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1
The Assembly met at 10 a.m., pursuant to adjournment.  The Speaker (Mrs Dunne) took the Chair and asked Members to stand in silence and pray or reflect on their responsibilities to the people of the Australian Capital Territory.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}

{DPS, “PFStart”, “PMB_PresentBill_OnNotice”}


2
Government Procurement (Capital Metro) Amendment Bill 2016

 XE “Bills—:PROCEEDINGS ON—:Government Procurement (Capital Metro) Amendment Bill 2016 (PMB)—:Presented\; explanatory statement presented\; title read\; agreement in principle moved;20160309103921” Mr Coe, pursuant to notice, presented a Bill for an Act to amend the Government Procurement Act 2001.

Paper: Mr Coe presented an explanatory statement to the Bill.

Title read by Clerk.

Mr Coe moved—That this Bill be agreed to in principle.

Debate adjourned (Mr Barr—Treasurer) and the resumption of the debate made an order of the day for the next sitting.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}

{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


3
Review into the System Level Responses to Family Violence in the A.C.T.

 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Review into the System Level Responses to Family Violence in the ACT (Ms Lawder)\; debate ensued\; negatived” 

 XE “Review into the System Level Responses to Family Violence in the ACT” \t “See \”Motions—Private Members’ business\”“ Ms Lawder, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly:

(1) notes that:

(a) in February 2016 the ACT Government announced a Review into the System Level Responses to Family Violence in the ACT, to be conducted by Mr Laurie Glanfield AM under the Inquiries Act 1991; and

(b) there are a number of reported cases that involve children and ACT Care and Protection Services where family violence has occurred; and
(2) calls on the ACT Government to:

(a) broaden the scope of the review to be conducted by Mr Glanfield to more generally cover care and protection cases;

(b) invite public submissions for the review to be conducted by Mr Glanfield;

(c) make Mr Glanfield’s report and its recommendations in full publicly available by the last sitting day in May 2016;

(d) provide the ACT Government response to the recommendations of Mr Glanfield’s report, along with indicative timeframes, to the Assembly by the last sitting day in June 2016; and

(e) immediately implement any or all possible improvements in information sharing that have arisen from the April 2015 extraordinary meeting of the Domestic Violence Prevention Council.

Debate ensued.

Question—put.

The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 7
	
	
NOES, 8

	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder
	
	Ms Berry
	Ms Fitzharris

	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth
	
	Dr Bourke
	Mr Gentleman

	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall
	
	Ms Burch
	Mr Hinder

	Mrs Jones
	
	
	Mr Corbell
	Mr Rattenbury


 XE “Votes—:Agreed to unless otherwise shown—:Review into the System Level Responses to Family Violence in the ACT—:Motion\, negatived” And so it was negatived.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “Bill_AIP Negatived”}


4
Road Transport (Safety and Traffic Management) (Autonomous Vehicle Trials) Amendment Bill 2016

 XE “Bills—:PROCEEDINGS ON—:Road Transport (Safety and Traffic Management) (Autonomous Vehicle Trials) Amendment Bill 2016—:Debate resumed\; agreement in principle negatived;20160309111743” 

 XE “Bills—:Agreement in principle negatived” The order of the day having been read for the resumption of the debate on the question—That this Bill be agreed to in principle—

Debate resumed.

Question—That this Bill be agreed to in principle—put.
The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 7
	
	
NOES, 8

	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder
	
	Ms Berry
	Ms Fitzharris

	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth
	
	Dr Bourke
	Mr Gentleman

	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall
	
	Ms Burch
	Mr Hinder

	Mrs Jones
	
	
	Mr Corbell
	Mr Rattenbury


 XE “Votes—:Agreed to unless otherwise shown—:Road Transport (Safety and Traffic Management) (Autonomous Vehicle Trials) Amendment Bill 2016—:Agreement in principle\, negatived” And so it was negatived.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}

{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


5
Weston Group Centre—Parking

 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Weston Group Centre—Parking (Mrs Jones)\; amdt moved and agreed to\; agreed to\, as amended” 

 XE “Weston Group Centre—Parking” \t “See \”Motions—Private Members’ business\”“ Mrs Jones, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly:

(3) notes:

(a) the Weston Creek area was initially developed between 1968 and 1974, with the first residents taking up residence in 1969;

(b) currently the Weston Creek area has a population of approximately 23 000 residents;

