and high risk offenders
who are managing and/or mentoring gang members for organised crime purposes.
Victoria Police continues to work closely with the National Anti-Gangs Squad to respond to incidents relating to
organised crime at a national level. Members of the National Anti-Gangs Squad are embedded within the Victoria
Police Gang Crime Squad. These members are deployed to Victorian regions to assist with operations involving
high level offenders linked to organised criminal groups, with a focus on disruption, prevention and arrest.
Police are making significant arrests and driving down the occurrence of these offences. The latest crime statistics
show the rate of residential aggravated burglary down 16.4 per cent and the rate of aggravated robbery down
7.0 per cent.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government encourages all Victorians to embrace cultural diversity. The Capacity Building and
Participation Program is one of the many ways we continue our efforts to ensure that every Victorian can contribute
and belong.
The Capacity Building and Participation Program supports multicultural communities — both new and
established — to participate in all aspects of Victorian life. The success of the previous funding round has resulted
in a significant increase in demand and we received over 500 applications.
Applications have undergone a multi-stage assessment and review process that has included the Victorian
Multicultural Commission and other relevant departmental representatives. I expect to be able to announce the
outcomes very shortly.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Corrections
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

I thank Ms Bath for her question. The young man to whom she refers should be acknowledged for his efforts to do
something positive while in prison.
I can assure Ms Bath that there are a range of remand-specific programs available and actively being delivered at
the Metropolitan Remand Centre. Remand prisoners are not eligible for offence-specific treatment programs due to
their legal status; rather, the primary focus of remand programs is on skill development, distress management and
harm minimisation.
During June, July and August alone this year, there were 65 remand programs delivered at the Metropolitan
Remand Centre, with a total of 523 prisoners attending these programs.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Planning
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Moolap Coastal Strategic Framework Plan, known as the Moolap Plan, is in the final stages of preparation.
The Moolap Plan will set the strategic land use direction for the Moolap Peninsula, including the former saltworks
and aluminium smelter at Point Henry, for the next 20-30 years.
Implementation of the Moolap Plan will include detailed design and approvals to enable land use change and the
management of areas to be conserved. The protection of the environmentally significant wetlands in the former
saltworks area is another important aspect of this plan.
Finalisation of the Moolap Plan is later than initially expected as we needed to get the planning right, and I
requested further information from Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning on the implications of
separation distances between existing industry and any proposed residential development.
There are many interested stakeholders, and we look forward to shortly advising them of the finalisation and
release of the Moolap Plan and working with stakeholders on its implementation.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Shing
Minister for Water
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government understands that some farmers and irrigators are doing it tough with dry conditions
limiting pasture growth. Parts of East and Central Gippsland that support dryland agriculture are some of the areas
hardest hit and are currently experiencing drought conditions with a second failed winter/spring crop season.
The Victorian Government recognises that the next four to six weeks are critical for farmers in terms of rainfall and
how spring crops will fair. The government has announced a $5 million funding package to provide additional
support and ease the financial burden on Victorian farmers experiencing drought conditions.
The $5 million funding package will ensure farmers and irrigation, communities the support they need. The
funding package includes:
– $1.2 million to support a new Drought Employment Program to give drought-affected workers in the Wellington
and East Gippsland shires the opportunity to earn an income off-farm by working with local Catchment
Management Authorities;
– $500 000 for a Community Resilience Program, working with local councils to provide social events and
community infrastructure;
– $1.4 million for Drought Infrastructure Grants, which includes grants to help farmers face the cost of
establishing areas to contain stock;
– $1 million for technical and business support for farmers to manage financial decisions on farm, including
animal health, feed budgeting and land management;
– $400 000 for the Look Over the Farm Gate program to better support the mental health of farmers through
community awareness workshops and events; and
– $500 000 for a drought co-ordinator in Gippsland, and additional coordination effort in the northern irrigation
areas and north-west Victoria.
In addition, the government has also increased funding to Rural Financial Counselling Service by $400 000 and has
invested $1.8 million as part of the Plan2Farm program to irrigators in the Goulburn Murray Irrigation District to
help with financial and’ land’ management decisions.

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

Ms Truong
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
23 August 2018

ANSWER:

All previous investigations have found that the noise levels experienced by residents near More Park in Ardeer are
below the intervention thresholds outlined in VicRoads’ noise policy. VicRoads is reviewing the circumstances for
this resident and has offered to conduct further noise monitoring.
VicRoads will also install signs on the M80 Ring Road to discourage the use of engine brakes and has offered to
meet this resident to discuss the matter in detail.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
5282

COUNCIL

10 September to 20 September 2018

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 August 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to the safety of all road users, particularly those most vulnerable in
our community and I appreciate the Member’s advocacy for this issue.
I have been advised that following concerns raised by both the Tipping Foundation and New Wave Gippsland,
VicRoads has developed a proposal for a pedestrian refuge to assist pedestrians crossing the road to access the bus
stop. This also includes a new indented bus bay and shelter, and connecting Disability Discrimination Act
compliant pathways to the existing footpath network.
These works are now being considered for funding.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
24 August 2018

ANSWER:

Improvement programs continue across the park including replacement of signage, entry gates and bollards, major
plumbing works, repairs along the Main Yarra trail and carpark as well as vegetation maintenance. Over the last
12 months, Parks Victoria has repaired and replaced fencing, conducted ongoing weed programs and removed
rubbish at Yarra Flats Park.
Parks Victoria works closely with Melbourne Water regarding the management of billabongs and wetlands along
the Yarra River and continues to work with the City of Banyule regarding the Artists Trail. Parks Victoria also
continues to work with the Friends of Riverland Conservation Society to undertake valuable environmental works
such as the recent weed spraying, preparation and planting at Annulus billabong.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Public Transport
4 September 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan for her question, and advise that, as this matter falls within the
responsibility of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, her question should be directed to that Minister.

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

Mr Mulino
Minister for Small Business
4 September 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government continues to ensure that small businesses are provided with the necessary support
services and information, to help them excel and grow. The tailored support includes as mentioned the Small
Business Bus, business workshops and mentoring services.
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In August and September, the Small Business Bus visited Pakenham, Cranbourne, Hastings and Mornington. In
October, there will be two business workshops being held in the Mornington Library and five small business
mentoring clinics during September to November in the Mornington Peninsula and Pakenham areas.
I encourage small businesses in the eastern Victoria region to visit fousiness.vie.gov.au to book into a variety of
workshops covering and access a wide range of other resources.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Police
4 September 2018

ANSWER:

I can assure the Member and his constituents that the Andrews Labor Government is committed to tacking crime in
Victoria. The Government is funding an additional 3135 frontline police over the next five years. This is the biggest
boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history and is crucial to dealing with the growing demand on police services.
As part of this deployment an additional 61 police have been allocated to the Diamond Creek Police division which
services Epping and the wider electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region. This includes 39 specialist unit
resources, including 2 highway patrol specialists and 17 crime investigation unit specialists. 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 Andrews Labor Government has also introduced tough new laws to address hoon and reckless driving. As part
of the package of reforms under the Transport Legislation Amendment (Road Safety, Rail and other matters) Act
2017, Victoria Police has been given new tools and powers to stop reckless drivers in their tracks. This includes the
power to immediately impound vehicles, as well as the permanent forfeiture of vehicles for repeat offenders.
In relation to Buch Avenue in Epping, I am advised that Local Police and the divisional Highway Patrol are
continuing to work collaboratively with the City of Whittlesea to combat crime in Epping. Over the past two
months, joint operations have targeted anti-social and criminal behaviour in this area. These operations have
successfully led to the identification of various persons of interest and valuable intelligence gathering. Police
investigations in this area involve the deployment of specialist crime units and remain ongoing.
The City of Whittlesea has also used local laws to tow derelict vehicles away from the Epping area.
The resealing of the road remains a matter for the City of Whittlesea and VicRoads, however I can assure the
member that Victoria Police will continue to patrol this area and conduct enforcement as required.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
5 September 2018

ANSWER:

In response to feedback from farmers I wrote to the Hon. David Littleproud MP on Thursday 6 September to
highlight the complexity of Farm Household Allowance applications and slow processing times for applications. I
urged him to look at further ways of simplifying the application process. I also provided an update on seasonal
conditions in Victoria and the current areas of most concern.
On 12 September 2018, the Victorian Government announced an additional $5 million in funding as the next stage
in supporting farmers affected by drought conditions in Central and East Gippsland. This funding will also support
farmers in Northern and North West Victoria where 2018 rainfall has been significantly below average.
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The increased support includes:
– $1.4 million for Drought Infrastructure Grants in Central and East Gippsland
– $1.2 million for a Drought Employment Program in Central and East Gippsland through the Catchment
Management Authorities
– $1 million for increased technical and decision-making support for farmers in Central and East Gippsland,
Northern and North West Victoria
– $0.4 million for the Look Over the Farm Gate program in Central and East Gippsland and Northern Victoria
– $0.5 million for a drought coordinator in Gippsland and Drought Preparedness Coordinators in Northern and
North West Victoria
– $0.5 million for a Community Resilience Program in Central and East Gippsland.
The Victorian Government has also made $400 000 available to boost the Victorian Rural Financial Counselling
Service (RFCS) in response to increasing demand for the service arising from the dry seasonal conditions.
In relation to The Honourable Member’s question regarding the approval of permits to control wildlife, I am
informed that my department has raised this matter with the Department for Environment, Land, Water and
Planning.

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

Mr Morris
Premier
5 September 2018

ANSWER:

As its title suggests, the authority responsible for the City of Ballarat’s CBD Parking Action Plan — updated as the
Smarter Parking Plan — is the City of Ballarat.
In its original Action Plan — part of a broader master strategy for the CBD — the City of Ballarat committed to
4367 free car parks.
In seeking to assist the City of Ballarat in reaching its target, we provided it with $2 million, contributing an extra
1000 new car parks in Ballarat’s city centre.
The proposal of instigating new paid parking in residential streets was raised, moved and seconded by Cr Amy
Johnson and Cr Samantha McIntosh.
As they initiated this proposal, I suggest raising this issue with them may be of benefit.
As ever, we will continue to encourage the City of Ballarat to listen and respond to the needs of local people.
As previously advised, if you have any further questions relating to the City of Ballarat’s plan for parking, I suggest
you direct them towards the City of Ballarat.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Police
6 September 2018

ANSWER:

In May this year, Victoria Police commenced the deployment of an additional 825 police to areas across the state
2018-19. This boost in resources is funded as part of the Government’s $2 billion investment in 3135 additional
police under the Community Safety Statement 2017.
As part of this deployment, an additional 46 police have been allocated to the Dandenong Police Division which
services the City of Casey, recognising the need for greater police presence in this area This includes 40 specialist
unit resources, including 14 family violence specialists. This is the second wave of police resources to hit the beat
in the City of Casey since the deployment of an additional 50 frontline police to the Dandenong Division in the
twelve months to April 2018.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down the
crime rate in the City of Casey by 21.6 per cent, as documented by the independent Crime Statistics Agency. You
can find out more about the decreases in crime by visiting www.crimestatistics.vic.gov.au.

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

Ms Truong
Minister for Health
6 September 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Government is committed to building a new and improved hospital for Melbourne’s western
suburbs. The location of a new Footscray Hospital will be sited to best meet the needs of the community for
generations to come and to leverage this unique opportunity to further transform the Inner West.
The process for determining the location of a new hospital takes into consideration access to public transport for
patients, visitors, staff and volunteers. Opportunity will also exist for the hospital to provide education and research
partnerships.
These factors form part of the Government’s extensive and detailed site selection process which includes the
following criteria:
– Location, including the ability of the site to meet the service needs of the community, proximity to
complementary services and opportunities for urban renewal;
– Site features, such as size, topography and ability to accommodate a functional design;
– Accessibility for patients, staff and support services, including proximity to public transport and major arterial
roads for emergency vehicles and logistics;
– Planning, property and acquisition considerations, such as zoning and planning overlays; and
– Resilience of the site to major natural and other risks.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Premier
6 September 2018

ANSWER:

The inclusion of these personal details was inadvertent. The Parliament has passed a motion allowing the Speaker
of the Legislative Assembly to remove documents that don’t relate to Ventnor, which he will do.
But let’s be clear — the only thing ‘shocking’ about the Ventnor documents is the potentially criminal behaviour of
Liberal Leader Matthew Guy.
Matthew Guy paid out $3.5 million of taxpayers’ money to save his job.
Mr Guy still hasn’t been able to provide a single document that supports his version of events.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
6 September 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the honourable member for Northern Victoria for raising this matter.
In response to the Adjournment Debate matter raised by the same member on 24 July 2018,1 advised I had met
with representatives of the Bangerang Cultural Centre (Centre) on 10 July 2018 to discuss how the Victorian
Government may be able to support the Centre.
The Victorian Government has since invited the Centre to apply for funding under the Aboriginal Community
Infrastructure Program (ACIP). This program provides funding to eligible Aboriginal organisations to build new
infrastructure or develop existing infrastructure to meet the emerging needs of Aboriginal Victorians. Applications
for funding in 2018/19 closed on 10 September 2018 and are currently being assessed.
I further advised the member on 24 July 2018 that representatives from the Centre met with Senator the Hon Nigel
Scullion, Commonwealth Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and the Hon Damian Drum MP, Member for Murray, on
1 June 2018 to discuss financial assistance.
Following this meeting, support from the Commonwealth was offered to assist the Centre in preparing an
application to the Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet for up to $50 000 to develop a business plan.
I am also advised that the Centre can access $1 million held in trust by the Commonwealth Department of
Communications and the Arts to purchase a property as well as $12 000 annually from the interest earned on these
funds to support its operations.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Police
6 September 2018

ANSWER:

The Government makes no apologies for delivering major reforms to our bail laws to put the safety of the
community first.
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Our record investment in Victoria Police, including 3135 extra police officers, and tougher bail and sentencing laws
means more people are in prison and bail is now harder to get for those accused of serious crimes. This means there
are more people in custody — in police cells, prisons and youth justice centres — than ever before.
Victoria Police, the Courts and the Department of Justice and Regulation are working together to manage the
demands on Victoria’s custodial settings resulting from the Andrews’ Government’s strengthening of the criminal
justice system.
Ballarat police station has 10 cells that can be used to hold persons overnight. The cells are used to detain remand
prisoners, suspects who have been arrested or charged and are awaiting a bail hearing, and prisoners waiting to
appear before a court for a sentencing hearing or to give evidence in another matter.
To maintain the safety of all persons within the police station and cells, Victoria Police follows relevant legislation
and operational policies regarding the holding and management of detainees. It is standard practice, as it was under
previous governments, for prisoners to be transported between police stations to manage capacity and facilitate the
movement of prisoners to court and prison.
Victoria Police work with Corrections Victoria to manage the daily movement of prisoners across the criminal
justice system, with the support of external contractors G4S to physically transport the prisoners.
On a daily basis, Victoria Police requests G4S to transport prisoners across the criminal justice system, including
between police stations to manage police cell capacity.
This approach ensures that police time is spent completing operational duties to protect the community rather than
transporting prisoners across Victoria.
In 2015-16, the Government also invested $148.6 million to roll out 400 Police Custody Officers (PCOs). Ballarat
Police Station is one of 22 stations where PCOs and PCO Supervisors undertake management and custodial duties
within police cells, allowing police to be deployed back to frontline duties. PCOs can also transport detainees
between the police station and the court.
Twenty PCOs and four PCO Supervisors are currently employed at Ballarat police station. Under the previous
Liberal National government, before the Andrews Labor Government’s investment in PCOs, these positions would
have been performed by Victoria Police officers, diverting valuable police resources away from keeping our
communities safe.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
7 September 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for her question regarding the C37 track. The works described were undertaken by Forest Fire
Management Victoria in preparation for a planned burn of approximately 1400 hectares. This burn is to the north
west of Toongabbie and its aim is to reduce bushfire risk to this community.
The planned burn is scheduled in the next two to three years. In the meantime, DELWP will include this area in its
planning processes to be nominated as designated firewood collection area. This approach provides resources for
the local community, without compromising the fuel management operation.
This area will be assessed for environmental and other values. Based on the outcomes of this assessment, the area
will be gazetted as available for firewood collection and the community will, be advised when it is open for
firewood collection.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Ratnam
Minister for Planning
7 September 2018

ANSWER:

I thank the Member for her question regarding 2-16 Nicholas Street, Broadmeadows.
This site was declared surplus in December 2015 and in April 2017 a First-Right-of-Refusal process was
undertaken. This gave all government departments and agencies, including Hume City Council, the opportunity to
express an interest in obtaining the site. No offers were received for the site.
The site was nominated in May 2017 as one of six sites to be included in the Inclusionary Housing Pilot. The pilot
is part of the government’s ‘Homes for Victorian’s’ strategy to improve affordability and help vulnerable
Victorian’s access a safe, stable and secure home.
The pilot will deliver new social, affordable and private housing. The key purpose of the pilot is to deliver much
needed new social housing dwellings. Social housing is housing that is provided to eligible households with rents
subsidised to ensure that households pay an affordable rent.
The pilot is an innovative way to utilise surplus government land to deliver a minimum of 100 new social housing
dwellings, as well as provide opportunities for affordable housing across six sites in areas close to services, jobs
and transport.
Proposals for the development and sale of the six pilot sites have being sought through an Expressions of Interest
(EOI) process that commenced on 8 August 2018.
Until the finalised bids are received in 2019, the number and make up of dwelling types, including the number of
social housing dwellings, is yet to be decided. This will be identified through rigorous evaluation of bidders to the
EOI.
The site is zoned within the Hume Planning Scheme as a Residential Growth Zone. It has a total area of 2.16ha,
1.41 ha of which is to be sold through the EOI process with 0.75ha dedicated to a public neighbourhood park.
The new planning controls for the Broadmeadows site, which were introduced on 5 July 2018, require a public park
linking to the adjoining Medowlink Linear Reserve that is visible and accessible from within and around the site.
Selected bidders will be required to partner with registered community housing providers to deliver housing on
each site. An initial short list of bidders, pre-qualified for suitability and commercial viability, will be announced in
October 2018.

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

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Planning
7 September 2018

ANSWER:

I appreciate Mrs Peulich’s concern for Dingley Village and the proposal detailed in Amendment C151 to the
Kingston Planning Scheme, which proposes to rezone the former Kingswood golf course and seeks approval of an
associated planning permit for subdivision and development of the land. I note her request for clarification of
statements made in the Planning for Golf in Victoria Discussion Paper.
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The Discussion Paper from 2017 to which Mrs Peulich refers does not represent an official government position on
whether rezoning of the Kingswood site is supported. It is merely a statement on the number of courses that are
either being redeveloped or facing potential redevelopment proposals.
The government has yet to reach a final decision on whether to support the proposed amendment as it would
pre-empt the planning process. My final decision will be made following the fair and orderly planning scheme
amendment process that is currently ongoing.
I direct Mrs Peulich to the Planning and Environment Act 1987 for the relevant timeframes prescribed for the
planning scheme amendment process.
Under the Act, planning scheme amendments require an exhibition time of no less than one month. The planning
authority, Kingston City Council, allowed for an extended exhibition period for Amendment C151 to give the
community sufficient opportunity to participate in the consultation process. The exhibition period closed on
30 August 2018, and I am advised that over 7500 submissions were received.
The council will consider all of the submissions, and if any submissions cannot be resolved, it may request that I
appoint an independent planning panel to review the amendment and hear from submitters. On receipt of the
panel’s report, the council can decide whether to adopt the amendment or not. If the amendment is adopted, the
council can then submit it to me and I will make the decision about whether to approve the amendment based on its
merits. The council recently requested additional time to consider the large volume of submissions.