(c) the Weston Creek community is serviced by the Weston Group Centre, also referred to as Cooleman Court. Cooleman Court is a key social and economic hub for Weston Creek residents, offering aged care facilities, childcare centres, health facilities, religious centres, indoor recreation, restaurants, several cafes, two grocery stores, a department store and is the third largest group centre in Canberra;

(d) the Weston Group Centre also services the new Molonglo Valley precinct, which once complete will have an expected population of 55 000 residents, yet the new Molonglo Valley precinct has no detailed plan for a group centre;

(e) the Weston Group Centre has two car parks that have around 500 car parking spaces, a smaller car park and some on-street parking; and

(f) both car parks at Cooleman Court were resealed in early 2013, yet due to the shortcomings of the spray seal surface that was used as opposed to the more expensive asphalt option, the car park surface required fixing for a second time; and

(4) calls on the Government to:

(a) resolve the lack of parking around the Weston Group Centre; and

(b) advise the Assembly this week when the new group centre in Molonglo will be built.

Mr Gentleman (Minister for Planning and Land Management) moved the following amendment: Omit all words after “population of 55 000 residents” in paragraph (1)(d), substitute:


“who will have access to a wide range of community and commercial facilities; and

(e)
the recent addition of over 75 car spaces to the current Weston Creek Group Centre; and

(2)
calls on the Government to


(a)
continue to monitor the demand for car spaces in the Weston Creek Group Centre; and


(b)
continue to work with the community around the need for an additional group centre in the Molonglo Valley in the future.”.

Debate continued.

Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put.

The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 8
	
	
NOES, 7

	Ms Berry
	Ms Fitzharris
	
	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder

	Dr Bourke
	Mr Gentleman
	
	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth

	Ms Burch
	Mr Hinder
	
	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall

	Mr Corbell
	Mr Rattenbury
	
	Mrs Jones
	


 XE “Motions—:Amendments—:Agreed to” And so it was resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz:

“That this Assembly:

(5) notes:

(a) the Weston Creek area was initially developed between 1968 and 1974, with the first residents taking up residence in 1969;

(b) currently the Weston Creek area has a population of approximately 23 000 residents;

(c) the Weston Creek community is serviced by the Weston Group Centre, also referred to as Cooleman Court. Cooleman Court is a key social and economic hub for Weston Creek residents, offering aged care facilities, childcare centres, health facilities, religious centres, indoor recreation, restaurants, several cafes, two grocery stores, a department store and is the third largest group centre in Canberra;

(d) the Weston Group Centre also services the new Molonglo Valley precinct, which once complete will have an expected population of 55 000 residents, who will have access to a wide range of community and commercial facilities; and
(e) the recent addition of over 75 car spaces to the current Weston Creek Group Centre; and
(6) calls on the Government to:

(a) continue to monitor the demand for car spaces in the Weston Creek Group Centre; and
(b) continue to work with the community around the need for an additional group centre in the Molonglo Valley in the future.”—

be agreed to—put and passed.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


6
Safe Schools program

 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Safe Schools program (Mr Hinder)—Amdt moved\; debate interrupted in accordance with SO74;20160309123531” 

 XE “Safe Schools program” \t “See \”Motions—Private Members’ business\”“ Mr Hinder, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly:

(7) notes:

(a) that Safe Schools Coalition Australia is working to create inclusive and positive environments for same sex attracted, intersex and gender diverse students in 517 schools across Australia, including 23 schools in the ACT;

(b) the program plays an important role in supporting school communities develop strategies to address homophobic and transphobic bullying and exclusion;

(c) that 80 per cent of homophobic and transphobic bullying involving Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex and Questioning (LGBTIQ) young people occurs in a school environment, and that LGBTIQ people are three times more likely to experience depression than their peers;

(d) the Federal Government’s recent decision to review the Safe Schools program; and

(e) the inflammatory, divisive and inaccurate comments from members of the Federal Government, including:

(i) the former Prime Minister, Tony Abbott’s description of the program as “social engineering”;

(ii) Senator Cory Bernadi’s assertion that the program “indoctrinates kids with Marxist cultural relativism”; and

(iii) George Christensen MP’s statement that the program “sounds a lot like the grooming work that a sexual predator might undertake”; and

(8) calls on the ACT Government to continue to:

(a) support the Safe Schools Coalition and their operation in the ACT;

(b) work with teachers, students and parents to address bullying, to ensure all students can learn in a safe and inclusive environment; and