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

Mr Finn
Premier
7 September 2018

ANSWER:

The Victorian Labor Government acknowledges Melbourne’s rapid population growth and knows that a lot of
these growth pressures are borne by Melbourne’s west.
We understand that a coherent and collaborative plan which involves all levels of government is vital for ensuring
that jobs, services and infrastructure meet the demand from this growth. By contrast, the former Coalition
Government did nothing for four years — no major road projects, no investment in maintenance — traffic backed
up across the state while the Liberals sat on their hands.
Our government’s metropolitan-wide plan — Plan Melbourne 2017-2050 and the western-region specific The
West Growth Corridor Plan will continue to guide the delivery of housing, services, jobs and transport
infrastructure for Melbourne’s west.
These plans have helped guide investment in vital services and infrastructure that will benefit the west. These
investments include $836 million state-wide for new and upgraded schools, including schools throughout the west,
$ 1.8 billion for upgrades to eight key arterial roads and funding through the Victorian Budget 2018/19 to acquire
land for a new hospital in Footscray. While the Liberals talk about infrastructure, we’re building it.
We are also continuing with the delivery of the $6.7 billion West Gate Tunnel, the removal of nine dangerous and
congested level crossings in the west, strengthening the role of key employment and activity centres such as
Sunshine and undertaking detailed structure planning for new communities in the western growth corridor.
These initiatives will reduce congestion, improve community infrastructure and provide the vital services that
ensure that people who live in the west have access to the jobs and services they deserve, and support the west as a
fantastic place to visit, work and live in.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Public Transport
7 September 2018

ANSWER:

I’m advised that the Member for Oakleigh has fully complied with all public interest disclosure requirements and
no conflict of interest issues have ever existed in relation to the removal of level crossings within his electorate.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Families and Children
18 September 2018

ANSWER:

The Andrews Labor Government is backing our neighbourhood houses as we want to ensure more Victorians have
access to the vital employment, training and volunteering services that many neighbourhood houses provide in
local communities across Victoria.
Through the Neighbourhood House Coordination Program, the Labor Government provides recurrent funding of
over $30.11 million per annum to support 375 neighbourhood houses, 16 neighbourhood house networks and the
peak body, Neighbourhood Houses Victoria.
And as part of the 2018/19 Budget we saw record new funding of $21.8 million to expand the neighbourhood
house network and support staff, volunteers and the local communities they serve.
In one Budget, the Labor Government has invested almost eight times what the former Liberal Government spent
during their entire term in support of neighbourhood houses.
Our record investment has funded additional coordination hours to houses who previously received less than
25 coordination hours per week. A total of 162 neighbourhood houses have had their coordination hours increased.
This is the biggest ever funding boost in neighbourhood house coordination hours in Victoria’s history.
We have also increased funding to neighbourhood house networks to deliver 4800 additional hours of support to
neighbourhood houses. These networks provide valuable advice and support to neighbourhood houses to improve
access to key services and activities.
Further, neighbourhood houses funded through the Neighbourhood House Coordination Program are now eligible
to apply for non-recurrent grants of up to $30 000 to support small scale infrastructure modifications to improve
accessibility, as well as grants of up to $10 000 for minor works, equipment and ICT upgrades.
We are also providing coordination hours funding to a number of new or existing unfunded neighbourhood houses.
The application process for new or unfunded neighbourhood houses closed on 31 July and I look forward to
announcing the newly funded neighbourhood houses soon.
While the Andrews Labor Government is continuing to back neighbourhood houses, the Federal Liberal
Government have slashed the national occasional childcare program and put funding at risk.
This devastating cut has left more than 50 neighbourhood houses that deliver the occasional care program across
Victoria stripped of more than $800 000 funding from July 1 this year.
This includes cutting the Morrell Street Occasional Care program at Mooroopna Education & Activity Centre
which is now $15 900 worse off per year as well as the Bridie Knight Child Care program at Numurkah
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Community Learning Centre which has lost $13 250 funding per year due to the Federal Liberals cuts. I note that
neither the member nor any of her Victorian Liberal Party colleagues have questioned this funding cut.
The member would be familiar with the impact callous cuts like these do have on local communities like
Shepparton when as a Minister in the former Liberal government in 2011, the member cut the popular Take a
Break Occasional Care program which led to many services ceasing to operate, others increasing fees or offering
reduced program hours.
I appreciate the work of the South Shepparton Community Centre and other neighbourhood houses in the Greater
Shepparton region. The South Shepparton Community Centre receives approximately $94 000 of annual funding to
enable 30 hours per week of coordination support.
The Centre is located in a community facility owned and managed by the Director of Housing. A property and
condition report found that the building does not meet accessibility requirements and the neighbourhood house
should relocate.
My department is currently finalising an alternative new venue in South Shepparton. In the meantime the South
Shepparton Community Centre’s current lease with the Director of Housing will stay in place until the alternative
site is confirmed and secure.
The Labor Government’s unprecedented investment in neighbourhood houses will ensure neighbourhood houses
like the South Shepparton Community Centre can continue to provide the vital employment, training and
volunteering services that Victorians need.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Local Government
19 September 2018

ANSWER:

I am advised that Cr Khan has been convicted and fined by the Sunshine Magistrates’ Court.
I would note that the Local Government Inspectorate has previously stated that the charges were not disqualifying
offences under the Local Government Act 1989.
The Local Government Inspectorate is responsible for investigating and prosecuting alleged breaches of the Act
and any questions in this regard should be directed to the Inspectorate.
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Tuesday, 18 September 2018
Goulburn Valley Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
6 March 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government allocated funding to Goulburn Valley Health in October 2017 to allow it to
double the number of 24 hour security staff on duty at its main Shepparton campus.
Unlike the previous Coalition Government, we have acted by not only increasing funding for security guards but,
along with my colleagues to toughen the laws to protect all emergency workers.
Our Government will continue to work hard to ensure that not only security guards but all emergency workers are
protected in the line of duty.

Traralgon skate park
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Ms Bath
22 June 2018

REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate matter regarding the Traralgon Skate Park.
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 understand that Councillor Darrel White, Mayor, Latrobe City Council has recently written to both Premier Andrews
and also the Latrobe Valley Authority, requesting financial support to undertake a Feasibility Study to develop a
Youth Activity Precinct in Traralgon. The Precinct would potentially include a dedicated skate and BMX area, age
appropriate play spaces as well as playing courts and would be built with the intention of being accessible to all.
I encourage Latrobe City Council to follow up their correspondence with the Latrobe Valley Authority.

Hopkins Road, Truganina
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
27 July 2018

REPLY:
I am advised that Victoria Police and VicRoads work closely together investigating any fatal crash on our road to
determine the circumstances, and VicRoads will further investigate potential road safety measures for future
funding consideration.
In 2016, the speed limit on Derrimut Road was changed from 100km/h to 80km/h between Dohertys Road and Greigs
Road in response to a range of factors including crash history, increased residential development and traffic volumes.
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VicRoads have made a number of safety improvements to Hopkins Road in recent years including new guard rails
and line marking which alerts drivers if they veer onto the road shoulder or across the centre median.
Works are underway on the Victorian Government’s $1.8 billion Western Roads Upgrade, which includes
widening Derrimut Road between Sayers Road and Dohertys Road.
The Western Roads Upgrade package will slash congestion and improve safety for drivers, cyclists and pedestrians
including major upgrades of surrounding roads including Dunnings Road, Palmers Road, Leakes Road, Dohertys
Road, Forsyth Road and Duncans Road.

National Centre for Farmer Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr Ramsay
7 August 2018

REPLY:
I am advised by the Department of Health and Human Services, which manages Victorian Government funding for
the National Centre for Farmer Health, that the Centre has a variety of programs which address suicide prevention
and mental health in farming communities.
These programs include Sustainable Farm Families, Health and Lifestyle Assessments, and the Ripple Effect
project. The Centre also distributes farmer resources to support mental health, delivers the Agriculture Health and
Medicine course to health, medical and rural professionals, and conducts research to support more targeted suicide
prevention programs. The Centre partners with several organisations to deliver these programs.
Extensive independent evaluations have been conducted on the Centre’s programs. Further information, including
results from these evaluations, is available from the Centre.
I would also note that the Andrews Labor Government recently announced that $4 million over the coming four
years will be provided to the Centre so it can continue to offer dedicated healthcare services to farmers, their
families and their communities.

Autism spectrum disorder
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr Finn
7 August 2018

REPLY:
The assertions by Mr Finn are incorrect.
The Victorian Labor Government does not tolerate the abuse of people with a disability. High standards of care
must be provided to vulnerable people, in line with family and community expectations.
The appointed Administrator to Autism Plus is working closely with the Directors and DHHS to oversee the
support of people with complex needs. Services have not ceased and will not.
The Labor Government is committed to giving people with disabilities the opportunities they deserve, while
assisting families, carers and organisations. This year’s state budget included $4.5 million to support the transition
to the NDIS, which established an Intensive Support Team and Supported Access Team. Both are comprised of
skilled and experienced staff, working with National Disability Insurance Agency planners and clients with
complex needs to facilitate access to the NDIS.
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We’ve invested over $20million in a Transition Support Program to support 27 organisations to deliver targeted
assistance as people transition to the NDIS. In comparison, in 2014, the former Liberal Government only provided
$450 000 for the transition.
Earlier this year, the Labor Government dedicated $200 000 from the Jobs Victoria Innovation Fund to help people
on the autism spectrum find sustainable work. This is on top of the funding within the State Disability Plan for the
Economic Participation for People with Disabilities Plan, that also includes targeted initiatives for people on the
autism spectrum.
In addition, last year the Labor Government invested more than $22 million as an immediate response to the
Inquiry into Services for People with Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD).
And this year’s budget also sees $4.3million going to our partners in disability advocacy organisations right around
the state, again with a high proportion supporting people with ASD and their families.

Housing affordability
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Mulino
9 August 2018

REPLY:
This question was addressed to me as Minister for Local Government, however it should be noted that the matter
falls within my Consumer Affairs portfolio.
The annual Victorian Property Fund (VPF) Housing Funding Rounds are open to community housing providers
across the state, providing funding opportunities for housing development projects that increase accommodation
options for low income and disadvantaged Victorians.
Under the 2017-18 VPF Housing Funding Round, a total of $27.5 million was granted to community housing
providers to deliver housing development projects in metropolitan and regional locations across the state. The
development projects will result in 229 dwellings with 309 bedrooms.
Following completion of the 2017-18 round, Women’s Property Initiatives was awarded a grant of $1.3 million to
build six new detached houses in Pakenham, providing much needed additional accommodation for single older
women, as well as single mothers and their children escaping family violence. The accommodation will comprise
three 2-bedroom houses and three 3-bedroom houses on a vacant block close to shops, public transport, health
services and schools. Tenants will also be supported through referrals to local service agencies.
The 2018-19 VPF Housing Funding Round was launched on 10 September 2018, providing further opportunities
for community housing providers to apply for funding to build additional social housing in high need areas across
the state.

Solar energy
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr O’Sullivan
9 August 2018

REPLY:
I share the Member for Northern Victoria’s high regard for the value and importance of our high value agricultural
land, and the importance of getting long term value from the significant public investment in irrigation
infrastructure.
The Greater Shepparton Solar Farm Planning Panel has provided me advice on four solar farm applications in the
Greater Shepparton area. I am reviewing their report and seeking advice from other portfolio areas.
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I will give full consideration of all the implications raised in the Panel report and what is best for the Goulburn
Valley as a whole in making a decision.
There are a growing number of solar farm proposals under consideration and development across the state, from
Mildura to Gippsland. This is terrific news for transitioning to a more renewable energy supply and providing
farmers with an additional income source.
However, we need to ensure this change is managed in a way that achieves sustainable land use across energy,
water, food production and environmental objectives.
To support balanced decision making I have asked my department to develop new guidelines to support future
development of the solar industry in Victoria. These guidelines are being prepared with input from specialists
across the energy, agriculture and water portfolios. Advice will also be sought over September 2018 from the
energy sector, the Municipal Association of Victoria, rural councils and the Victorian Farmers Federation. The
draft guidelines will be available for public comment in the last quarter of 2018.
The Greater Shepparton Solar Farm Planning Panel report is not directly relevant to other parts of the state and will
not create a precedent for other proposals. The report will certainly inform work on the new solar farm guidelines,
but is only one of many sources of advice on best practice and land use planning guidance for local councils and
proponents.

Murray Basin rail project
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Davis
9 August 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering the Murray Basin Rail Project, and it’s essential that
we get it right. As you are aware, stage 2 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.
I can confirm the majority of suppliers have been paid in full; V/Line has advised me that it has complied with its
contractual payment requirements being that all supplier payments that were due and payable have occurred.
McConnell Dowell Martinus Rail Joint Venture (MMJV) are working with the remaining small number of
suppliers to validate and substantiate the remaining claims.
It is anticipated that an outcome will be reached between MMJV and its suppliers in the coming weeks.

Western Victoria Region mobile black spots
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Trade and Investment
Mr Purcell
21 August 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for raising the importance of overcoming mobile blackspots across the western Victoria region
with me.
The Andrews Labor Government regards access to telecommunications as essential for economic development and
public safety, particularly for our regional communities. That is why the Government has committed $44 million so
far to build 194 new mobile towers across regional Victoria since 2015, 71 of these being in the western Victoria
Region. Of these towers, 141 are being constructed in partnership with the Commonwealth Government through
the first two rounds of their Mobile Black Spot Program (MBSP).
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Ensuring that community input is enshrined in our telecommunications programs is a priority for the Victorian
Labor Government. To ensure ongoing consultation, the Government established the Connecting Regional
Communities Program and has extensively consulted with the nine Regional Partnerships to understand the digital
needs of each of these regions.
To further these conversations, I would be delighted to join you and your constituents in western Victoria to discuss
ways forward to improve mobile connectivity across regional Victoria.
I note your comments on the base station at Tower Hill, however this is not a tower funded by either the Victorian
or Commonwealth Government funding programs. As such, this matter should be taken up directly with Telstra in
the first instance.
In relation to the other three towers you mentioned; Winslow, Woolsthorpe and Hawkesdale are being co-funded
by the Victorian Labor Government in partnership with Optus. This is a separate agreement that the State entered
with Optus as the sites did not attract Commonwealth Government MBSP funding.
I understand that Woolsthorpe and Hawkesdale are currently being constructed and due for completion next month,
while the Winslow tower is in the design and planning stage with construction due to commence early next year
and completion planned for March 2019.

Victoria State Emergency Service Broadmeadows unit
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Treasurer
Mr Ondarchie
21 August 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for his representation. I concur with his sentiments around the importance of the work done by
the SES and the excellent work done by the Broadmeadows unit.
The delivery of this project does not rest with the Treasurer, but the Minister for Emergency Services, the Hon.
James Merlino MP.

Solar homes program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mrs Peulich
22 August 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government’s Solar Homes Package is available for owner-occupied homes valued at less than
$3 million, where the combined taxable income of the owners is below $180 000 p.a. This means almost nine out
of 10 Victorians who own their own house are eligible.
Eligible residents in your constituency will have the opportunity to apply for either a rebate of 50% (up to a
maximum of $2225) on the installation of solar PV, or a rebate of $1000 to replace their existing hot water service
with a solar hot water service.
The Solar Victoria website www.solar.vic.qov.au provides further information including links to further guidance
on solar.
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Western Ring Road noise pollution
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
22 August 2018

REPLY:
All previous investigations have found that the noise levels experienced by residents near More Park in Ardeer are
below the intervention thresholds outlined in VicRoads’ noise policy. VicRoads is reviewing the circumstances for
this resident and has offered to conduct further noise monitoring.
VicRoads will also install signs on the M80 Ring Road to discourage the use of engine brakes and has offered to
meet this resident to discuss the matter in detail.

Homelessness
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Mr Melhem
22 August 2018

REPLY:
I am informed that:
– The Victorian Government has initiatives to address housing vulnerability along the spectrum of housing needs,
from early intervention, immediate housing crisis, through to long term housing. This has provided a record
investment of over $1 billion in housing and homelessness support and $2.1 billion in financial backing to kick
start new forms of social housing investment.
– In December 2016, the Treasurer announced a $109 million homelessness package over 5 years. As part of this
package, the government invested $15 million in the H3 Wyndham Alliance. Established in 2017, the H3
Wyndham Alliance is a partnership of agencies representing health, housing and homelessness in the Western
Melbourne area, bringing together different agencies to work in an integrated way.
– The capital component of the initiative enable the acquisition of 20 new properties, including the purchase of
12 one-bedroom units for long-term rough sleepers and construction of eight self-contained units for young
people, including young parents at risk of homelessness.
– The Alliance will lease up to 50 properties to support those who are homeless or at risk of homelessness in
Wyndham.
– The funded support component of the initiative assists people to obtain and maintain suitable and sustainable
housing.
– In the West, the Victoria Government has also rolled-out of $5 million for private rental assistance to support at
risk households to sustain housing in private rental.
In January 2018 as part of the Victorian Rough Sleeping Action Plan to reduce the impact of rough sleeping,
approximately $4.5 million has been allocated to the West Metropolitan area of Melbourne, in places considered to
have the highest incidence of rough sleeping. The program will provide a range of services consisting of assertive
outreach teams with flexible brokerage and supportive housing teams.
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Islamic Council of Victoria
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs
Dr Ratnam
23 August 2018

REPLY:
Thank you for raising your views regarding the Security Infrastructure Fund. The Andrews Labor Government
values the contributions Victorian Muslims have made and continue to make to our great state. Our Muslim
communities are an indispensable part of the multicultural society we have worked so hard to create here in
Victoria. The willingness of the Muslim communities to reach out to others to learn more about, respect and accept
different faiths and cultures is profound. Unfortunately, that generosity — that compassion is not always
reciprocated. I hear and read stories of people being discriminated against because of their race, religion or the
colour of their skin. Many Muslims face discrimination on a day to day basis, particularly Muslim women who are
identifiable by their hijab. We live in difficult times and in the last couple of years, we’ve seen the spread of a new
kind of vitriol. For example, in 2016 a Geelong Mosque was destroyed in a suspicious fire, in 2017 a mosque in
Fawkner was set on fire by extremists. Under the Andrews Labor Government, there will be zero tolerance for this
kind of prejudice. And we will always support faith groups practising their beliefs without fear. The Premier and I
met with the former Mufti of Australia Sheikh Abdul Azim Al Afifi to discuss issues facing the Muslim
communities Victoria, such as — Islamophobia, racism, drug rehabilitation, aged care facilities, family violence
services, youth services, education and employment programs. As a result of these conversations, and hearing from
members of Victoria’s Islamic community from Victoria’s Shia communities, in the 2018/2019 state budget we
handed down, we provided $7M of extra funding for security upgrades at places of worship and culture — $3M of
which will go to our Islamic communities. Victoria cannot just be a safe place for some, it must be a safe place for
everyone. The Security Infrastructure Fund complements the government’s broader community safety and social
cohesion programs and importantly it responds directly to feedback and issues raised by a number of communities.
Whether you wear a hijab, a yarmuike, a turban or a cross. Every Victorian deserves to freely practice their faith.
As you are aware, the Multicultural Affairs portfolio supports a wide range of activities across Victoria. It is
important to recognise that security is one element within a much broader and larger range of initiatives that
support multicultural communities to promote harmony, build their capacity and celebrate and share their culture.
Since 2015 the Victorian government has allocated more than $10 million to a range of Muslim community
organisations and community led projects for a range of capacity building, community harmony and social
cohesion projects as well as a range of festivals and events. This funding includes over $2M to the Islamic Council
of Victoria, some examples of this funding include:
– $570 000 to the Empower Youth Program funded through the department of Human Health and Services
$200 000 to fund a youth officer to engage Muslim youth $315 225 to fund Muslim Connect
– $175 000 from community harmony grants
– $3.2M to fund community support groups across Victoria
– $1.4M to fund community infrastructure projects
– $900 000 to fund community led Islamophobia projects $800 000 for community led family violence projects
– $300 000 to Arkan Teledo for SRI
In addition, a range of 2018/19 grant programs are currently being finalised, including capacity building,
multicultural family violence, community harmony and festival and events and I hope to announce the outcomes of
these very shortly. It’s worth mentioning, there are numerous initiatives funded through other portfolios across the
Victorian Government which address some the issues you raised. The Andrews Labor government will continue to
work with our communities, empowering them to make positive contributions to our great state.
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Macedon Ranges police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr O’Donohue
9 August 2018

REPLY:
All Victorian communities receive a 24 hour police response. The Government’s historic investment in policing
ensures the first available patrol is nearby.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested $2 billion to fund the recruitment of 3135 additional police across the
state. New police officers are being deployed to areas of greatest need, using the Staffing Allocation Model (SAM).
Many Victorian communities can look forward to seeing an increased police presence in their area with the roll out
of additional frontline police across the state. During 2018-19 an additional 10 frontline police officers will be
deployed to the Bendigo Division which services the Macedon Ranges Local Government Area.
The Government is also investing in other means for the community to contact police, including a dedicated Police
Assistance Line and Online Reporting Portal. This investment will further enhance the ability of Victoria Police to
appropriately respond to community safety and public order issues.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, driving down
crime by 8.3 per cent in the Macedon Ranges Local Government Area as documented by the independent Crime
Statistics Agency.

Missing persons
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Patten
23 August 2018

REPLY:
Since 2010, the Guardianship and Administration Act 1986 has allowed the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) to appoint an administrator to manage the financial estate of a missing person.
VCAT is able to appoint an administrator for a missing person if satisfied that:
– the person is a missing person who is over 18 and usually lives in Victoria;
– there is, or is likely to be, a need for decisions to be made in relation to the person’s financial matters or property
while the person is missing; and
– it is in the best interests of the missing person for an administrator to be appointed to administer the estate.
For the purpose of the appointment, a person is a missing person if:
– it is not known whether the person is alive;
– reasonable efforts have been made to find the person; and
– for at least 90 days, the person has not contacted anyone who lives at their last-known address, or any relative or
friend with whom the person is likely to communicate.
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An administrator makes financial and legal decisions, including decisions about banking, paying bills and
managing debts.
An administrator may be a friend or relative of the missing person, or a solicitor, accountant or organisation. The
administrator’s decisions have the same legal force as if the missing person made the decision. If there is no one
suitable and willing to act as administrator, VCAT may appoint State Trustees Limited or another organisation as
administrator.
VCAT can appoint an administrator for a missing person for a period up to two years. The order may be renewed
once for a further period not exceeding two years.

Nursery equipment program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Families and Children
Ms Fitzherbert
7 September 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Nursery Equipment Program (NEP) has been delivered for six years in every Local Government Area in
Victoria. NEP provides a service to disadvantaged Victorian children and families under the Enhanced Maternal
and Child Health (MCH) program.
The Enhanced MCH Program is offered to families at risk of poor outcomes as an extension of the Universal MCH
Program. It provides a more intensive level of support to children, mothers and families experiencing a period of
increased need, who could benefit from targeted action and intervention.
The Andrews Labor Government has delivered a record $236.3 million investment to the Maternal and Child
Health service in the past four years, including to expand the Enhanced Maternal and Child Health program from
ending when a child turns 12 months to 3.5 years.
The total budget for the Nursing Equipment Program over 2017-18 was $1 428 000, supporting 3051 families with
a total of 4751 items.
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Upwey-Belgrave RSL
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans
Mr O’Donohue
8 February 2017

REPLY:
I thank the Member for his question. I am aware of the matters raised in relation to the Upwey-Belgrave RSL
sub-branch. I am advised by the RSL Victorian Branch that the Upwey-Belgrave sub-branch is part of a strong
RSL network in its district, and is receiving excellent guidance and support. Another sub-branch in the area has
offered to assist by Working with the Board of the Upwey-Belgrave sub-branch. This is representative of the strong
camaraderie within the RSL in Victoria and the support shown between sub-branches across the network.
I note Running Rabbits is the first RSL museum to have been accredited as a museum in Victoria and commend
them on this effort. I encourage the sub-branch to continue working to ensure the community has access to this
excellent collection of Australia war heritage. I will continue to work with the RSL Victorian Branch on continuing
to support the veterans community in Victoria.

Let’s Feed
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mrs Peulich
20 October 2017

REPLY:
The registration of fundraisers under the Fundraising Act 1998, and the registration of incorporated associations
under the Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 falls within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming & Liquor Regulation.
Let’s Feed Inc. is a registered incorporated association, however it was not registered as a fundraiser.
Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) has a role of ensuring that any organisation registers as a fundraiser if it is
required to be registered under the Fundraising Act and raises funds of more than $10 000 per annum.
CAV has advised me that, following concerns being raised about Let’s Feed Inc., it has made inquiries about its
fundraising activities and registration status.
This inquiry was not able to identify that funds raised were misappropriated or used for inappropriate purposes.
Let’s Feed was issued with a number of conditions on its ongoing registration and this registration has been
reduced to one year, to ensure compliance by the organisation can be closely monitored.
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Goulburn Valley Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
8 March 2018

REPLY:
Cultural and engagement surveys, including the people matters survey, conducted by the health service in 2016
identified the potential for concern within the area of organisational culture at Goulburn Valley Health.
In September 2016 the Department of Health and Human services (the department), with the support of the health
service, commissioned an independent review of organisational culture and capability to manage bullying and
harassment risk.
The final report drew the following conclusions:
– Current complaints management policies and procedures required review and improvement.
– Management staff across the organisation would benefit from training and development to improve the support
and supervision they provide to staff.
– Goulburn Valley Health should be recognised for acting quickly to implement a range of culture improvement
initiatives in response to the 2016 people matters survey results.
Since 2016, Goulburn Valley Health has undertaken action to address the areas of concern. The cultural and
engagement surveys conducted in 2017 received a significant uplift in staff participation rates with improvement
observed across a range of indictors, with further improvement expected to be observed in the 2018 survey.

Medicinal cannabis
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Springle
28 March 2018

REPLY:
I thank Ms Springle for her interest in Victoria’s drug driving laws, and how they intersect with the new medicinal
cannabis provisions.
Ms Springle raises two key misconceptions: firstly, that the road side drug testing program picks up unimpaired
drivers who consumed cannabis several days previously; and secondly, that the program specifically discriminates
against legal medicinal cannabis users.
A drug driving prosecution requires a positive saliva sample collected at the road side to be further analysed in a
laboratory, specifically the Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine (VIFM). VIFM is a laboratory with a world
class reputation in forensic toxicology, which is able to determine very precisely the type and quantity of cannabis
in the sample.
The impairing form of cannabis, delta-9 tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) typically metabolises into non-impairing
forms of cannabis in a matter of hours, to the point that very little THC remains within one day. Residual cannabis
from consumption several days previously will not be THC, but rather a non-impairing cannabis metabolite that the
VIFM test specifically excludes.
Moreover VIFM works to the requisite Australian Standard which specifies a detection threshold for the reporting
of THC of 10 nanograms per millilitre (ng/ml) of saliva (a nanogram is a billionth of a gram). This means that a
formal drug detection is not reported unless the THC concentration exceeds this level. While most of the
impairment studies are based on blood concentrations of THC, and there is not a strict correlation between THC
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levels in blood and saliva, a finding of THC in saliva will indicate very recent consumption. Moreover, risk
culpability studies, including ones based on Victorian crash data, do show that even low THC detections can be
associated with increased crash risk. To put that into context, the average level of THC found in drug driving oral
fluid samples analysed by VIFM is around 80 ng/ml. If a driver’s saliva sample tests positive to THC, that means
the driver used cannabis recently and is thus highly likely to be impaired.
In relation to the second misconception that medicinal cannabis users are discriminated against, the Victorian
Medicinal Cannabis Scheme allows the provision of known quantities of specific metabolites of cannabis under
medical supervision. The type and quantities of cannabis may vary depending on the patient’s conditions. As with
other medicinal drug use, the effect on driving would be taken into account as part of the treatment process. Should
a person be impaired by a drug they are taking for medicinal reasons, they should simply not drive. This applies to
all impairing drugs including legal prescription drugs and it is therefore important to note the warning on labels and
from doctors and chemists. People who take drugs for whatever reason still have an obligation not to put
themselves and other road users at risk.
Accordingly, Ms Springle’s recommendation that a specific defence to a drug driving prosecution be available for
medicinal cannabis users must be rejected. It implies that such people would be free to drive impaired and
consequently represent a risk to all road users. The government does not support this contention.
The drug driving program as it currently operates in Victoria, and will operate in the future, is an effective road
safety program. It targets drivers who are impaired and who are risking the lives and safety of all Victorian road
users.

Country Fire Authority Diggers Rest brigade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Finn
25 May 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of the Diggers Rest Country Fire Authority (CFA) Brigade
volunteers, who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote the safety and wellbeing of the community.
The Volunteer Emergency Services Equipment Program (VESEP) provides grants to emergency service volunteer
groups, including those who serve with the CFA, Victoria State Emergency Service, Life Saving Victoria, and the
Australian Volunteer Coast Guard for operational equipment, vehicles, trucks, tankers, watercraft, trailers and
minor facility improvements.
CFA has advised that it is currently working with the Diggers Rest Country Fire Authority CFA Brigade on its
VESEP application for a Type 2A tanker, and I encourage the Diggers Rest Country Fire Authority CFA Brigade
to continue to work with CFA on its application.
This year, we have increased the maximum Government contribution for VESEP grants from $100 000 to
$150 000, and also funded a $10 million grants program specifically for volunteers.
This is because we take seriously the pressures that population growth has on our emergency services, and unlike
you our response to that is to provide more support, rather than lie about religious conviction in order to defeat a
bill that would have helped address this very problem.
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Child sexual abuse
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Patten
8 June 2018

REPLY:
As Attorney-General, I cannot comment directly on the case that you raise. However, I am able to detail actions the
Government has taken to ensure child abuse is reported to authorities.
Protecting children from abuse and harm is paramount — that’s why this Government is taking action to expand
the list of mandatory reporters of child abuse.
Victoria has three principal obligations to report child abuse. These are created by the offence of ‘failure to
disclose’ in section 327 of the Crimes Act 1958, the mandatory reporting scheme legislated for in the Children
Youth and Families Act 2005, and the reportable conduct scheme legislated for in the Child Wellbeing and Safety
Act 2005.
The reportable conduct scheme seeks to improve institutional responses to allegations of child abuse by workers
and volunteers. All religious bodies are already within the scope of the scheme.
However, under current laws, priests and people in religious ministry are not covered by mandatory reporting laws.
This Government will end this special treatment and make sure the safety and protection of our children always
comes first.
On 10 July 2018, the Victorian Government released its response to the final report of the Commonwealth Royal
Commission, which also addresses reporting obligations.
The Victorian Government has accepted in principle the key Commonwealth Royal Commission recommendation
that laws concerning mandatory reporting to child protection authorities should be expanded to additional
professionals, including to people in religious ministries.
A re-elected Andrews Labor Governemt will amend the Children, Youth and Families Act to make it mandatory to
report information about child abuse or harm disclosed during confession to child protection authorities in the
Department of Health and Human Services.
We will also introduce amendments to ensure that, under the failure to report offence contained in the Crimes Act
1958, information disclosed in the context of a religious confession is not exempt.
These new laws will help make sure the shocking and systemic abuse revealed in the Royal Commission can never
happen again.

Let’s Feed
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mrs Peulich
21 June 2018

REPLY:
Consumer Affairs Victoria was made aware of concerns about fundraising activities of Australia India Welfare and
Cultural Society Inc. (the organisation), fundraising under the name Let’s Feed in October last year.
Since then, I am advised that Consumer Affairs Victoria contacted the organisation to make inquiries about its
fundraising activities. The organisation fully cooperated with Consumer Affairs Victoria throughout the inquiry
process which concluded in May this year.
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As a result of its inquiries, Consumer Affairs Victoria identified that the organisation did not comply with a number
of legal requirements found in the Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 and Fundraising Act 1998. These
included unregistered fundraising, the failure to keep records sufficient to enable a true and fair view of its
fundraising income and expenditure, and the failure to keep records to enable the preparation of financial
statements for the purpose of audit.
Importantly, however, I am advised the inquiries did not identify that funds raised were misappropriated or
otherwise used for inappropriate purposes.
Consistent with Consumer Affairs Victoria’s compliance and enforcement policy, a formal warning was issued to
the organisation. This included a warning that the organisation must apply to register as a fundraiser if it wishes to
re-commence fundraising, and to be aware of and comply with the relevant legal requirements.
The organisation subsequently applied for registration, and was registered as a fundraiser on 23 May 2018. A
number of conditions have been placed on the registration of the organisation and included on the public register. In
addition, the initial registration period has been reduced to one year, so that compliance by the organisation can be
closely monitored.
By way of further information in relation to your enquiry, I advise that:
– The secretary of the organisation at the time of the fundraising activity was recorded with Consumer Affairs
Victoria as Mr Jasvinder Sidhu, who voluntarily stood down as secretary on 2 March 2018.
– Let’s Feed Inc. is a separate organisation which is registered as an incorporated association but is not associated
with the Australia India Welfare and Cultural Society Inc.
– The organisation is not registered as a charity with the Australian Charities and Not-for-profits Commission
(ACNC). The ACNC provides registration for charities seeking tax concessions and eligibility to apply for
deductible gift recipient (DGR) status from the ATO. There is no requirement for fundraisers registered in
Victoria under the Fundraising Act 1998 to be registered as a charity in order to carry out a fundraising appeal.
– While there are, consistent with usual operating processes, comprehensive records, documents and memoranda
arising from the inquires conducted by Consumer Affairs Victoria, a separate report of these inquiries has not
been prepared.

Family violence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Patten
24 July 2018

REPLY:
The law already requires that a minimum term of imprisonment be imposed where a person intentionally or
recklessly injures a police officer or other emergency worker on duty. The existing terms of imprisonment for such
conduct ranges from six months to five years.
Under the ‘special reasons’ provisions in the Sentencing Act 1991, if a court finds that ‘special reasons’ exist, it is
not required to impose a relevant statutory minimum or custodial sentence.
Under the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill, these ‘special reasons’ have been made more limited
and specific, but they still encompass a range of circumstances, including where the offender has provided
assistance to authorities, is affected by impaired mental functioning, or where substantial and compelling reasons
exist.
The changes in this Bill are not expected or intended to deter family violence victims or families of people with
mental illness contacting the police and emergency services when in need of assistance. While this Bill strengthens

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
5308

COUNCIL

Thursday, 20 September 2018

these laws, it does not create any reason for a person in need of assistance not to contact police or other emergency
services when in need of help.
Paramedics and mental health staff, by the very nature of their job, routinely engage with people who are in
distress, and defuse and manage such situations, often without involving police. Emergency workers, including
police, are experienced in these situations, understand the complex environments which can lead to distress and
violence, and are skilled in de-escalation.
When an emergency worker is injured, police — if not already in attendance — may be contacted to attend.
Following an assessment of the situation, police may choose to proceed with criminal charges in accordance with
the Victoria Police Manual. If charges are laid, their appropriateness will be considered by the prosecution, defence
and the court in accordance with the usual criminal procedures.
The Emergency Worker Harm Reference Group will monitor the implementation of the legislative reforms. We
will continue to work with ambulance representatives, nurses and the community sector to ensure these provisions
operate as intended and that people who need assistance are confident in seeking that assistance.

Munro Street, Hawthorn East, public housing
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Crozier
24 July 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to enforcing the conditions of tenancy agreements with public housing
tenants and does not tolerate anti-social behaviour on or around public housing properties.
The department has contacted residents and urged them to report any criminal matters to Victoria Police.
Departmental staff have also provided the tenants with appropriate supports through the Tenancy Plus program,
which replaced the SHASP program cut by the former government.
Departmental staff will continue to liaise with the concerned residents to address their concerns. The department
will also continue to work with Victoria Police. Where any tenant is charged with illegal activity on their property
or breaches of a tenancy agreement are substantiated, the department will take action through the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal.

MetroHub
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industry and Employment
Mr Leane
25 July 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government recently launched the MetroHub which will be an Important resource for people
seeking employment on the Tunnel and Stations component of the Metro Tunnel project. The MetroHub has been
established by the contractor appointed to deliver the Tunnel and Stations work (the Cross Yarra Partnership, which
is a consortium comprising Lendlease Engineering, John Holland, Bouygues Construction and Capella Capital) in
partnership with Holmesglen TAFE.
Complementing this initiative, the Victorian Government has committed $6 million to establish new services to
connect young people from Aboriginal and migrant communities as well as women into jobs on Victoria’s major
projects. Implementation arrangements are being finalised, but these services will reach out into communities
where young people need additional support to connect to the thousands of jobs being generated through the record
investment in infrastructure.
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This new funding will build on the success of the Major Projects Skills Guarantee by enhancing the diversity and
skill-base of the workforce on major projects. A component of this funding will support community engagement to
raise awareness amongst migrant and multicultural communities of the employment opportunities created by the
Government’s investment in major projects.
The Government will allocate a further $1.2 million to support jobseekers from African and Pasifika heritage into
work. This program will provide funding for tailored assistance to these jobseekers who are struggling to gain a
foothold in the labour market. The program will fund African and Pasifika community organisations to undertake
outreach into their communities to provide members of the community with mentoring and advocacy support.
These organisations will identify and engage with young people who require job placement assistance and will
work with them to ensure they are aware of the range of Jobs Victoria support services available to them.
Jobs Victoria has successfully supported 145 young Victorians with African heritage into employment since 1 July
2016 and these new initiatives will build on Jobs Victoria’s success to date. I am confident that the new initiatives
being implemented now will support increased economic and social inclusion for all Victorians.