(c) reject homophobic and transphobic discrimination in all its forms.
Mr Doszpot moved the following amendment: Omit all words after “notes”, substitute:

“(a)
that bullying in all forms is abhorrent and damaging to children of all groups, and that governments, schools and the community have a responsibility to take steps to eliminate bullying, harassment and exclusion of our young people, including Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex and Questioning students;


(b)
that state and national governments have collaborated to create guidelines to promote learning environments which are free from bullying, harassment, aggression and violence;

(c)
that the Safe Schools program was initiated by a Federal Labor government and implemented by the Federal Liberal Government to attempt to address the issue of bullying of our children; and

(d)
that the Federal Government is currently reviewing the Safe Schools program to ensure it is effective and appropriate to create positive and safe environments for all students, including same sex attracted, intersex and gender diverse students; and
(2)
calls on the ACT Government to:

(a)
reject bullying and discrimination in all its forms in our schools, including bullying of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex and Questioning students;

(b)
support the Federal Government review that aims to provide clarity and assurances to parents about the programs being offered in ACT schools; and


(c)
support teachers, students and parents to address bullying of all types to allow students to learn in a safe and inclusive environment.”.
Debate continued.

 XE “Debate—:Interrupted in accordance with—:SO74” Debate interrupted in accordance with standing order 74 and the resumption of the debate made an order of the day for a later hour this day.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “LA_QuestionTime”}


7
QUESTIONS

Questions without notice were asked.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


8
Safe Schools program

 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Safe Schools program (Mr Hinder)—:Debate resumed\; amdt negatived\; agreed to;20160309163255” The order of the day having been read for the resumption of the debate on the motion of Mr Hinder, and on the amendment moved by Mr Doszpot (see entry 6)—

Debate resumed.
Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put.

The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 8
	
	
NOES, 9

	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder
	
	Mr Barr
	Ms Fitzharris

	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth
	
	Ms Berry
	Mr Gentleman

	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall
	
	Dr Bourke
	Mr Hinder

	Mr Hanson
	
	
	Ms Burch
	Mr Rattenbury

	Mrs Jones
	
	
	Mr Corbell
	


 XE “Motions—:Amendments—:Negatived” 

 XE “Votes—:Agreed to unless otherwise shown—:Safe Schools program—:Amendment\, negatived” And so it was negatived.

Question—That the motion be agreed to—put and passed.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


9
Tharwa Village Plan

 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Tharwa Village Plan (Mr Wall)\; debate ensued\; admt moved and agreed to\; agreed to\, as amended” 

 XE “Tharwa Village Plan” \t “See \”Motions—Private Members’ business\”“ Mr Wall, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly:

(9) notes:

(a) the social and financial impact on Tharwa Village as a result of bad decisions made by successive ACT Labor/Green Governments;

(b) the long history of a lack of meaningful consultation from the ACT Labor Government with the residents and stakeholders of the Tharwa region on decisions that have adversely affected Tharwa Village and surrounding areas;

(c) Tharwa Village is the gateway to the Namadgi National Park and is a focal point of Tourist Drive 5; and

(d) that the Tharwa Village Plan currently being considered by the ACT Labor Government has failed to fully consult with all residents and stakeholders of Tharwa Village and surrounds; and

(10) calls on the ACT Government to commit to:

(a) extending the consultation period on the Tharwa Village Plan and include face to face consultation with all businesses operating in the surrounding area; and

(b) the development of a comprehensive plan to invigorate and revive Tharwa Village and the surrounding area, including a plan to assess the existing commercial, environmental and community assets.

Mr Gentleman (Minister for Planning and Land Management) moved the following amendment: Omit all words after “notes”, substitute:

“(a)
the important role that Tharwa has as part of the ACT’s heritage and culture;


(b)
the ACT Government’s decision to undertake a comprehensive village plan outlining the heritage, culture and liveability of the region;


(c)
the comprehensive consultation undertaken as stage one of the Village Plan, utilising a nationally recognised engagement website and several well attended planning forums to gather ideas for the draft plan, due to be released to consultation in the next few months; and


(d)
the ongoing consultation on the Tharwa Village Plan which is occurring prior to the publishing of the final plan, due to be released mid-2016; and
(2)
calls on the ACT Government to continue to work with the ACT community, in particular the Tharwa community, on the development of the Tharwa Village Plan.”.

Debate continued.

Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put.
The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 9
	
	
NOES, 8

	Mr Barr
	Ms Fitzharris
	
	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder

	Ms Berry
	Mr Gentleman
	
	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth

	Dr Bourke
	Mr Hinder
	
	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall

	Ms Burch
	Mr Rattenbury
	
	Mr Hanson
	

	Mr Corbell
	
	
	Mrs Jones
	


 XE “Motions—:Amendments—:Agreed to” 

 XE “Votes—:Agreed to unless otherwise shown—:Tharwa Village plan—:Amendment” And so it was resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz:

“That this Assembly:

(11) notes:

(a) the important role that Tharwa has as part of the ACT’s heritage and culture;

(b) the ACT Government’s decision to undertake a comprehensive village plan outlining the heritage, culture and liveability of the region;

(c) the comprehensive consultation undertaken as stage one of the Village Plan, utilising a nationally recognised engagement website and several well attended planning forums to gather ideas for the draft plan, due to be released to consultation in the next few months; and

(d) the ongoing consultation on the Tharwa Village Plan which is occurring prior to the publishing of the final plan, due to be released mid-2016; and

(12) calls on the ACT Government to continue to work with the ACT community, in particular the Tharwa community, on the development of the Tharwa Village Plan.”—

be agreed to—put and passed.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “Motion_PursuantToNotice_PMB”}


10
Mr Fluffy legacy—Proposed board of inquiry
 XE “Motions—:Private Members’ business—:Pursuant to notice—:Mr Fluffy legacy—:Proposed board of inquiry (Mr Hanson)\; amdt moved and agreed to\; agreed to\, as amended” Mr Hanson (Leader of the Opposition), pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly:

(13) notes that:

(a) on 14 December 2014 the Assembly Standing Committee on Public Accounts unanimously recommended that an ACT board of inquiry be constituted, pursuant to the Inquiries Act, to investigate the full history of the Mr Fluffy legacy and report by 1 March 2016; and

(b) the ACT Government has failed to establish any inquiry to date; and
(14) calls on the Chief Minister to immediately establish a board of inquiry (BoI) into the Mr Fluffy legacy. The BoI will:

(a) be conducted by a retired Judge or Magistrate;

(b) be established by 30 March 2016;

(c) invite written submissions;

(d) have public hearings;

(e) notwithstanding the provisions of the Inquiries Act, provide an interim report which is made public within six months;

(f) provide a full report within 18 months; and

(g) have the following terms of reference: For the period 1989-2016, inquire and report on:
(i) the adequacy and effectiveness of loose-fill asbestos management regimes in the ACT;

(ii) all official reports and enquiries into asbestos within the ACT, their outcomes and the effectiveness of implementation of any recommendations;
(iii) the management regime which resulted in ACT homeowners remaining ignorant of the dangers of loose-fill asbestos and in some cases to proceed with home modifications unaware of dangers present;

(iv) the process by which the seriousness of the danger posed by loose-fill asbestos was discovered, how that information was managed and the decisions which eventually resulted in the ACT buyback scheme;

(v) the ACT Loose Fill Asbestos Insulation Eradication Scheme;

(vi) the adequacy of the ACT legislative and regulatory frameworks in respect of loose-fill asbestos;

(vii) the plans put in place to monitor and manage future health impacts of exposure to loose-fill asbestos;

(viii) the plans put in place to manage impacts on third parties exposed to loose-fill asbestos (eg tradespeople, home services personnel etc); and

(ix) any other matter related to or reasonably incidental to the above.

Mr Barr (Chief Minister) moved the following amendment: Omit all words after “That this Assembly”, substitute:
“(1)
notes:


(a)
in the Government response to the Assembly Standing Committee on Public Accounts’ inquiry into the proposed Appropriation (Loose-fill Asbestos Insulation Eradication) Bill 2014-2015, the ACT Government noted the need to consider the full history of the Mr Fluffy legacy;

(b)
the ACT Government, through the Asbestos Response Taskforce, is currently responding to the Mr Fluffy crisis, that many Fluffy owners remain in their homes, that the demolition process has only just begun, and that it will take up to five years to rid the ACT of the toxic Mr Fluffy legacy;


(c)
an inquiry launched immediately would mean substantial distraction to the work of, and diversion of resources from, the Asbestos Response Taskforce, cost many millions of dollars, and delay the implementation of the Government’s response at the expense of those directly affected by Mr Fluffy;