Gippsland Centre Against Sexual Assault
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Ms Bath
27 July 2018

REPLY:
Thank you for your question. The program you refer to is the Sexually Abusive Behaviour Treatment Service
(SABTS), which provides support to children and young people (up to and including 17 years of age) who display
problem sexual behaviour or sexually abusive behaviour towards others (but do not have a conviction related to
sexual offending).
The Department of Health and Human Services (the department) funds eleven agencies to deliver SABTS,
including Gippsland Centre Against Sexual Assault (CASA). Funding for SABTS in 2018-19 is more than
$7.5 million state-wide, with Gippsland CASA receiving over $700 000.
The Family Support Practitioner Program you refer to is an innovative service delivery response adopted by
Gippsland CASA within their SABTS program, where an assertive outreach worker engages difficult to engage
clients, and their families. Due to the intensive nature of this work, the caseload for this worker is five cases.
Gippsland CASA fund this in part through internal sources as SABTS funding targets are higher than five cases per
worker.
I also advise that the Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence Protection and Other Matters) Bill 2018,
which contains legislative amendments to extend the therapeutic treatment order (TTO) regime to 15 to 17 year
olds, passed a few days ago on 7 August 2018. When these legislative changes come into operation, they will result
in increased support for an older cohort to engage in a therapeutic response for sexually abusive behaviours.
The department consistently monitors demand for all its funded programs.

Nagambie ambulance services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Ambulance Services
Ms Symes
8 August 2018

REPLY:
I can confirm the employment of a year round permanent paramedic has been extended. Nagambie is supported by
a professional paramedic, an on call Ambulance Community Officer team and the Western Hume Paramedic
Community Support Coordinator.
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Wind farms
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Ramsay
8 August 2018

REPLY:
Planning permit applications for wind farms in Victoria are subject to an assessment of their potential impacts
before I make a determination. This includes assessment of noise, visual impact, aviation safety, impact on local
bats and avifauna, removal of native vegetation, and traffic.
There is also extensive public notice of permit applications to ensure that the local community can make
submissions and have their say in the process.
The two projects you mentioned, at Inverleigh and Golden Plains, are currently under consideration.
Public notice for the 16-turbine Inverleigh wind farm was completed in late August 2018. The Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning will now assess the proposal and brief me to determine the matter.
The 228-turbine Golden Plains wind farm is a larger and more complex project. I required that it be subject to an
Environment Effects Statement as well as a planning permit application. The matter was considered at a
panel/inquiry hearing, which concluded in mid-August. I await the report from this hearing, after which I will
determine the matter.
There is a robust process in place for considering wind farm proposals. I will not be putting a hold on wind farm
development in Victoria as suggested by Mr Ramsay.

Homelessness
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Crozier
8 August 2018

REPLY:
I’m glad to see that two months out from an election that Ms Cozier has woken up to the issue of homelessness. If
only she had been aware of it when she was a member of the previous Liberal Government which presided over
$330 million of cuts to the housing budget, placing even greater pressure on housing and homelessness services.
We inherited a broken, under-funded housing system from those opposite and Ms Crozier is correct to identify that
this has placed considerable pressure on those at risk of homelessness.
In response, we have invested over $1 billion in housing and homelessness support over this term of government.
That is almost triple the investment over the previous four years. And yes, that money assists both men and women
at risk of or experiencing homelessness.
In January 2018, I announced Victoria’s Homelessness and Rough Sleeping Action Plan. This was a commitment
of more than $45 million to intervene early, get rough sleepers housed quickly, and strengthen support services to
keep vulnerable people off the streets.
The Action Plan includes funding to build additional modular housing to provide people sleeping rough with stable
housing and wrap-around support. This is the same modular housing that is already providing safe and secure
housing to people in five locations across Melbourne, including Brighton. This is the housing that the Liberal
candidate for Brighton wants to tear down, booting vulnerable Victorians back out onto the street.
If you are genuinely concerned about the plight of men who have experienced homelessness then you should start
by calling out your Liberal Party colleague on his despicable campaign against housing for the homeless.
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Clergy mandatory reporting
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Ms Patten
9 August 2018

REPLY:
Victoria has taken strong action to prevent and respond to child sexual abuse, and will continue to do so in
responding to the Commonwealth Royal Commission.
Protecting children from abuse and harm is paramount — that’s why this Government will take action to expand
the list of mandatory reporters of child abuse.
Under current laws, teachers, school principals, doctors, nurses and police officers who believe a child is being
abused or harmed are required to report this to the authorities. Failure to do so is a criminal offence.
A re-elected Andrews Labor Government will amend the Children, Youth and Families Act to make it mandatory
for priests and people in religious ministry to report information about child abuse or harm disclosed to them,
including during confession, to child protection authorities in the Department of Health and Human Services, as it
is for other mandatory reporters.
This Government will also introduce amendments to ensure that, under the failure to report offence contained in the
Crimes Act 1958, information disclosed in the context of a religious confession is not exempt.
I note your comments in relation to the Uniform Evidence Law. South Australia is not a uniform evidence
jurisdiction. With respect to any reform of section 127 of the Evidence Act 2008, Victoria will continue to work
towards national consistency through the Council of Attorneys General Working Group process.
Labor will always make sure the safety and protection of our children comes first.

Lara recycling site
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Ramsay
9 August 2018

REPLY:
Following the fire at Colaroo the Andrews Labor Government quickly established the Resource Recovery Facilities
Audit Taskforce to inspect resource recovery facilities across the state.
To date, the VCAT enforcement orders, which were issued to both C&D Recycling and the site’s owner, have all
been complied with. Importantly, no further waste has been deposited at the premises. The site is now contained
behind a 2-metre chain mesh fence, and security is present on site 24 hrs a day, 7 days a week. An appropriately
qualified environmental consultant has been appointed to produce a sampling program, Rehabilitation Plan,
Development Management Plan and Environmental Management Plan for the site.
Emergency management planning is also well underway.
Emergency Management Victoria, Country Fire Authority, Environment Protection Authority Victoria, Victoria
Police, WorkSafe, and the City of Greater Geelong are working closely together on this matter to ensure that C&D
Recycling and the site owner are held to account.
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Planned burns
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Dunn
9 August 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to the protection of Victoria’s native plants and animals. Recently, I
announced almost $35 million in grants for targeted, grassroots biodiversity action as part of the biggest funding
boost in Victoria’s history.
Regarding the planed burn undertaken on 26 July 2018 to protect the Purple Diuris, summer is the ideal time for
burning in an area with orchids. However, burning in summer is not always possible due to risks to people and
property. Research, including DELWP’s own monitoring of grassland sites, has shown that the flowering response
of orchid species such as Purple Diuris in the first year after burning can be significantly compromised, but in the
second and third years, the response is significantly increased, more so than if burning did not occur at all.
The site at Hillside North Reserve had not been burned for five years. Further delays in burning could have put the
Purple Diuris at risk from a failure to reproduce. Normally native grassland sites are burnt as soon as possible after
summer, but on this occasion, due to the dryness this autumn, it was decided to delay the burn so that a low fire
intensity could be achieved.
It is worth noting that the Purple Diuris Action Statement states that summer burning is “ideal” but “often not
undertaken” and further states that although burning out of the summer period can damage growing stems, the
second year after fire is generally the most productive for flowering. The importance of regular burning is clearly
identified in the Action Statement.
The site at Hillside North Reserve has been burnt by DELWP eight times since 1994, and monitoring of the Purple
Diuris has indicated the species is flourishing at the site. The site will continue to be monitored by DELWP and
volunteers to record the response to this most recent burn.

Shepparton health services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
9 August 2018

REPLY:
The media release of 31 July is correct, and the Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving health
services in the Shepparton region. Goulburn Valley Health will receive funding of $201.51 million in 2018/19
which is $23.1 million (12.9 per cent) more than in 2017/18. Funding for Goulburn Valley Health has increased by
$54.74 million (37.3 per cent) since 2014/15 when the Liberals were last in government.
I am pleased to draw the Member’s attention to the $171 million redevelopment of Shepparton Hospital which will
provide the community and surrounding districts with a modern health facility that will ensure more patients
receive treatment with reduced wait times.
The redevelopment includes a new four-storey building with 64 inpatient beds, 10 intensive care unit beds, seven
operating theatres and a new kitchen and morgue. A brand new emergency department will double the current
capacity, featuring 36 treatment spaces and a nine-bed short stay unit.
This expansion was only made possible because of the investment and support of the Andrews Labor
Government — both of which were absent during the four years of the previous Liberal Government. It will mean
more people will be able to get the high quality and safe emergency care they need, faster and closer to home.
I thank you for your interest in the actions the Andrews Labor Government is taking to improve health service
provision in the Shepparton electorate.
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Gippsland homelessness
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Ms Bath
9 August 2018

REPLY:
The locations for the new modular units being delivered under the Homelessness and Rough Sleeping Action Plan
were selected through the extensive analysis of Census data and data from the homelessness, health, mental health
and justice services and aligned with areas of greatest need across the State.
It is positive to hear of your support for the Andrews Labor Government’s modular units program given all we’ve
heard from the Liberal Party over the last 12 months has been about the Liberal Candidate for Brighton’s plans for
closing the supportive housing site if elected and booting the residents back onto the street.
His campaign against the homeless in Brighton has been despicable and I encourage you to let him know your
thoughts on the transformative power of this supportive housing initiative.
I also note your concerns about unemployment in Gippsland. The Australian Homelessness Monitor, released
earlier this year noted the link between increasing risk of homelessness and increasingly punitive income support
measures implemented by the Commonwealth Government.
I am on the public record stating that we need a fairer Commonwealth income support system that gives people
who are receiving Commonwealth income support, such as the pension or Newstart, the dignity of being able to
afford a roof over their head without having to sacrifice other life essentials such as food or medicine. Under the
current Commonwealth Government, thousands of people on income support, including people in your electorate,
are denied that dignity.
I am, however, pleased to see that the most recent Commonwealth Cabinet iteration seems to have found the
housing portfolio at long last. I encourage you to also make your concerns about Commonwealth income support
and support for vulnerable persons in your electorate known to the new Federal Ministers, as their predecessors
were notably absent from this space.

Swan Hill hospital
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
21 August 2018

REPLY:
The Government acknowledges the concerns raised by community members in support of a redevelopment of the
Swan Hill Hospital.
The Victorian Health and Human Services Building Authority has been working with the leadership group of Swan
Hill Hospital for some time, firstly to develop the Swan Hill District Health services plan and now more recently to
commence master planning for the hospital.
Whilst the master planning process does not lead directly to redevelopment projects, it does inform the government
when prioritising the many urgent capital needs across the state, and unlike the previous government, we are
managing a large pipeline of health capital projects across the Victoria.
I am pleased to inform the Member that the Andrews Labor Government has made several capital investments at
Swan Hill Hospital including a total of $3.2 million from the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund to establish
sub-acute services and purchase new medical equipment, and $317 915 for initiatives to improve safety for staff,
patients and visitors from the Health Service Violence Prevention Fund.
Swan Hill District Health will also share in record health funding, the Andrews Labor Government is investing
$40.3 million in 2018/19 — $3.29 million more than the previous 12 months — an 8.9 per cent increase.
The funding for Swan Hill District Health has increased by $7.89 million, or 24.7 per cent, since 2014/15, the last
year the former Liberal Nationals were in Government.
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Autism Plus
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Mr Finn
21 August 2018

REPLY:
I do not shy away from calling for the highest standards possible from agencies responsible for providing care to
vulnerable people.
I appreciate that the uncertainty of this time can be unsettling for the families of Autism Plus clients, however, it
was after repeated investigations into the operations of Autism Plus that I recommended to the Governor in Council
that an Administrator be appointed — Autism Plus had not taken appropriate steps to make significant
improvements in the way they care for people with a disability. People deserve the care they receive to be safe and
of the best quality.
The Administrator is maintaining and improving the day-to-day delivery of services to clients whilst working with
the Department of Health and Human Services on a way forward that will ensure the ongoing provision of services.
I assure the clients and their families, that continuity of service and care is of paramount importance as we
implement a process which ensures that services provided to their loved ones meet strict criteria on quality of
service provision and safeguarding.
Supporting the clients and families remains a high priority for this Government.

Gormandale and District Primary School bus service
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
21 August 2018

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I refer to your matter raised during the legislative assembly on 21 August 2018 regarding a school bus service
extension for Gormandale and District Primary School.
The Andrews Labor Government, through Public Transport Victoria and the Department of Education and
Training, provides transport assistance to families through an extensive network of free bus services or a
conveyance allowance for eligible students throughout rural and regional Victoria.
I am informed that in 2017 and 2018, the Department’s Student Transport Unit and Public Transport Victoria have
worked closely with the Principal of the Gormandale and Districts Primary School, and the Wellington Shire
Council to enable a possible route extension to service Merrimans Creek Road.
It was discovered that the Merrimans Creek Road conditions were deemed suitable for the school bus to navigate
safely along the proposed route, however the route was not able to be modified to enable a safe turning location for
the bus. The process to vary or modify an existing bus service involves a number of different stages, and requires
input from key stakeholders. Any extensions or modifications to bus services must be deemed safe for all road
users as is appropriate.
I have requested the Department’s Student Transport Unit to continue to work with Public Transport Victoria to
monitor the Gormandale and District Primary School bus network to enable a future bus extension if possible.
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Goulburn Valley Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
22 August 2018

REPLY:
In 2016, the Andrews Labor Government established a $200 million Regional Health Infrastructure Fund to
improve health services and agencies in rural and regional Victoria. The funding is available to expand capacity,
improve safety, quality and efficiency and deliver better care to patients no matter where they live. The 2018/19
Victorian State Budget allocated an additional $50 million to the Fund bringing the total to $250 million.
In contrast with the previous Liberal Nationals Government, we are managing a large pipeline of health capital
projects, and to suggest that the Government holds the health care of Shepparton in low regard is laughable.
Rounds 1 and 2 of the Fund is delivering over 173 projects across 90 agencies across regional and rural Victoria.
While not every application to the fund has been successful, I am pleased to remind the Member that $9 957 000
has been allocated for the redevelopment of the Waranga Campus of Goulburn Valley Health. This redevelopment
will co-locate acute, aged care and community health services in a single central site in Rushworth.
In addition to the investments made through the Regional Health Infrastructure Fund, the government has
committed $169.5 million for Stage 1 of a redevelopment of the Goulburn Valley Hospital in Shepparton.
Construction of the new and expanded emergency department will commence in late September.
While the previous government failed to invest in our health services, we are delivering record funding to ensure
that patients in the Goulburn Murray region can access quality care they deserve.

Prenatal sex selection
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Dr Carling-Jenkins
23 August 2018

REPLY:
I thank the member for raising the issue of gender equality and her request to consider the development of
education and awareness programs for Chinese and Indian migrant communities together with training for health
professionals who are involved in prenatal diagnosis.
This question arises from a scientific report published in the International Journal of Epidemiology in July 2018.
The department is currently undertaking investigation into the issues identified by this research and I thank the
member for further bringing it to my attention.
It is widely recognised that prenatal sex selection of babies is a significant global health issue, and it is worth
reiterating the strong stance of the Andrews Labor Government on discrimination against women and girls.
Victorian legislation specifically bans sex selection under Section 28 of the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act
2008, unless it is necessary for the child to be of a particular sex so as to avoid the risk of transmission of a genetic
abnormality or a genetic disease. A breach of this section incurs a penalty of two years imprisonment or
240 penalty points or both.
The government acknowledges the importance of reducing any practices that reinforce discriminatory and sexist
stereotypes towards women by devaluing females. Victoria’s gender equality strategy, Safe and Strong, sets out a
framework for enduring and sustained action over time, and aims to progressively build the attitudinal and
behavioural change required to reduce violence against women and deliver gender equality. Financial, respect and
responsibility programs are included for multicultural and diverse communities.
We are committed to a whole of government approach to support, strengthen and empower women and girls from
culturally diverse populations through education, training and skill development to enable their full access and
participation at all levels in the community and workforce.
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Local government rates
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Ramsay
23 August 2018

REPLY:
Local governments have a wide range of rating instruments available to them under the Local Government Act
1989 to achieve their objectives of fairness and equity within the limits provided by the Fair Go Rates system. Such
instruments include differential rating, rate rebates, rate deferrals, hardship provisions and others.
A ministerial review of the Fair Go Rates system is prescribed in s.185G of the Local Government Act 1989. The
review is to be completed by 31 December 2021. The review will provide the government with an appropriate
opportunity to examine the Fair Go Rates system and broader issues related to local government rating systems at
that time.

Workplace safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industrial Relations
Ms Springle
23 August 2018

REPLY:
There is nothing more important than workplace safety. That is why the Andrews Labor Government announced
that, if re-elected, it will create a new criminal offence of workplace manslaughter in the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004 (OHS Act) to supplement existing measures in the OHS Act. Under the proposed new laws,
employers will face fines of almost $16 million and individuals responsible for negligently causing death will face
up to 20 years jail.
The OHS Act establishes a comprehensive regime to protect the health, safety and welfare of employees and other
people at work. WorkSafe has functions under the OHS Act to monitor and enforce compliance with the OHS Act
and associated regulations, and to promote public awareness about occupational health and safety.
The OHS Act includes a range enforcement options. Where there is sufficient evidence of a breach of OHS laws,
WorkSafe can undertake prosecutions, which can attract substantial fines, and jail for an individual in the case of
reckless endangerment, which places a person at a workplace in danger of serious injury. In appropriate cases,
WorkSafe can also enter into enforceable undertakings as an alternative to prosecutions, and issue improvement
notices and prohibition notices.
Moreover, the Independent Review of OHS Compliance and Enforcement in Victoria was undertaken in 2016 to
examine the appropriateness and effectiveness of WorkSafe’s OHS policies and activities. 22 recommendations
relating to WorkSafe’s compliance and enforcement activities were made of which the Government and WorkSafe
has supported, supported in principle or supported in part, all recommendations.
A number of these recommendations have now been completed, while the remaining recommendations are on
track for implementation in line with the Government’s commitment.
Namely, recommendations one, two and three which relate to WorkSafe’s OHS Compliance and Enforcement
Framework (the Framework), including a recommendation that WorkSafe review its OHS Compliance and
Enforcement Policy (the Policy), in consultation with the Occupational Health and Safety Advisory Committee
(OHSAC) have been completed and are expected to be published on the WorkSafe website by the end of September.
10 of the 22 recommendations have been completed with the remaining to be completed by the end of 2018 and
early 2019 respectively.
The Andrews Labor Government has also strengthened support for OHS by increasing OHS inspector numbers full
time equivalent OHS inspectors (inspectors and group leaders) by 30% since 2014.
The Minister for Finance has responsibility for the OHS Act, and I have asked him to consider the measures
proposed by Ms Springle.
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Public sector code of conduct
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
Ms Crozier
23 August 2018

REPLY:
I thank the Member for Southern Metropolitan for her question to me on 23 August 2018 in relation to Respect for
Women.
The Victorian Government utterly abhors the comments reportedly made by Mr Nicholson on Facebook in January.
This sort of disrespectful and threatening behaviour towards women is unacceptable and Australian society does
not condone any form of violence, including threats.
The Wurundjeri Tribe Land and Compensation Cultural Heritage Council have responded swiftly to this incident
and have suspended Mr Nicholson.
I have received a letter from the Wurundjeri Tribe Land and Compensation Cultural Heritage Council, and they
have also asked that I read out the following quote from their organisation:
“The Wurundjeri Land Council has taken this matter extremely seriously and on becoming aware of
Mr Nicholson’s comments, suspended him from providing cultural and educational services to the Victorian
Government. Mr Nicholson has publicly expressed his deep regrets for the comments he made and has retracted the
comments. He has also sought anger management counselling in light of this interaction. Bill will remain
suspended until he has completed this counselling.”
The Andrews Government respects Aboriginal people’s Traditional Ownership of Country, which dates back over
60 000 years. It is right and proper that we continue to engage Formally Recognised Traditional Owner
corporations to perform Welcomes to Country at events held on their Traditional lands.

Ridesharing regulation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr O’Sullivan
24 August 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government’s reforms to the Commercial Passenger Vehicle industry have improved and
expanded services for passengers across Victoria, including Bendigo. Since October 2017 there are an extra 150
new commercial passenger vehicles registered in the greater Bendigo area, providing additional services to those
who rely on these services the most.
To operate legally providers vehicles and drivers must be accredited by Commercial Passenger Vehicles Victoria
(CPVV). Service providers accepting bookings must also be registered as Booking Service Providers.
The accreditation of drivers and registration of vehicles are a priority for the Government, to ensure passenger
safety and to provide a level playing field for all industry participants.
The Government will continue to raise awareness of the recent industry changes and the legal obligations of drivers
and service providers. There is no legitimate reason for people to not comply with the law and where people choose
not to do so, appropriate compliance action will be taken.
The concerns raised by the Member for Northern Victoria in relation to the financial assistance received by taxi
licence holders needs to be considered alongside the fact that he opposed any financial assistance being provided.
The Liberal and National coalition members voted in Parliament in support of the regulation of ride-sharing and in
support of the removal of taxi licences, but voted against provisions that provided taxi licence holders from
receiving financial assistance.
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Kingswood golf course
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mrs Peulich
24 August 2018

REPLY:
I appreciate Mrs Peulich’s concern for Dingley Village and note her request to bring forward the date of a decision
on Amendment C151 to the Kingston Planning Scheme, which proposes to rezone the former Kingswood golf
course and seeks approval of an associated planning permit for subdivision and development of the land.
I direct Mrs Peulich to the Planning and Environment Act 1987 for the relevant timeframes prescribed for the
planning scheme amendment process.
Under the Act, planning scheme amendments require an exhibition time of no less than one month. The planning
authority, Kingston City Council, allowed for an extended exhibition period for Amendment C151 to give the
community sufficient opportunity to participate in the consultation process. The exhibition period closed on
30 August 2018, and I am advised that over 7500 submissions were received.
The council will consider all of the submissions, and if any submissions cannot be resolved, it may request that I
appoint an independent planning panel to review the amendment and hear from submitters. On receipt of the
panel’s report, the council can decide whether to adopt the amendment or not. If the amendment is adopted, the
council can then submit it to me and I will make a decision about whether to approve the amendment based on its
merits. The council has recently requested additional time to consider the large volume of submissions.
Good planning depends on good process. Short circuiting the planning scheme amendment process would not
allow for the concerns of all affected parties to be considered by the council or allow for the normal planning
scheme amendment process to proceed, including consideration by an independent planning panel of the matters
raised in public submissions.

Electronic land transfer
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Davis
24 August 2018

REPLY:
Your question raised several issues, each of which I will deal with in turn.
Commercialisation of the Land Titles Office
On 27 August 2018 the Treasurer announced the appointment of Victorian Land Registry Services (VLRS) as the
operator of the land titles and registry functions of Land Use Victoria.
Victorian Land Registry Services is backed by the First State Superannuation Scheme, a 100 per cent owned
Australian superannuation fund.
Victorian Land Registry Services will be responsible for part of the state’s land titles and registry functions for a
term of 40 years, after which the functions will be returned to public hands.
The State will retain full control over prices for statutory land registry services throughout the 40-year term, and
price increases will be capped at CPI for non-statutory services provided by VLRS. The Registrar of Titles will
remain under State control, retaining an oversight role over the private operator.
The appointment of VLRS follows a competitive market engagement process to ensure the transaction delivered
value for money for Victorians.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Thursday, 20 September 2018

COUNCIL

5319

First State Superannuation has significant experience running land registries through their investment in the NSW
Land and Property Information concession.
Mandating the use of electronic conveyancing
Implementation of a national electronic conveyancing system is a Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
initiative, underpinned by an Intergovernmental Agreement, that has been progressively implemented over more
than five years.
Requirements to lodge transactions electronically in Victoria commenced in August 2016 following industry
consultation and agreement on a progressive timeline for implementation. The requirement to electronically lodge
all combinations of transactions available in PEXA system from 1 October 2018 was agreed with key industry
bodies including the Law Institute of Victoria, Australian Institute of Conveyancers (Vic) and Australian Bankers
Association in February 2017. Industry have known about this change for more than 18 months.
There are now more than 3300 Victorian subscribers to the PEXA system and in the 12 months to 31 August 2018
there were more than 360 000 Victorian transactions processed, proving the capacity and capability of the PEXA
system. The system is working effectively as evidenced by the considerable number of conveyancers, lawyers and
financial institutions who are regularly transacting through the PEXA system.
For the week ending 2 September 2018 in Victoria, 69 per cent of all property transactions and 62 per cent of all
land transfers were lodged electronically, of which over 50 per cent included financial settlement.
This has been achieved as many conveyancers, lawyers and financial institutions have invested in and changed
their business processes in readiness for the 1 October 2018 timeline.
Media around Australian Competition and Consumer Commission and PEXA
There was some media during mid-August 2018 indicating that Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) is investigating PEXA Ltd. The Land Use Victoria understanding is the enquiry related to the
availability of the national electronic conveyancing data standard which has been developed jointly by the Land
Registries and PEXA Ltd. The Australian Registrars’ National Electronic Conveyancing Council (ARNECC) is
working with PEXA Ltd on future governance arrangements for the standard.

Electronic land transfer
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Davis
4 September 2018

REPLY:
Your question raised matters about mandating the use of electronic conveyancing and Property Exchange Australia
(PEXA) system security. I have addressed both matters in my response.
Mandating the use of electronic conveyancing
Implementation of a national electronic conveyancing system is a Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
initiative, underpinned by an Intergovernmental Agreement, that has been progressively implemented over more
than five years.
Requirements to lodge transactions electronically in Victoria commenced in August 2016 following industry
consultation and agreement on a progressive timeline for implementation. The requirement to electronically lodge
all combinations of transactions available in PEXA system from 1 October 2018 was agreed with key industry
bodies including the Law Institute of Victoria, Australian Institute of Conveyancers (Vic) and Australian Bankers
Association in February 2017. Industry have known about this change for more than 18 months.
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There are now more than 3300 Victorian subscribers to the PEXA system and in the 12 months to 31 August 2018
there were more than 360 000 Victorian transactions processed, proving the capacity and capability of the PEXA
system. The system is working effectively as evidenced by the considerable number of conveyancers, lawyers and
financial institutions who are regularly transacting through the PEXA system.
For the week ending 2 September 2018 in Victoria, 69 per cent of all property transactions and 62 per cent of all
land transfers were lodged electronically, of which over 50 per cent included financial settlement.
This has been achieved as many conveyancers, lawyers and financial institutions have invested in and changed
their business processes in readiness for the 1 October 2018 timeline.
Property Exchange Australia (PEXA) system security
The PEXA system has robust fraud protections and strict authentication procedures built into its platform. Given
the online environment the PEXA system operates in, these measures are continually reviewed and enhanced.
Recent security enhancements include:
– Increased monitoring of PEXA system workspaces;
– PEXA Ltd intervention in the creation of new users within existing accounts;
– Workspace time stamps; and
– Multi-factor verification.
PEXA Ltd have also introduced the PEXA Residential Seller Guarantee (PRSG) that provides protection to sellers
in the event of certain kinds of fraud.
PEXA Ltd and Land Use Victoria are working closely with the conveyancing industry and financial institutions to
create a world-leading electronic conveyancing capability, both now and in the future.

Assisted reproductive programs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Patten
5 September 2018

REPLY:
The Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act 2008 (‘the Act’) provides a number of requirements that people must
comply with before undergoing IVF treatment. This includes undergoing child protection order checks and police
checks. The Act provides a framework that aims to balance access to assisted reproductive treatment with
establishing appropriate safeguards for children yet to be born. The requirement for criminal record checks and
child protection order checks adopts several recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s 2007
review of Assisted Reproductive Treatment and Adoption.
The Victorian Government announced a 12-month review of the assisted reproductive treatment framework on
6 April 2018. The independent review is being conducted by Michael Gorton AM.
I note that one of the matters raised in the Review of assisted reproductive treatment consultation paper is whether
it is timely to consider whether the offences that give rise to the presumption not to treat remain appropriate. I
would encourage all key stakeholders and members of the community with an interest in this matter or in assisted
reproductive treatment generally to make a submission to the consultation paper. Submissions can be made until
21 September 2018 at engage.vic.gov.au/art-review or via email at art.review@dhhs.vic.gov.au.
The review will provide an interim report to Government in October 2018, and a final report with
recommendations in April 2019.
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Sunbury car parking
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Finn
5 September 2018

REPLY:
I understand the Member for Western Metropolitan has concerns about decisions of Hume City Council regarding
the use of a council owned car park in the vicinity of the Sunbury railway station.
As a separate tier of government, councils have the responsibility for making decisions and setting priorities that
seek to achieve the best outcomes for their communities as a whole. In carrying out their duties, councils often have
to balance the competing views of different sections of the community as well as any budgetary and resourcing
considerations.
I would encourage anyone who has concerns about Hume City Council’s actions relating to this or any other
matter, to directly contact the council to discuss their concerns.
If a person believes that administrative decisions of the council have been made inappropriately they have the
option of seeking the involvement of the Victorian Ombudsman. If there is evidence of a breach of the Local
Government Act 1989, the Government Inspectorate is the integrity agency established to investigate fences under
the Local Government Act.

Environmental water
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Water
Ms Dunn
5 September 2018

REPLY:
As you are aware I have asked the Federal Water Minister to encourage the Commonwealth Environmental Water
Holder (CEWH) to follow Victoria’s approach (via the Victorian Environmental Water Holder (VEWH)) and
identify opportunities to trade water for the benefit of farmers as early as possible.
As the Victorian Minister for Water, the CEWH is not governed by me. It does not answer to me, nor do I have
influence over it.
Moreover, the CEWH makes decisions on its use or trade of environmental water independently.
The Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder is not subject to the direction of the Federal Water Minister in
relation to decisions about environmental water. Under Section 106 of the Commonwealth Water Act 2007, the
CEWH can trade water where this supports environmental outcomes.
I have not directed the CEWH to trade environmental water. I have asked the Federal Water Minister to encourage
the CEWH to identify trade opportunities at the earliest possible opportunity where it has identified that
environmental water is available to trade.
I uphold the statutory management of environmental water entitlements. I uphold the critical role of our
environmental water holders in determining how and where environmental water should be used to provide healthy
and resilient waterways, catchments and floodplains.
I am very aware of the significant ecological value of Victoria’s river red gum forests in both state and national
parks. That is why I have stood up for the environmental infrastructure works under the Basin Plan which targets
environmental water to priority sites such as Gunbower Forest, Nyah-Vinifera Forest and to Lindsay and Wallpolla
Islands in the Murray-Sunset National Park.
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That is why I have asked the Federal Government to deliver the funding for the 605GL worth of environmental
offset projects under the Murray-Darling Basin Plan that will mean efficient delivery of environmental water.
My government has demonstrated its commitment to the protection of riparian ecosystems in its record investment
of $222 million over four years to protect and improve in waterway and catchment health.
Importantly, providing water for the environment also provides benefits to communities. These include tourism,
recreation, bee-keeping, education, timber production, cultural connections and social wellbeing — things very
important as communities face the pressures of dry conditions and drought.
For the first time in almost 200 years, Traditional Owners and Aboriginal Victorians are being given an active and
meaningful role in planning and management of the state’s water. By building knowledge and understanding about
the values, uses and economic potential of water for Traditional Owners and Aboriginal Victorians, we can
recognise and support these values in how we plan, manage and deliver water. Improving access for Aboriginal
people to water for economic development is another new and emerging area being explored and developed. My
government has put $9.7 million behind this program.

Housing affordability
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
Mrs Peulich
5 September 2018

REPLY:
This government is responding to the cost of housing in Victoria through a series of reforms including:
– Increasing the supply of housing through faster planning;
– Supporting people to buy their own home;
– Promoting stability and affordability for renters;
– Increasing and renewing social housing stock; and
– Facilitating the provision of affordable housing.
The initiatives in Homes for Victorians and Plan Melbourne target housing affordability and choice, and the
long-term planning for housing and growth across Melbourne and the regions.
Until June this year, Victoria’s Planning and Environment Act 1987 made no mention of affordable housing,
leading to confusion and legal uncertainty about the role of planning in facilitating it. The omission of affordable
housing from the state’s planning legislation was a barrier to the development of affordable housing.
The amendments to the Planning and Environment Act establish a flexible, voluntary framework for affordable
housing, that supports the inclusion of affordable housing policies or provisions in planning schemes, and provides
a clear definition and a tool by which landowners and Councils can enter into affordable housing agreements.
These initiatives include:
– Targets of six per cent of all new housing in the Fishermans Bend and Arden renewal precincts to be affordable
for low to moderate income households.
– The government’s innovative Inclusionary Housing Pilot, which will deliver a minimum of 100 new social
housing dwellings in addition to a percentage of affordable housing across six surplus government land parcels.
– Grants of up to $200 000 have been awarded to fifteen Victorian councils as part of the Social Housing
Investment Planning grants program, supporting those Councils to plan for innovative new social housing
projects.
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– Establishment of the $1 billion Victorian Social Housing Growth Fund, to support innovative partnerships
between the Victorian Government and consortia including the community housing, private, not for profit and
local, government sectors.
– Providing over $1.1 billion in low interest loans and government guarantees through its Building Financial
Capacity of Housing Agencies initiative.
– Renewing eleven public housing estates. Stage one of this program will create at least 1800 new public homes,
alongside private housing that will include homes prioritised for first homebuyers. The majority of the new
public homes will be one- and two-bedroom properties, responding to need on the Victorian Housing Register
for this type of accommodation.
Since the release of Homes for Victorians, the Victorian Government has committed over $1 billion in additional
housing and homelessness support and $2.1 billion in financial instruments that will boost Victoria’s supply of
social housing.
Collectively, these initiatives will deliver over 6000 new social housing dwellings, renew 2500 public properties,
build the capacity of the community housing sector, use state land and assets more effectively, maintain and
upgrade existing public housing and provide homelessness services to more than 19 000 vulnerable Victorians.

Broadmeadows Primary School site
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Ondarchie
6 September 2018

REPLY:
The site at 2–16 Nicholas Street, Broadmeadows is part of the Inclusionary Housing Pilot. It is part of the Victorian
Government’s Homes for Victorians strategy to improve affordability and help vulnerable Victorians access a safe,
stable and secure home. The pilot is an innovative way to utilise surplus government land to deliver at least 100
new social housing dwellings and opportunities for affordable housing across six sites in areas close to services,
jobs and transport.
The site was considered suitable for the pilot in mid-2016 and in February 2018 the Government Land Standing
Advisory Committee considered the suitability of new planning controls for the site. There were nine submissions
made to the advisory committee, including a submission from the Broadmeadows Progress Association, and an
extensive examination of the provision of open space on the site was undertaken. The advisory committee report
can be found at www.delwp.vic.gov.au/glps.
Officers from the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) and my Office met with the
Broadmeadows Progress Association on 8 May 2018 to discuss its concerns regarding the development of the site.
Amendment C223 to the Hume Planning Scheme introduced new planning controls for the site on 5 July 2018 that
respond to community concerns. The site is in the Residential Growth Zone with an Environmental Audit Overlay
and a Development Plan Overlay — Schedule 30 (DPO30). DPO30 requires the following:
– a new public open space area, consistent with council standards for neighbourhood parks linking into the
Meadowlink Linear Reserve,
– a maximum two storey built form adjacent to or opposite existing single or double storey dwellings,
– environmentally sustainable design features and principles,
– a traffic management report, including an integrated pedestrian and bicycle network,
– an arboricultural assessment of significant vegetation, and
– a concept landscape plan.
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The planning controls can be found via the following link: www.planningschemes.dpcd.vic.gov.au/schemes/hume.
On 7 August 2018, I met with Cr Geoff Porter, Mayor, and Mr Domenic Isola, Chief Executive Officer, from
Hume City Council and the Member for Broadmeadows, Mr Frank McGuire. The meeting related to the proposed
preservation of 0.75 hectares of open space on land at the site. I have been engaged in continued discussions with
Council about the ownership and management of open space on the site since that time. Council has also written to
me requesting that I consider appointing it as Committee of Management for any future public open space on the
site.
Proposals for the development and sale of the six pilot sites are currently being sought through an Expression of
Interest process which commenced on 8 August 2018. The final layout and built form of the development will be
identified through a rigorous evaluation process with the announcement of short-listed bidders expected in October
2018.
Further information in relation to the pilot can be found on DELWP’s website at:
www.planning.vic.gov.au/inclusionary-housing-pilot.

Community health services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Springle
6 September 2018

REPLY:
Community health services are highly valued by the Andrews Labor Government for their role in supporting the
health and wellbeing of Victorians. They deliver an essential range of services to diverse and often vulnerable
populations.
In 2018-19, the Government is investing $292 million for community health care, to provide more opportunities for
Victorians to receive the primary health care and social support they need.
In June 2018, I announced the establishment of a Community Taskforce, to advise government on opportunities to
strengthen the community health sector. The Taskforce is chaired by Mr Phillip Bain, a former CEO of a
community health service. I am pleased that the Victorian Healthcare Association is represented on the Taskforce.
The Taskforce (with key support from the Victorian Healthcare Association) has commenced leading a
comprehensive consultation process to identify a shared vision for the role and priorities for community health now
and into the future.
The Community Health Taskforce will work with the sector, peak bodies, key organisations and communities to set
out a plan to build on these strengths, and ensure that community health services continue to provide high quality
care and support to Victorians who need them.

Food waste collection
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Truong
6 September 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has invested over $100 million in waste and resource recovery over the last four
years, more than any other Victorian Government.
Funding from the Sustainability Fund is already being invested in diverting organics from our waste stream.
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West Footscray factory fire
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Truong
7 September 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is investing more than $1 million to restore Stony Creek following the factory
fire in Footscray West in late August.
The funding includes $700 000 for removal, disposal and remediation works at Cruickshank Park, Golf Course to
Hyde Street, Paramount Road to Geelong Road and Francis Street to Golf Course.
It also includes $350 000 for water sampling, testing and monitoring by the EPA to determine the impact of the fire
on the waterway. These findings will inform the final recovery plan.
This funding is in addition to the $600 000 already invested by Melbourne Water as part of the initial clean-up
work already undertaken at Stony Creek.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, Environment Protection Authority (EPA), and
Melbourne Water are working with the Maribyrnong City Council to implement a long-term plan to help the
waterway recover from the impacts of the fire.
As part of this process, agencies will work with key community stakeholders to establish a community reference
group to monitor the progress of recovery works.
The EPA continues to monitor air and water quality in the affected areas and provide advice around the potential
human health impacts. It has already spoken to more than 500 residents and letterboxed hundreds of homes in the
area; officers will also be out again this week to hear from residents and answer questions.
This factory fire highlights the importance of the Labor Government’s Waterways of the West Action Plan —
which will ensure waterways like Stony Creek and their parklands in Melbourne’s west are better protected — and
it’s reforms to give more resources and stronger powers to the EPA to reduce the risk of these events occurring
again.