(d)
the Mr Fluffy legacy extends back to 1968, well before self-government in the ACT, and that the Commonwealth Government has played a central role in the Mr Fluffy legacy;


(e)
the Mr Fluffy legacy extends into NSW, with the NSW Government creating a taskforce similar to the ACT to respond to the presence of loose-fill asbestos in homes throughout NSW;


(f)
an inquiry into the legacy of Mr Fluffy could only achieve its goals with the involvement and close co-operation of the Commonwealth Government, and preferably the involvement of the NSW Government, as the ACT does not have jurisdiction over activities of the Commonwealth and NSW Governments; and


(g)
that the Commonwealth has not, as this point, honoured its previous undertaking to materially contribute to the clean up, and has not provided any assurance it will financially support and co-operate with any review process; and

(2)
calls on the ACT Government to:


(a)
continue to raise this issue with the Commonwealth and NSW Governments to seek the engagement of those Governments in order to properly consider the full history of the Mr Fluffy legacy; and


(b)
seek financial support from the Commonwealth and NSW Governments for the joint establishment of a review.”.

Debate continued.

Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put.

The Assembly voted—

	
AYES, 9
	
	
NOES, 8

	Mr Barr
	Ms Fitzharris
	
	Mr Coe
	Ms Lawder

	Ms Berry
	Mr Gentleman
	
	Mr Doszpot
	Mr Smyth

	Dr Bourke
	Mr Hinder
	
	Mrs Dunne
	Mr Wall

	Ms Burch
	Mr Rattenbury
	
	Mr Hanson
	

	Mr Corbell
	
	
	Mrs Jones
	


 XE “Motions—:Amendments—:Agreed to” 

 XE “Votes—:Agreed to unless otherwise shown—:Mr Fluffy Legacy—:Proposed board of inquiry—:Amendment” And so it was resolved in the affirmative.

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz:

“That this Assembly:
(1)
notes:


(a)
in the Government response to the Assembly Standing Committee on Public Accounts’ inquiry into the proposed Appropriation (Loose-fill Asbestos Insulation Eradication) Bill 2014-2015, the ACT Government noted the need to consider the full history of the Mr Fluffy legacy;


(b)
the ACT Government, through the Asbestos Response Taskforce, is currently responding to the Mr Fluffy crisis, that many Fluffy owners remain in their homes, that the demolition process has only just begun, and that it will take up to five years to rid the ACT of the toxic Mr Fluffy legacy;


(c)
an inquiry launched immediately would mean substantial distraction to the work of, and diversion of resources from, the Asbestos Response Taskforce, cost many millions of dollars, and delay the implementation of the Government’s response at the expense of those directly affected by Mr Fluffy;


(d)
the Mr Fluffy legacy extends back to 1968, well before self-government in the ACT, and that the Commonwealth Government has played a central role in the Mr Fluffy legacy;


(e)
the Mr Fluffy legacy extends into NSW, with the NSW Government creating a taskforce similar to the ACT to respond to the presence of loose-fill asbestos in homes throughout NSW;


(f)
an inquiry into the legacy of Mr Fluffy could only achieve its goals with the involvement and close co-operation of the Commonwealth Government, and preferably the involvement of the NSW Government, as the ACT does not have jurisdiction over activities of the Commonwealth and NSW Governments; and


(g)
that the Commonwealth has not, as this point, honoured its previous undertaking to materially contribute to the clean up, and has not provided any assurance it will financially support and co-operate with any review process; and

(2)
calls on the ACT Government to:


(a)
continue to raise this issue with the Commonwealth and NSW Governments to seek the engagement of those Governments in order to properly consider the full history of the Mr Fluffy legacy; and


(b)
seek financial support from the Commonwealth and NSW Governments for the joint establishment of a review.”—

be agreed to—put and passed.

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
{DPS, “PFStart”, “LA_Adj_After6.30”}


11
ADJOURNMENT

Mr Gentleman (Manager of Government Business) moved—That the Assembly do now adjourn.

 XE “Debate—:Adjournment” Debate ensued.

Question—put and passed.

 XE “Adjournment of Assembly—:Before 6.30 p.m.” And then the Assembly, at 5.50 p.m., adjourned until tomorrow at 10 a.m.

MEMBERS’ ATTENDANCE: All Members were present at some time during the sitting.

Tom Duncan

Clerk of the Legislative Assembly

{DPS, “PFEnd”}
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