Prostate Cancer Awareness Month
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Shing
7 September 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving cancer outcomes for all Victorians and recognises the
importance of raising awareness about prostate cancer.
The government funds a suite of activities to support prostate cancer awareness, research and improvements to the
management of prostate cancer in the Victorian health system.
New guidelines for prostate-specific antigen testing, commonly known as PSA testing, and early management of
test-detected prostate cancer were released in 2016 by the National Health and Medical Research Council. The
guidelines include promoting the opportunity to discuss with men the benefits and harms of PSA testing before
making the decision to test. The Victorian Primary Health Network have roles funded by the Victorian Government
to tailor education to raise awareness of general practitioners and to promote adherence to the guidelines.
The government has recently committed $700 000 over three years to expand to the E J Whitten Foundation ‘It’s
Time to Test’ program. The program, directed at community sports clubs, aims to improve men’s health knowledge
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and health seeking behaviours to prevent or detect early signs of chronic diseases, including cancer. During
2016-18 additional investment of $600 000 was provided through the Sons of the West program to improve men’s
health and wellbeing in the Western suburbs of Melbourne.
The government is also supporting best practice clinical management through implementation of the Optimal Care
Pathway for Prostate Cancer.
Since being established by the former Labor Government in 2006, the Victorian Cancer Agency has funded
$11.9 million into translational prostate cancer research.
Appropriate support programs to meet men’s supportive care needs phase following treatment are being
implemented by Integrated Victorian cancer centres.

Shepparton radiotherapy services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Lovell
19 September 2018

REPLY:
I refer the member to my response to you of 30 January 2018 and two earlier responses on 8 March 2017.

Footscray Hospital
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Finn
19 September 2018

REPLY:
As the Member for Western Metropolitan Region would be aware the Government is committed to delivering a
new Footscray Hospital to meet the needs of the growing population of the inner west of Melbourne.
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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, 18 September 2018
Mental health
11 490.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 490 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 May 2018, page 2325.]

Mental health
11 513.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 513 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 May 2018, page 2325.]
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Mental health
11 535.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 535 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 May 2018, page 2325.]

Mental health
11 579.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 579 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 May 2018, page 2326.]

Equality
12 719.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): In
relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 50
Lonsdale Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
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Equality
12 720.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Equality): How
many full time equivalent staff, employed by the Department of Premier and Cabinet, were working
within your ministerial office located at 50 Lonsdale Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and
1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Creative industries
12 721.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Creative
Industries): How many full time equivalent female staff, employed by the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, were working within your ministerial office located at
50 Lonsdale Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Health
12 722.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Mental
Health): How many full time equivalent female staff, employed by the Department of Health and
Human Services, were working within your ministerial office located at 50 Lonsdale Street, Melbourne,
between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Treasurer
12 729.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): In relation to
ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 1 Treasury
Place, East Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
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Treasurer
12 730.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): In relation to staff,
employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 1 Treasury Place, East
Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018, how many full time equivalent staff were
employed by —
(1)
(2)

the Department of Treasury and Finance; and
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Women
12 746.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Women): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Health and Human
Services worked within your ministerial office located at 1 Spring Street, Melbourne, between
1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Health
12 749.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 50
Lonsdale Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Health
12 750.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Health and Human Services
worked within your ministerial office located at 50 Lonsdale Street, Melbourne, between 1 January
2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
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Local government
12 762.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment (for the Minister for Local
Government): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning worked within your ministerial office located at 121 Exhibition Street, Melbourne,
between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Early childhood education
12 778.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Early Childhood Education: In relation to the $18 million
that has been allocated for ten bilingual programs which will be introduced in 2019, as outlined on page
40 of the Budget 2018-19, Budget Paper 3 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

which ten languages will be selected as part of those programs;
how many hours per week will a child receive to be able to participate in these programs;
how many bilingual educators will be recruited to fulfil the program requirements; and
what consideration for bilingual teachers have been made for rural and regional kindergartens who
want to participate in this program.

ANSWER:
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 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 Expression of Interest process has now closed. It was 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.

Finance
12 813.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): What
specific level of funding did WorkSafe provide to the Victorian Trades Hall Council for the OHSRep
website or other purposes in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2016-17;
2017-18; and
2018-19.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has ensured that WorkSafe Victoria (WorkSafe) is well funded and able to invest
in measures to support workers’ health and safety.
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To that end, WorkSafe provides funding and programs to support external stakeholders, such as employee
organisations, employer organisations, and small and medium-sized businesses, to promote workplace safety and
prevention.
In 2016/17 grants to support programs included the Victorian Trades Hall Council’s Young Workers Centre, which
provides counselling, legal advice and education about workplace safety. Funding was also provided to the
Victorian Trades Hall Council for the OHSRep website, which provides important guidance and support to OHS
health and safety representatives.
[Question 12 813 reinstated by order of President on 24 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4576.]

Roads and road safety
12 829.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): When will the Plenty Road to Greensborough Highway upgrade that is due to start in early
2019 be completed.

ANSWER:
When the upgrade of the M80 Ring Road first commenced, the works were prioritised to improve the sections with
the worst road safety history and congestion. Since then work has continued to progress as planned and Plenty
Road to Greensborough Bypass section is scheduled for completion in late 2021.

Energy, environment and climate change
12 832.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): Who will have access to the email details of residents who provide
that data to the Victorian Energy Saver site.

ANSWER:
Any collection of personal information is held and used in accordance with the corresponding privacy statement,
which can be found at: https://www.victorianenergysaver.vic.gov.au/privacy.

Families and children
12 845.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the Flexible Support
Packages the Government announced to assist individuals escaping family violence, how many have
accessed the service from January 2017 to June 2018 and how many claimed for the following —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

rent;
home alarms;
CCTV;
clothing;
beds;
books;
medication; and
education.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government introduced Flexible Support Packages in January 2016. Since this time, the Labor
Government has allocated more than $64 million for more than 19 000 flexible support packages.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

5333

I am informed that from January 2017 to June 2018:
Over 10 660 packages were allocated to victim survivors escaping family violence from January 2017 to June 2018.
More than 7480 packages included goods and/or services to keep victim survivors safe and secure. This includes
assistance with rent, home alarms and CCTV.
More than 1800 packages included goods and/or services to keep victim survivors healthy and well. This includes
assistance with medication as well as other health and wellbeing needs.
More than 3750 packages included goods and/or services to support victim survivors’ capability to participate. This
includes books and education.
Clothing can be included across a range of categories and cannot be disaggregated.
A package can provide access to goods and/or services across more than one category of expenditure.

Families and children
12 846.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the recent announced
funding of $5.5 million for Community Support Groups with Sudanese communities in Dandenong and
Melton —
(1)
(2)

how many young people are projected to benefit from these support groups;
how much funding has been allocated for other culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD)
communities, such as the Chinese, Vietnamese, and Indian communities, and —
(a)
(b)

where will they be located, by local government area; and
who will manage the activities.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Andrews Labor Government has provided funding of $5.5 million to support a package of initiatives to
strengthen youth and community engagement in Wyndham, Melton (with reach into Brimbank) and Dandenong
(with reach into Casey).
This includes funding for the establishment, staffing and day to day operations of the three Community Support
Groups. (CSGs) and will engage with at least 450 young people and their families across these communities.’
In addition to the CSGs, this funding will deliver youth outreach workers, youth mentoring programs, parenting
programs, alcohol and drug outreach workers, family support packages and other community-identified activities to
strengthen local communities.
The Wyndham Community and Education Centre has been appointed to auspice the Wyndham CSG, and the
Centre for Multicultural Youth has been appointed to auspice the Melton and Dandenong CSGs. These
organisations will recruit CSG staff who will work with the local community to design and deliver activities, as
well as link in with existing programs, services and activities.
The Andrews Labor Government is providing a range of initiatives and programs across government that will
benefit young people from diverse communities.
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Families and children
12 847.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the After-Hours Child
Protection Emergency Service: From 30 May 2016 to date, per division, how many calls were —
(1)
(2)
(3)

received;
dropped; and
referred to a specialist support service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
54 719 calls were received by the After Hours Child Protection Emergency Service for the 2017-18 financial year.
This is a state-wide service.
As part of the 2015-16 Victorian Budget, $8.3 million was committed over 4 years to improve the service’s
capacity including updates to telecommunications infrastructure. As part of the Government’s additional child
protection practitioners funded in the 2015-16 Victorian Budget, more than 19 additional child protection
practitioners have been provided to extend the after-hours service.
This investment was boosted in the 2017-18 Budget with a further $1.6 million that funded 9 additional positions to
meet increasing demand for the service and this funding has been continued in the 2018-19 Victorian Budget.
The investment by the Andrews Labor Government has delivered robust improvement in service performance,
from a level of over 41 percent of calls abandoned in November 2014 to less than one percent for the 2017-18
financial year.
As a result, average wait times have fallen by more than 95 per cent in this term of government, with an average
wait time of 25 seconds as at 31 July 2018. This compares to an average wait of seven minutes in 2014 when the
Liberals were in charge and slashed funding.
It is not possible to calculate the number of calls referred to specialist support services.

Families and children
12 848.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the After-Hours Child
Protection Emergency Service, what is the average wait time of calls as at 31 July 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the Member to my answer to QoN.12847.

Families and children
12 849.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the announced
recruitment of 450 job roles for Cherry Creek Youth Justice Centre: How many of the following will be
employed on an ongoing basis —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

psychologists;
teachers;
cleaners;
gardeners; and
facility managers.
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ANSWER:
Work on the design and operating model for the Government’s new $288 million fit-for purpose youth justice
facility is currently underway. The final design and operating model will determine the number of individual roles
of each kind that will be required within the facility.
What I can say is that the Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that Youth Justice custodial
centres have the right staff in place to ensure young people are safely and securely managed. This year’s Budget
papers reveal an increase in the number of young people in custody as a result of the Government’s reforms to bail
and sentencing laws, and this trend is expected to continue.
As part of the Government’s unprecedented $1.2 billion overhaul of the Youth Justice system, we have funded
more than 280 new jobs across the system to better manage young people.
This includes recruiting additional Safety and Emergency Response Team (SERT) staff and delivering Tactical
Options training to staff to help them prevent and respond to violent and antisocial incidents inside Youth Justice
centres. We have also deployed Corrections Victoria Security and Emergency Services Group (SESG) staff at
Youth Justice centres, who are authorised to deploy OC spray and to take other measures, in the event of a serious
incident.
While the most critical requirement for any Youth Justice custodial centre is to provide a robust and highly secure
custodial facility, the Government recognises the need for such environments to support rehabilitation and a
reduction in reoffending. This will be the case for Cherry Creek Youth Justice Centre.
That’s why this year’s Budget commits $18.7 million to provide additional health and mental health services such
as increasing nursing staff and General Practitioner services, additional trained psychologists, improving
medication administration and a range of other health initiatives to support young people at Parkville and
Malmsbury. This is on top of increased health, mental health and rehabilitation services following investments in
the 2017-18 Budget.
The Government also allocated $2.5 million to expanding structured day programs across both youth justice
precincts, outside of school hours, to ensure young people in custody have less opportunity to be disruptive and
build pro social skills. This includes reinstating program coordinator positions that ceased under the previous
government.
The Government’s initial $50 million investment to address the priority recommendations of the landmark
Arnytage Ogloff Youth Justice Review, the first independent review of the Youth Justice system in 17 years,
includes the biggest ever expansion of young offender rehabilitation programs.
This means increased delivery of group based rehabilitative programs that address young people’s offending or
violent behaviour, and alcohol and drug issues. In addition, the department is also procuring and developing new
evidence-based offender behaviour programs including AOD, family violence, motor vehicle and a high intensity
violence intervention program.
We know the Liberal Party have flagged they will undertake a commission of audit should they win the next
election and slash and burn the Victorian public sector including Youth Justice Workers. The last time the Liberal’s
were in government, they cut 600 positions from the Department of Health and Human Services including
20 Youth Justice staff.
Cutting services is in the Liberal Party’s DNA — Jeff Kennett cut services, Ted Baillieu cut services, Denis
Napthine cut services, and Matthew Guy will too.
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Families and children
12 850.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the announced funding
for 30 places for the No to Violence’s Graduate Certificate in Male Family Violence —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many of the grantees are currently employed by Department of Health and Human Services
(DHHS);
what is the age range of the grantees;
how much funding has been allocated for these scholarships;
which local government areas or DHHS divisions the grantees are currently based; and
which local government areas or DHHS divisions the grantees will be based after completion of
the Graduate Certificate course.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All students are employed by DHHS funded organisations, not DHHS employed staff. The age range of students is
between approximately 20 and 60 years of age. $201 000 was provided to No to Violence to support 30 student
placements in 2018.
Students are based across the state, including from the following DHHS areas: Wimmera South West, Mallee,
Inner Gippsland, Outer Gippsland, Central Highlands, Bayside Peninsula, Southern Melbourne, Inner Eastern
Melbourne, Outer Eastern Melbourne, Hume Moreland, North Eastern Melbourne, Western Melbourne and
Brimbank Melton.
Graduates are not required to work in a specific local government area or DHHS Division on completion. Most
graduates complete their course placement within their current agency.

Families and children
12 851.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to emergency carers:
(1)

as at 30 June 2018, how many dedicated emergency carers does Victoria currently have in relation
to sibling placements —
(a)
(b)
(c)

how many are active;
how many are non-active; and
how many have left the system from June 2017 to July 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Foster and kinship carers are the unsung heroes of our community. The majority of foster carers are willing to
consider the placement of children at short notice or under emergency circumstances and many of these placements
involve siblings.
It is unclear what the members question refers to but given her reliance on referring to my media releases I can
advise that my department has a foster care model being piloted in the South division, which aims to recruit
emergency foster carers to care for sibling groups. This program is called ‘Keeping Connected’.
The Keeping Connected Initiative commenced in February 2018 and is delivered in partnership between Uniting
(Victoria/Tasmaina), Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency and Alfred Health. Keeping Connected is one of
many initiatives tested as part of the Roadmap for Reform: Strong Families, Safe Children reforms, to test new or
strengthened approaches to better support children and young people in the out of home care system.
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There is currently one active carer delivering the pilot model with recruitment of a second carer underway.
As at 1 July 2018, 36 sibling groups including 107 children and young people, have been supported by the Keeping
Connected initiative. These are emergency short term placements to allow for suitable placements to be located
with other carers, including kinship carers.

Families and children
12 852.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: As at 1 July 2018, how many
siblings groups have been supported by the State Government’s Keeping Connected program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to QoN 12851.

Families and children
12 853.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the establishment of a
Ministerial Advisory Committee for Volunteers and for Children in Out-of-Home Care, announced in
2015: Does this body still exist, and if so, how much has been expended on it as at 30 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Ministerial Advisory Committee for Children in Out of Home Care (the Committee) discontinued in late 2016
having successfully fulfilled its work plan. It was superseded by new governance groups under the Andrews Labor
Government’s landmark Roadmap for Reform: strong families; safe children. The Roadmap is our blueprint for
once-in-a-generation transformation designed to improve the lives of vulnerable Victorian children, young people
and families by shifting the system from crisis response to prevention and early intervention.
The 2018-19 Victorian Budget provided an unprecedented investment of $858.6 million to further support
vulnerable children, young people and their families.
The Ministerial Council for Volunteers (the Council) commenced in December 2015. The Council was established
to provide strategic policy advice to government and to inform a whole-of-sector approach to supporting and
strengthening the volunteer sector in Victoria.
As part of the 2018-19 Victorian Budget, an additional $500 000 was provided to a number of initiatives focused
on making it easier for people to volunteer — which is often a pathway to employment. This investment builds on
$145 000 that was provided in 2017-18 and supports the strategic priorities of the Council, which aims to improve
volunteering processes and create equity, as well as further opportunities for the sector.
Members of neither council were remunerated for their services.

Families and children
12 854.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the announcement of
additional funding for spot audits in residential care, how many spot audits have been undertaken in
2017-18.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In March 2014, the Victorian Auditor-General found that “there has been a fundamental failure to oversee and
ensure the safety of children in residential care.” At a time when serious issues relating to residential care facilities
was made public, the former Coalition Government failed to take measures to keep children living in residential
care safe.
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The Andrews Labor Government’s reform agenda is focused on ensuring as many children as possible live in
home-based care. For some children this means intervening early to ensure they can remain living safely at home
with their families. For others, who can not live safely with their families, the Labor Government is committed to
supporting home-based carer options. Residential care is an option of last resort.
In February 2015, the Andrews Labor Government announced a range of immediate actions to improve the safety
and wellbeing of Victorian children and young people in out of home care. This investment included $16 million to
increase staff in standard residential care units, including stand-up overnight staff and for the first time, $1.5 million
for sport audits of residential care facilities.
The spot audits are designed to ensure that the Department can enter a residential care unit at any time and make an
independent assessment of what may be happening as well as have discussions with the young people in those
units.
In 2017-18, 77 spot audits were completed on residential care services.

Families and children
12 855.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the State Government’s
program on Energy Concessions: According to local government area or Department of Health and
Human Services division, how many concession card holders applied for the following concession
programs for the period of 1 July 2017 to 30 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)

annual electricity concession;
excess electricity concession;
controlled load electricity concession;
electricity transfer fee waiver;
medical cooling concession;
service to property charge concession;
winter gas concession;
excess gas concession; and
non-mains energy concession.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Concession payments are delivered directly by energy retailers, water corporations and municipal councils.
The Department of Health and Human Services does not collect concessions data at a local government area or
departmental division level.
Concessions output data for 2017-18 will be available when published in the Department of Health and Human
Services’ annual report.

Families and children
12 856.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: In relation to the State Government’s
program on Water Concessions: According to local government area or Department of Health and
Human Services division, how many concession card holders applied for the following concession
programs for the period of 1 July 2017 to 30 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

water and sewerage concession; and
non-mains water concession.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the member to my answer to Question on Notice 12855.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 864.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the announced initiative on Social Housing Investment Planning
(SHIP), how many social housing units will be built in the following areas —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)

Cardinia;
Casey;
Darebin;
Frankston;
Geelong;
Glen Eira;
Hobsons Bay;
Knox;
Moonee Valley
Mount Alexander;
Port Phillip;
Warrnambool;
Whittlesea;
Hume;
Mitchell;
Wyndham; and
Yarra Ranges.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Social Housing Investment Planning (SHIP) Grants were provided to successful Local Government
Authorities (LGAs) to identify, unlock and create land parcels for future social housing.
Local government is a significant land holder in Victoria. Just as importantly it is also central to most key land use
and planning issues in Victoria. It is the natural vehicle to drive new land and project packaging for social housing
development.
Unlike the Liberal Party that opposes social housing developments across our state, many Councils recognise the
importance of growing social housing in their neighbourhoods, and the SHIP grants will help them plan how to do
that. The SHIP Grants will also foster a pipeline of future social housing by helping local government to establish
the key partnerships necessary at a local level within their communities.
The SHIP grants enable Councils to prepare for the many opportunities to grow social housing thanks to the
Andrews Labor Government’s Social Housing Growth Fund, which see an additional 2200 social housing
dwellings created in five years.
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Housing, disability and ageing
12 865.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the 6500 state public housing tenants whose heaters have been
disconnected in April 2018 —
(1) how many tenants have been provided with replacement heaters;
(2) how many tenants are still waiting for their heaters to be installed; and
(3) when will the replacement heaters be completely installed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I am advised that all affected tenants have been offered replacement heating.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 866.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): According to local government area, how many public housing tenants whose
heaters have been found to be faulty have applied for a rent subsidy.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Tenants do not need to apply as subsidies are credited to their rent directly.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 867.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing): In relation to repair and maintenance procedures in public housing sites in Victoria —
(1) how much is provided for garden maintenance;
(2) how many public housing tenants have lodged claims for garden maintenance;
(3) how many public housing tenants have lodged claims due to injuries caused while undertaking
garden maintenance; and
(4) how many people are employed to undertake garden maintenance at each public housing site and
are any of these people employed public housing tenants themselves, and, if so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under the Public Tenants Employment Program (PTEP), public housing tenants are employed as part of the garden
maintenance contracts.
The Andrews Labor Government has reversed the Liberals’ $330 million cuts to housing, tripled investment in
housing initiatives with over $1 billion invested in this term of government. Details of this expenditure and staffing
are available via the DHHS annual report.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 868.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): According to each public housing facility, how many public housing tenants
operate a family day care program in public housing sites.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The requested data is not available.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 18 September 2018

COUNCIL

5341

Housing, disability and ageing
12 869.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the Department of Education and Training’s Navigator
Program —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

how many children have been supported since its commencement;
have any participants of the program come from the youth justice system and, if so, how many;
have any participants of the program come from Victoria’s out-of-home care system and, if so,
how many; and
have any participants of the program been on child protection orders and, if so, how many.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Education and should be directed as such.

Police
12 871.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to firearms recorded on the firearms register established pursuant to section 113 of the Firearms
Act 1996, how many firearms were reported stolen in the following financial years —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

2012-13;
2013-14;
2014-15;
2015-16;
2016-17; and
2017-18.

ANSWER:
I am advised that neither Victoria Police nor the Crime Statistics Agency publish information on the number of
firearms recorded on the firearms register that were reported stolen during the relevant years. Victoria Police does
not report on information on the firearms register or through the crime statistics data.
However, I am able to provide the number of firearms stolen in theft or burglary/break and enter offences where
‘firearm type’ is recorded. I have provided data on ‘firearm types’ recorded in Victoria Police’s LEAP system that
largely correspond with the definition of ‘firearms’ in the Firearms Act 1996. These are firearm types that would
ordinarily require registration.
Type
Rifle
Shotgun
Air Rifle
Gun
Other Firearm
Pistol
Revolver
Total

2012-13
386
266
64
33
15
23
8
795

2013-14
344
252
55
49
6
6
2
714

2014-15
362
240
50
36
22
19
10
739

Please note that for the 2017-18 financial year, data is not yet available.

2015-16
334
230
51
9
154
20
15
813

2016-17
354
254
46
6
63
10
1
734
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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.

Wednesday, 19 September 2018
Police
12 872.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many female prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 a.m. on the following dates —
(1)
(2)

30 June 2018; and
31 July 2018.

ANSWER:
The number of female prisoners held in police cells at 7.00 am on the specified dates is as follows:
Date
30 June 2018
31 July 2018

Number of female
prisoners
19
9

Police
12 873.

MR O’DONOHUE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): How
many male prisoners were held in police cells at 7.00 a.m. on the following dates —
(1)
(2)

30 June 2018; and
31 July 2018.

ANSWER:
The number of male prisoners held in police cells at 7.00am on the specified dates is as follows:
Date
30 June 2018
31 July 2018

Number of male prisoners
160
295
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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.

Thursday, 20 September 2018
Ambulance services
10 191.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Ambulance
Services): Regarding the thunderstorm asthma event across Victoria on 21 November 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

which of the Minister’s advisors was first advised by Ambulance Victoria of the unfolding
thunderstorm asthma event;
at what time was that ministerial advisor advised by Ambulance Victoria of the unfolding
thunderstorm asthma event;
at what time was the Minister first informed of the thunderstorm asthma event; and
who first informed the Minister of the thunderstorm asthma event.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The final report of the Inspector General of Emergency Management into the emergency response to the
thunderstorm asthma event in November 2016 is available at www2.health.vic.gov.au/about/publications/
researchandreports/thunderstorm-asthma-igem-review-final-report-April-2017.
[Question 10 191 reinstated by order of President on 7 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4947.]

Health
10 921.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Yarraville South —
(1)
(2)
(3)

on what date did the onsite nurse start taking appointments;
how many hours a week is the onsite nurse employed; and
how many appointments has the onsite nurse undertaken from commencement of offering that
service to 28 February 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The onsite nurse started taking appointments at the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Yarraville South on
29 August 2016.
An onsite nurse is employed four and a half hours per day at every Supercare Pharmacy — for a total of 31.5 hours
a week. The onsite nurse sees patients for four hours a day — for a total of 28 hours a week.
As at August 2018, more than 235 000 visits have been made to Supercare Pharmacies, between 10pm and 7am
since the initiative commenced, with patient numbers increasing every month. There have been more than
16 000 patients seen by nursing staff across the Supercare Pharmacies.
[Question 10 921, parts (1) and (3), reinstated by order of President on 4 September 2018. Hansard reference to
original answer: 22 August 2018, page 4579.]
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Health
10 922.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Craigieburn —
(1)
(2)
(3)

on what date did the onsite nurse start taking appointments;
how many hours a week is the onsite nurse employed; and
how many appointments has the onsite nurse undertaken from commencement of offering that
service to 28 February 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The onsite nurse started taking appointments at the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Craigieburn on 26 August
2016.
An onsite nurse is employed four and a half hours per day at every Supercare Pharmacy — for a total of 31.5 hours
a week. The onsite nurse sees patients for four hours a day — for a total of 28 hours a week.
As at August 2018, more than 235 000 visits have been made to Supercare Pharmacies, between 10pm and 7am
since the initiative commenced, with patient numbers increasing every month. There have been more than
16 000 patients seen by nursing staff across the Supercare Pharmacies.
[Question 10 922, parts (1) and (3), reinstated by order of President on 4 September 2018. Hansard reference to
original answer: 22 August 2018, page 4579.]

Health
10 924.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Ballarat —
(1)
(2)
(3)

on what date did the onsite nurse start taking appointments;
how many hours a week is the onsite nurse employed; and
how many appointments has the onsite nurse undertaken from commencement of offering that
service to 28 February 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The onsite nurse started taking appointments at the Victorian Supercare Pharmacy in Ballarat on 24 August 2016.
An onsite nurse is employed four and a half hours per day at every Supercare Pharmacy — for a total of 31.5 hours
a week. The onsite nurse sees patients for four hours a day — for a total of 28 hours a week.
As at August 2018, more than 235 000 visits have been made to Supercare Pharmacies, between 10pm and 7am
since the initiative commenced, with patient numbers increasing every month. There have been more than 16 000
patients seen by nursing staff across the Supercare Pharmacies.
[Question 10 924, parts (1) and (3), reinstated by order of President on 4 September 2018. Hansard reference to
original answer: 22 August 2018, page 4580.]
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Health
11 231.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to Dental Services “Total Output Cost” in each of 2015-16 $223.6 million, and 2016-17
$247.6 million —
(1)
(2)
(3)

how much funding is from the Federal Government;
how much funding is from the State Government; and
how much funding is from third party revenue or other sources.

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving the oral health of Victorians.
The Government signed the new National Partnership Agreement on Public Dental Services for Adults, which
covers the period 1 January 2017 to 30 June 2019 to ensure that Victoria continues to receive this vital funding
from the Commonwealth.
However, the Government remains disappointed that funding under this new Agreement represents a cut of
approximately 30% on previous Commonwealth investment.
In Victoria, this is a loss of almost $30 million over two and a half years.
Had the Commonwealth maintained its previous level of investment, Victoria’s dental health program would be
able to treat approximately 20 000 additional disadvantaged people per annum.
In stark contrast to the Commonwealth Liberal Government, we have taken action to drive down dental waiting
lists with a $12 million boost to fast track people with urgent needs to the front of the queue.
I encourage the community who will be affected by the Turnbull Government’s cuts to contact their local Federal
Liberal MP’s to urgently restore funding to public dental.

Special Minister of State
11 475.

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

ANSWER:
I have been surprised that the member has sought the reinstatement of this question on two separate occasions
given that I showed him the specific information (in written form) in the chamber during a sitting of the parliament.
[Question 11 475 reinstated by order of President on 27 March 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
15 December 2017, page 7065.]

Finance
11 478.

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

ANSWER:
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.
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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 11 478 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4947.]

Industry and employment
11 479.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 11 479 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4948.]

Industrial relations
11 481.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the premier.
[Question 11 481 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 August 2018, page 4105.]

Planning
11 485.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): 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 11 485 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2018, page 2316.]
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Health
11 489.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 489 reinstated by order of President on 23 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4530.]

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 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 July 2018, page 3819.]

Special Minister of State
11 497.

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

ANSWER:
I have been surprised that the member has sought the reinstatement of this question on two separate occasions
given that I showed him the specific information (in written form) in the chamber during a sitting of the parliament.
On the 21st August 2018 I drew and showed him a venn diagram of my staffing profile from which he could then
deduce how many female staff are working in my office.
[Question 11 497 reinstated by order of President on 27 March 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
15 December 2017, page 7065.]
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Industry and employment
11 501.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 11 501 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4949.]

Industrial relations
11 503.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the premier.
[Question 11 503 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 August 2018, page 4107.]

Planning
11 508.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): 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 11 508 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2018, page 2316.]

Health
11 512.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
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.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 512 reinstated by order of President on 23 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4531.]

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 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 July 2018, page 3819.]

Special Minister of State
11 520.

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

ANSWER:
I have been surprised that the member has sought the reinstatement of this question on two separate occasions
given that I showed him the specific information (in written form) in the chamber during a sitting of the parliament.
[Question 11 520 reinstated by order of President on 27 March 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
15 December 2017, page 7066.]

Finance
11 523.

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

ANSWER:
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.
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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 11 523 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4949.]

Industry and employment
11 524.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 11 524 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4950.]

Industrial relations
11 526.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the premier.
[Question 11 526 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 August 2018, page 4109.]

Planning
11 530.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): 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 11 530 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2018, page 2317.]
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Health
11 534.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 534 reinstated by order of President on 23 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4531.]

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 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 July 2018, page 3820.]

Special Minister of State
11 542.

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

ANSWER:
I have been surprised that the member has sought the reinstatement of this question on two separate occasions
given that I showed him the specific information (in written form) in the chamber during a sitting of the parliament.
On the 21st August 2018 I drew and showed him a venn diagram of my staffing profile from which he could then
deduce how many female staff are working in my office.
[Question 11 542, part (3), reinstated by order of President on 8 May 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
15 December 2017, page 7066.]
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Finance
11 545.

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

ANSWER:
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 11 545 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4950.]

Industry and employment
11 546.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 11 546 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4951.]

Industrial relations
11 548.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the premier.
[Question 11 548 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 August 2018, page 4110.]

Planning
11 552.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): 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.
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ANSWER:
Unlike the Liberals who did nothing but cut services for four years — we make no Victorians 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 rad 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 11 552 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2018, page 2318.]

Health
11 556.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 556 reinstated by order of President on 23 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4531.]

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.
[Question 11 559 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 July 2018, page 3820.]

Special Minister of State
11 564.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: 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.
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ANSWER:
I have been surprised that the member has sought the reinstatement of this question on two separate occasions
given that I showed him the specific information (in written form) in the chamber during a sitting of the parliament.
[Question 11 564 reinstated by order of President on 27 March 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
15 December 2017, page 7067.]

Finance
11 567.

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

ANSWER:
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 11 567 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4951.]

Industry and employment
11 568.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 11 568 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4952.]

Industrial relations
11 570.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the premier.
[Question 11 570 reinstated by order of President on 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
7 August 2018, page 4112.]
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Planning
11 574.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Planning): 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 11 574 reinstated by order of President on 7 June 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2018, page 2318.]

Health
11 578.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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 11 578 reinstated by order of President on 23 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
21 August 2018, page 4531.]

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 21 August 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
25 July 2018, page 3820.]
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Health
12 294.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for
illicit drug overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2015 to 30 June 2016 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 295.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2014 to 30 June 2015 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 296.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2013 to 30 June 2014 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.
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Health
12 297.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2012 to 30 June 2013 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 298.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2012 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 299.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2010 to 30 June 2011 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.
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Health
12 300.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2009 to 30 June 2010 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 301.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2008 to 30 June 2009 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 302.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2007 to 30 June 2008 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.
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Health
12 303.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2006 to 30 June 2007 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 304.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2005 to 30 June 2006 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 305.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2004 to 30 June 2005 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.
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Health
12 306.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 307.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2002 to 30 June 2003 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 308.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2001 to 30 June 2002 in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

the City of Port Phillip;
the City of Wyndham;
the City of Yarra;
the Greater Melbourne region; and
the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.
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Health
12 309.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 2000 to 30 June 2001 in —
(1) the City of Port Phillip;
(2) the City of Wyndham;
(3) the City of Yarra;
(4) the Greater Melbourne region; and
(5) the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Health
12 310.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to ambulance call out data, what is the number of Victorian ambulance call outs for illicit drug
overdoses each month during the period 1 July 1999 to 30 June 2000 in —
(1) the City of Port Phillip;
(2) the City of Wyndham;
(3) the City of Yarra;
(4) the Greater Melbourne region; and
(5) the state of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The data as you requested is not available however the number of ambulance calls out for illicit drug related
attendances can be found here: https://www.aodstats.org.au.

Ambulance services
12 525.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Ambulance Services): In relation to the Emergency Medical Response (EMR) program—
(1) how many events have been attended by the Country Fire Authority (CFA) firefighters first since
the commencement of the EMR program; and
(2) according to media reports, 28 CFA brigades are delivering EMR, can the Minister advise which
CFA brigades are participating.

ANSWER:
I am advised that Emergency Medical Responders attended 5372 events in 2017/18.
There are currently 30 Country Fire Authority locations delivering EMR: Berwick, Edithvale, Pakenham, Patterson
River, Rosebud, Rowville, South Warrandyte, Springvale, Whittlesea, Boronia, Cranbourne, Dandenong,
Frankston, Hallam, Mornington, Melton, Craigieburn, Greenvale, Sunbury, Caroline Springs, Point Cook, Hoppers
Crossing, Eltham, South Morang, Traralgon, Morwell, Shepparton, Ballarat City, Lucas, and Bendigo.
[Question 12 525, part (1), reinstated by order of President on 4 September 2018. Hansard reference to original
answer: 21 August 2018, page 4561.]
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Health
12 614.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to home-based hospital services in Victoria —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

what were the estimated number of days of Hospital in the Home during the 2015 16 and 2016-17
financial years;
how many calculated bed equivalents were there for Hospital in the Home during the 2015 16 and
2016-17 financial years;
what were the estimated number of episodes of Rehabilitation in the Home during the 2015-16
and 2016-17 financial years;
how many calculated bed equivalents were there for Rehabilitation in the Home during the
2015-16 and 2016-17 financial years;
what were the estimated average number of patients in home-based renal dialysis during the
2015-16 and 2016-17 financial years; and
how many calculated bed equivalents were there for home-based renal dialysis during the 2015-16
and 2016-17 financial years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The estimated number of days of Hospital in the Home for the period were over 450 000.
The calculated bed equivalents for Hospital in the Home for the period were over 1450.
The estimated number of episodes of Rehabilitation in the Home for the period were over 28 000. Some
Rehabilitation in the Home episodes are also classified as Hospital in the Home episodes and bed equivalents for
Rehabilitation in the Home cannot be calculated.
The estimated average number of patients in home-based renal dialysis during both 2015-16 and 2016-17 was over
1660.
The calculated bed equivalents for home-based renal dialysis during both 2015-16 and 2016-17 was over 430.

Health
12 701.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to funding for health services to meet additional electricity costs —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what was the additional cost of gas and electricity to health services in 2017-18.
how many Victorian hospitals have alternative power generation capacity to give certainty of
supply and save costs;
which hospitals have alternative power generation capacity and —
(a)
(b)

(4)
(5)

what is their alternative source of energy;
what percentage of power consumption does it offset;

how many hospitals are solely reliant on power supplied by the electricity grid, excluding
emergency backup; and
does the Department of Health and Human Services monitor the maintenance and testing of
emergency backup power.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The cost of energy to Victorian health services is reported annually and is publicly available.
Details of hospitals with alternative sources of power is available on the Department of Health and Human Services
website.
The Department of Health and Human Services monitors the maintenance and testing of emergency backup power.
[Question 12 701, parts (1) to (4), reinstated by order of President on 4 September 2018. Hansard reference to
original answer: 21 August 2018, page 4566.]

Health
12 702.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to funding for health services to meet the additional costs of the doctor’s Enterprise
Bargaining Agreement (EBA) —
(1)

what was/is the total cost in each of the following financial years of the new doctor’s EBA —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)
(3)

2017-18;
2018-19;
2019-20;
2020-21;

what is the cost base for doctor’s salaries on which estimates for increases are based; and
how much additional funding has been provided to hospitals and health services specifically to
meet the additional cost from the doctor’s EBA.

ANSWER:
I am. informed that:
As has been publicly announced, pay rises associated with the most recently agreed doctors’ EBA are as follows:
2017-18 — 6% plus 3%, 2018-19 — 3%, 2019-20 — 3% and 2020-21 — 3%.
The total salaries and wages base (inclusive of allowances and penalties) for all doctors directly employed by
Victorian public hospitals and health services as at 30 June 2017 was $2.75 billion, inclusive of salary-related
on-costs.
Funding for Victoria’s public hospitals and health services, enabling them employ staff including doctors, under the
terms of the new EBA, is part of the Acute Health Services output of the Victorian Budget. This has risen from
$10.3 billion in the 2014-15 Budget to $14.1 billion in the 2018-19 Budget.
Further detail about staff costs for health services and other public hospitals is publicly available, found in annual
reports, tabled in the Victorian Parliament.

Health
12 704.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to the cost of the Ambulance Work Value Case —
(1)
(2)
(3)

what is the estimated dollar cost in 2018-19 and 2019-20 of the Paramedic Work Value Case;
how much of the additional costs were already built into the 2018-19 Budget; and
how much is funded from the additional $15.2 million in the 2018-19 Budget.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funding to support Ambulance Victoria to deliver services in line with the Government’s expectations, outlined in
its Statement of Priorities, and for other purposes will be made available in due course. This funding enables
Ambulance Victoria to pay its workforce in line with its obligations under existing enterprise arrangements,
including those announced with the outcome of the Fair Work Commission Work Value Case.
Ambulance Victoria was provided $15.2 million in additional funding in this year’s State Budget to support it to
meet growth and continue to improve Ambulance response times.

Industry and employment
12 723.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): In relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial
office located at 121 Exhibition Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
[Question 12 723 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4953.]

Industry and employment
12 724.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Industry and
Employment): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources worked within your ministerial office located at 121
Exhibition Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 12 724 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4953.]

Roads and road safety
12 725.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office
located at 1 Spring Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
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Roads and road safety
12 726.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to staff, employed working in your ministerial office located at 1 Spring Street,
Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018, how many full time equivalent staff were
employed by —
(1)
(2)
(3)

the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources;
the Transport Accident Commission; and
VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Special Minister of State
12 731.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to ministerial staff,
employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 1 Treasury Place, East
Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: There were 9.6 full time equivalent employees located in my office that were employed by the
Premier between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018, in which 7.6 full time equivalent employees were females and 2
were males.

Special Minister of State
12 732.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to staff, employed by the
Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 1 Treasury Place, East Melbourne, between
1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018, how many full time equivalent staff were employed by —
(1)
(2)

the Department of Premier and Cabinet; and
the Department of Treasury and Finance.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: There are no employees employed by the Premier and the Department of Premier and Cabinet
or the Department of Treasury and Finance during the period mentioned above.

Energy, environment and climate change
12 735.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): In relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in
your ministerial office located at 8 Nicholson Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June
2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5368

COUNCIL

Thursday, 20 September 2018

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
[Question 12 735 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4954.]

Energy, environment and climate change
12 736.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department
of Environment, Land, Water and Planning worked within your ministerial office located at 8 Nicholson
Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 12 736 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4954.]

Finance
12 737.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office located at 1
Macarthur Street, East Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Finance
12 738.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): In
relation to staff, working in your ministerial office located at 1 Macarthur Street, East Melbourne,
between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018, how many full time equivalent staff were employed by —
(1)
(2)
(3)

the Department of Treasury and Finance;
the Victorian WorkCover Authority; and
the Transport Accident Commission.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.
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Multicultural affairs
12 739.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Premier and Cabinet
worked within your ministerial office located at 1 Macarthur Street, East Melbourne, between 1 January
2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Industrial relations
12 743.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): In relation to ministerial staff, employed by the Premier, working in your ministerial office
located at 1 Spring Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018 —
(1)
(2)

what was the number of full time equivalent employees and what were their specific job titles; and
how many of these full time equivalent employees were female and what were their specific job
titles.

ANSWER:
I am informed that ministerial staff are employed by the Premier. Information regarding staffing numbers would be
best addressed to the Premier.

Industrial relations
12 744.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources worked within your ministerial office located at 1 Spring
Street, Melbourne, between 1 January 2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.

Aboriginal affairs
12 745.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment (for the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs): How many full time equivalent staff employed by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet worked within your ministerial office located at 1 Spring Street, Melbourne, between 1 January
2018 and 1 June 2018.

ANSWER:
I am informed that numbers regarding departmental staff on secondment are not held by my office but their own
relevant agency.
[Question 12 745 reinstated by order of President on 5 September 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
4 September 2018, page 4955.]
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Aboriginal affairs
12 857.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment (for the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs): In relation to the $49 000 grant funding for the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
(VACCA) to develop a business case on the viability of youth foyer to provide disadvantaged young
people with secure accommodation, case management, education and training —
(1)
(2)

when is the business case expected to be completed; and
how many young people are projected to benefit from this youth foyer.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

When is the business case expected to be completed.

(2)

How many young people are projected to benefit from this youth foyer.

(1)

It is expected that the business case will be completed, and the Victorian Government provided with a copy,
by 3 June 2019. The business case process will enable The Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
(VACCA) to undertake preliminary planning by engaging with potential partners and the broader community.
The Youth Foyer Model intends to establish a culturally safe environment that supports disadvantaged
Aboriginal young people. It will respond to individuals who are disengaged from education and employment,
who are homeless or facing homelessness, and who are part of the Victoria’s Justice or Child Care Systems.
The Youth Foyer Model will aim to achieve improved outcomes for Aboriginal young people by providing
secure accommodation, case management services and education and training opportunities.

(2)

VACCA anticipates that this model of service delivery might benefit annually up to 40 Aboriginal people
aged 16 to 24 years in the Casey, Cardinia, Latrobe Valley, Greater Dandenong, Banyule, Darebin, Hume,
Moonee Valley, Moreland, Nillumbik and Whittlesea areas.
At this stage funding has been provided to develop a business case on the viability of the youth foyer service
model. The business case is likely to determine, with greater specificity, the number of young people that are
projected to benefit from the youth foyer. The capacity and service reach of the proposed facilities would
ultimately depend on the quantum of any future capital works investment in the youth foyer.

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL

MEMBERS INDEX

Members statements
Hampton Park Men’s Shed, 4980

BATH, Ms (Eastern Victoria)

Points of order, 4994, 5085, 5157

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Foster care, 5128
Latrobe Valley Squash, 5046
Traralgon train stabling facility, 5246
Constituency questions

Foster carers, 5156, 5158
Kindergarten funding, 5080
Parkville youth justice centre, 4993, 4994
Youth justice centres, 5081, 5082

Eastern Victoria Region, 5165
Government performance, 5067
Members statements
Victorian Farmers Federation, 4981
Questions without notice
East Gippsland drought, 5084
BOURMAN, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5032
Felicitations, 5242
Members statements
International Pregnancy and Infant Loss Remembrance Day, 5140
Need for Feed, 5140
Questions without notice
Drought assistance, 5077, 5078

DALIDAKIS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan) (Minister for Trade and
Investment, Minister for Innovation and the Digital Economy and
Minister for Small Business)
Consumer Policy Research Centre
Report 2017–18, 5131
Bills
Building Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and Other
Matters) Bill 2018, 5143, 5144, 5145, 5146, 5147, 5148, 5149,
5150, 5151, 5152, 5153, 5154, 5166, 5169
Members statements
Parkhill Primary School, 5140
Southern Metropolitan Region schools, 5140
Yom Kippur, 5054
Ministers statements
Aboriginal entrepreneur funding, 4976
Governor of Victoria Export Awards, 5137
South-East Asia trade, 4975
Points of order, 5103

CARLING-JENKINS, Dr (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5020,
5034, 5037, 5038, 5039
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Crimes Amendment (Unlicensed Drivers) Bill 2018, 4972

Questions without notice
AGL Crib Point gas terminal, 5077
Gambling regulation, 5160, 5161
Written responses to questions without notice
Land rezoning, 5254
Massage parlours, 5254

Members statements
Felicitations, 5139
Questions without notice
Prison capacity, 4995

DALLA-RIVA, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Members statements
Valedictory statement, 4982
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee

CROZIER, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)

Alert Digest No. 14, 4972

Adjournment
Child gender transitioning, 5127
Public housing maintenance, 5046
The Home Stretch, 5247
Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 5086
Government performance, 5072

DAVIS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Taxi and hire car industry, 5047
Bills
Building Amendment (Registration of Building Trades and Other
Matters) Bill 2018, 5143, 5144, 5145, 5146, 5147, 5148, 5149,
5150, 5152, 5153, 5154, 5166, 5167, 5168, 5169

i

MEMBERS INDEX
ii

COUNCIL
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5025

Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 5000, 5086
Government performance, 5088
Members statements
Government performance, 5055, 5142
Points of order, 5048, 5100, 5131, 5214
Public land use, 5099
Questions without notice
Transdev bus contract, 4991
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2018–19,
5123

FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Ballarat Road, Albion, traffic lights, 5045
Footscray Hospital, 5126
Sunbury Road duplication, 5245
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5181
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5021
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5219,
5232
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 4999, 5087, 5164
Members statements
Autism funding, 4979

DUNN, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Barwon Downs borefield, 5125
Fitzsimons Lane, Templestowe, bus lanes, 5043
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 4999, 5087, 5164

Petitions
VicRoads Sunshine office, 5131
Points of order, 5022
Statements on reports and papers
Family and Community Development Committee: services for
people with autism spectrum disorder, 5121

Government performance, 5066
Members statements
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 4979
Public land use, 5104
Questions without notice
Native forest carbon stores, 5078, 5079
Native forest logging, 5079, 5160
Rulings, 5074

FITZHERBERT, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Sandringham College, 5127
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5188
Constituency questions
Southern Metropolitan Region, 5165

EIDEH, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Valedictory statements
Mr Eideh, 5197

Government performance, 5113
Members statements
St Kilda Mums, 5056
Statements on reports and papers

ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan) (The Deputy President)

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2018–19,
5119

Business of the house
Standing orders, 4982
Members statements
Egyptian Jazz Projekt, 4980
Felicitations, 5139
Sister Salam Mouawad, 4980
Parliamentary departments
Reports 2017–18, 5051

GEPP, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 5086
Law Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee
Crimes Amendment (Unlicensed Drivers) Bill 2018, 4972
Members statements
Cobram District Health, 5055
Crime statistics, 5142
J. Furphy & Sons, 5055

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL
Points of order, 5157

Public land use, 5098

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Special Minister of
State)

LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)

Adjournment
Ballarat Road, Albion, traffic lights, 5048
Country Fire Authority Clyde station, 5048
Fitzsimons Lane, Templestowe, bus lanes, 5048
Kialla West Primary School pedestrian crossing, 5048
Latrobe Valley Squash, 5049
Maribyrnong and Werribee rivers, 5049
Police resources, 5049
Public housing maintenance, 5049
Sydney Road Community School, 5048
Upfield rail line, 5048
Western Victoria Region rail services, 5048

iii

Adjournment
Kialla West Primary School pedestrian crossing, 5042
Northern Victoria Region roads, 5244
Shepparton radiotherapy services, 5124
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 4998, 5087, 5165
Members statements
Walsh Street shootings anniversary, 5140
Points of order, 5218
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2018–19,
5118

Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5190, 5199, 5200, 5201, 5202, 5203, 5204, 5205, 5206,
5207, 5208, 5209, 5212, 5213
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5234,
5236
Business of the house
Standing orders, 4989, 5004
Felicitations, 5241

MELHEM, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5186
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5014
Members statements
Victorian Automotive Transition Taskforce, 4980

Points of order, 5132
Privileges Committee
Matters relating to misuse of electorate office staffing entitlements,
5131
Questions on notice
Answers, 4998, 5085, 5163
Questions without notice
Climate change, 4997, 4998
Country Fire Authority, 5162, 5163
Member conduct, 5155
Native forest carbon stores, 5078, 5079
Native forest logging, 5160
Production of documents, 4991
Victorian Multicultural Commission awards, 5155
Written responses to questions without notice
Production of documents, 5252, 5255, 5256
Public sector employee information, 5255
West Footscray factory fire, 5252
LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Members statements
Level crossing removals, 5142
Mullum Mullum Trail, 5056
Points of order, 5100

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Families and
Children, Minister for Early Childhood Education and Minister for
Youth Affairs)
Adjournment
Deer control, 5248
Foster and kinship carers, 5248
Member for Eltham, 5248
Northern Victoria Region roads, 5248
Sunbury Road duplication, 5248
The Home Stretch, 5249
Traralgon train stabling facility, 5248
Government performance, 5069
Ministers statements
Aboriginal Children’s Forum, 5137
Early childhood infrastructure, 5138
Kindergarten funding, 4975
Kindergarten prepurchased places program, 5052
Men’s sheds, 4976
Neighbourhood houses, 5052
Wakakirri Secondary School Challenge, 4977
Young Pasifika, 5053
Youth Space Latrobe, 5136
Points of order, 5022, 5244, 5247

MEMBERS INDEX
iv
Questions without notice
Foster carers, 5157, 5158
Ice Action Plan grants, 4994, 4995
Kindergarten funding, 5080, 5081
Parkville youth justice centre, 4993, 4994
West Footscray factory fire, 4996
Youth justice centres, 5081, 5082
Standing Committee on Legal and Social Issues
Youth justice centres, 5131
Written responses to questions without notice
Epilepsy Foundation, 5251
Ice Action Plan grants, 5259
Kindergarten funding, 5261
North Richmond supervised injecting facility, 5251
Parkville youth justice centre, 5258
West Footscray factory fire, 5259
Youth justice centres, 5261
MORRIS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5183
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5030
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5215,
5230
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 4999, 5086
Government performance, 5058
Members statements

COUNCIL
Members statements
Detective Senior Sergeant Victor Kostiuk, 4981
Petitions
Belgrave South Community House, 4969
Points of order, 4992, 5085, 5158, 5218
Questions without notice
Corrections system, 5158, 5159
Police resources, 4992
Prison capacity, 4991, 4992
Prisoner court attendance, 5082, 5083
Timber industry, 5155, 5156
ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Upfield rail line, 5043
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5179
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5217
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 4999
Government performance, 5075, 5087
Members statements
Australia India Business Organisation, 5141
Sri Lanka trade delegation, 5141
Petitions
Mickleham and Somerton roads, Greenvale, 4969

Ballan Recreation Reserve, 4978
O’SULLIVAN, Mr (Northern Victoria)
MULINO, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5174
Members statements
Social enterprise sector, 4978
Valedictory statements
Mr Mulino, 5191

Adjournment
Deer control, 5245
Government performance, 5063
Members statements
Bendigo GovHub, 4978
Points of order, 5085, 5100
Questions without notice
Yabbie fishing nets, 5083
Statements on reports and papers

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment

Department of Treasury and Finance: budget papers 2018–19,
5120

Police resources, 5046
Constituency questions
Eastern Victoria Region, 5000
Government performance, 5111

PATTEN, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Victorian Electoral Commission student enrolment, 5125

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5178
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5023,
5034, 5035, 5036, 5039, 5040
Business of the house
Standing orders, 5003
Constituency questions
Northern Metropolitan Region, 5164
Members statements
Felicitations, 5142
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
End-of-term report, 4971
Questions without notice
AGL Crib Point gas terminal, 5077
Rulings, 5100, 5103

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
Acknowledgement of country, 4969
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5051
Distinguished visitors, 5078
Felicitations, 5242
International Day of Democracy, 4970
Members statements
Mat Bowtell, 5057
Parliamentary privilege
Right of reply: Greg Barber, 5136
Questions without notice
Written responses, 4998, 5085, 5163
Rulings, 4992, 4993, 4994, 5048, 5085, 5132, 5157, 5159, 5163,
5214, 5218, 5244, 5247
Rulings by the Chair

PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5016,
5035, 5036, 5037, 5038, 5039, 5040, 5041
Business of the house

Questions on notice, 4977
Suspension of members
Mr Gepp, 5159
Mr Morris, 5162
Mr Ondarchie, 5159

Standing orders, 4986, 5000, 5006
Members statements
Felicitations, 5056
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget estimates 2018–19, 4974
End-of-term report, 4970
PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Dingley Village golf course development, 5128
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 5164
Government performance, 5116
Members statements
Pat Dooley, 4982
Victorian Multicultural Commission awards, 4982
Points of order, 5129
Questions without notice
Victorian Multicultural Commission awards, 5155
Statements on reports and papers
Privileges Committee: matters relating to misuse of electorate
office staffing entitlements, 5122

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Agriculture and
Minister for Regional Development)
Bills
Essential Services Commission (Governance, Procedural and
Administrative Improvements) Amendment Bill 2018, 5214
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment Bill
2018, 5214
Open Courts and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2018, 5214
Sale of Land Amendment Bill 2018, 5214
Government performance, 5061
Ministers statements
Animal foster care, 5052
Theatre Royal, Camperdown, 5053
Questions without notice
Drought assistance, 5077, 5078
East Gippsland drought, 5084
Great Ocean Road tourism, 5161
Native forest logging, 5079, 5080
Timber industry, 5156
Transdev bus contract, 4991
Yabbie fishing nets, 5083
Standing Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure
Infrastructure projects, 5131
Ride-sourcing services, 5131

v

MEMBERS INDEX
vi
Written responses to questions without notice
Drought assistance, 5260
Transdev bus contract, 5256
PURCELL, Mr (Western Victoria)
Petitions
Tower Hill, 5131
Questions without notice
Great Ocean Road tourism, 5161
Written responses, 5129

COUNCIL
RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5170, 5199, 5200, 5201, 5202, 5203, 5204, 5205, 5206,
5207, 5208, 5209, 5211, 5212, 5213
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5008,
5039, 5042
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5214,
5220, 5236
Business of the house
Standing orders, 5001
Government performance, 5115

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment

Members statements
Felicitations, 5139

Western Victoria Region rail services, 5044
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5028
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5229
Constituency questions
Western Victoria Region, 4999, 5165
Members statements
Government performance, 5054
Points of order, 5074
Questions without notice
Ice Action Plan grants, 4994, 4995
Rulings, 5022
Statements on reports and papers
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee: sustainability and operational challenges of
Victoria’s rural and regional councils, 5118
Valedictory statements

SHING, Ms (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Latrobe Valley Squash, 5047
Bills
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5218
Members statements
Ballet Under the Stars, 4979
Latrobe Valley community facility funding, 5057
Law Enforcement Torch Run for Special Olympics, 4979
Omeo justice precinct, 4979
Petitions
Medical research animal rehoming, 4969
Points of order, 5218
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget estimates 2018–19, 4973
End-of-term report, 4971

Mr Ramsay, 5194
SPRINGLE, Ms (South Eastern Metropolitan)
RATNAM, Dr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Sydney Road Community School, 5044
Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Wagering and Betting) Bill
2018, 5176, 5209, 5211, 5212, 5213
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5227
Felicitations, 5241

Adjournment
Country Fire Authority Clyde station, 5044
Foster and kinship carers, 5246
Gender Equity Victoria, 5126
Constituency questions
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 5086, 5165
Members statements
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 4977

Members statements
Women in politics, 5138
Questions without notice
Climate change, 4997
Gambling regulation, 5160, 5161

SYMES, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Kilmore schools road safety, 5124

MEMBERS INDEX
COUNCIL
Bills
Treasury and Finance Legislation Amendment Bill 2018, 5215,
5228
Constituency questions
Northern Victoria Region, 5164
Members statements
Detective Senior Sergeant Victor Kostiuk, 4981
Marie Williams Kindergarten, 4981
TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria) (Minister for Training and Skills
and Minister for Corrections)
Adjournment
Barwon Downs borefield, 5129
Child gender transitioning, 5129
Dingley Village golf course development, 5129
Footscray Hospital, 5129
Foster care, 5129
Gender Equity Victoria, 5129
Kilmore schools road safety, 5129
Sandringham College, 5129
Shepparton radiotherapy services, 5129
Victorian Electoral Commission student enrolment, 5129
Bills
Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendment Bill 2018, 5032,
5035, 5036, 5037, 5038, 5039, 5040, 5041, 5042
Members statements
Portland Bay School and Portland Lighthouse Home, 5141
Points of order, 4992
Questions without notice
Corrections system, 5158, 5159
Police resources, 4992, 4993
Prison capacity, 4991, 4992, 4995, 4996
Prisoner court attendance, 5082, 5083
Written responses to questions without notice
Police resources, 5257
Prison capacity, 5256
Prisoner court attendance, 5263
Wyndham crime rate, 5253
TRUONG, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Maribyrnong and Werribee rivers, 5045
Constituency questions
Western Metropolitan Region, 5087
Government performance, 5059
Members statements
The Greens, 5055

vii

Questions without notice
West Footscray factory fire, 4996
WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Member for Eltham, 5243
Bills
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Amendment Bill 2018, 5236
Business of the house
General business, 4975
Standing orders, 4984, 4990
Constituency questions
Eastern Metropolitan Region, 5085
Felicitations, 5241
Members statements
Health funding, 5139
Points of order, 5163, 5244
Questions without notice
Member conduct, 5154, 5155
Production of documents, 4990, 4991
YOUNG, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Petitions
Great forest national park, 5051
Winton Wetlands, 4969
Public land use, 5091, 5107
Questions without notice
Country Fire Authority, 5162

