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Wednesday, 11 September 2019
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 9.32 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (09:32): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which
we are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture, their elders past, present and future, and
elders from other communities who may be here today.
I welcome to the gallery and acknowledge on behalf of the house the Speaker of the Western
Australian Parliament, Mr Peter Watson. Welcome to our Parliament. It is great to have another
Collingwood supporter in the chamber.
A member: That’s unparliamentary language.
The SPEAKER: There is risk of a no-confidence motion there. Also, importantly, to the Sergeantat-Arms of the Western Australian Parliament, Isla Macphail, welcome to the Parliament.
Bills
CONSUMER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Introduction and first reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
Minister for Suburban Development) (09:33): I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012,
the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995, the Fundraising Act 1998, the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018 and the Sex Work Act 1994 and for other purposes.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:34): I seek from the minister a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms KAIROUZ: The Consumer Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 will amend a range of
consumer acts to correct minor and technical errors and improve their operation. It will amend the
Fundraising Act 1998 to reduce red tape for charitable fundraisers and amend the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to facilitate the government’s Solar Homes program.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read a second time tomorrow.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice given.
The SPEAKER (09:36): I wish to advise the house that notices of motion 12 to 34 will be removed
from the notice paper unless members wishing their notice to remain advise the Clerk in writing before
2.00 pm today.
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Petitions
Following petition presented to house by Clerk:
BENDIGO GOVHUB
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
This Petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of the house the proposal before City of Greater
Bendigo to:
(a) sell a council-owned asset to the State Government for the purpose of developing the Bendigo GovHub,
and;
(b) to then lease the same council offices back to City of Greater Bendigo in perpetuity, without providing
any evidence to confirm that this decision is in local ratepayers’ best interests.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly call on the Government to publish the
evidence behind this proposal so local ratepayers can be properly informed and· have confidence this deal
will not force negative long-term financial burden on Bendigo ratepayers.

By Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (328 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition be considered next day on motion of Mr WALSH (Murray Plains).
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General—Enrolment Processes at Technical and Further Education Institutes—Ordered to be
published
Crimes Act 1958—Instrument of Authorisation under s 464Z
Family Violence Prevention Agency (Respect Victoria)—Report 2018–19
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Casey—C192
Golden Plains—C80
Mitchell—C143, C147
Yarriambiack—C22
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rule 69
Surveyor-General—Report 2018–19 on the administration of the Survey Co-ordination Act 1958.

Bills
CHILDREN LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
MINERAL RESOURCES (SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT) AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Council’s agreement
The SPEAKER: I have received messages from the Legislative Council agreeing to the following
bills without amendment: the Children Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 and the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Amendment Bill 2019.
Members statements
NORM QUIN
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (09:38):
Today I pay tribute to Bendigo’s wonderful Norm Quin, who passed away peacefully on 29 August
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aged 85. Norm was one of Bendigo’s great, colourful characters. He started work at the age of 15 at
Quin’s Bluebird fruit and vegetable shop in Mitchell Street, Bendigo, and he went on to run that shop
with his wife, Gloria, and family right up until the day he passed away.
Norm had many roles in Bendigo. He was a councillor on the old City of Bendigo. He was mayor
from 1985 to 1986. He spent 42 years on the Bendigo Chamber of Commerce and Industries. He was
a member of the Bendigo Historical Society, the Bendigo Easter Fair Society and the Bendigo branch
of the Sportsmen’s Association of Australia. He was inducted into the Bendigo Sportsmen’s Hall of
Fame. This is by no means a complete list of everything Norm was involved in. He was involved in
so many activities. From his shop and his various community activities Norm had a unique vantage
point to gauge the mood of Bendigo on any given issue. I remember not long after being preselected
as a candidate for Bendigo East in the late 1990s Bob Cameron advising me to pop in and see Norm
as he had his finger on the pulse of Bendigo.
Norm and his wife Gloria shared a decades-long love. They lived and worked alongside each other
sharing the ups and downs together. I remember popping in to see Norm not long after Gloria passed
away to offer my sympathy, and I still remember the deep sadness in his eyes. With the passing of
Norm, Bendigo has lost a great character and champion for our community. My deepest sympathy to
Norm’s family. He was well loved and respected and will be missed.
GEMBROOK ELECTORATE SMALL BUSINESSES
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (09:39): Last Wednesday the Leader of the Opposition came out to the
Gembrook electorate with our upper house colleagues. We went out and visited some small businesses
and also listened to our community talking about some of the local issues that they wanted to raise—
the things that are going right and wrong for them in their area and the things we need to listen to.
We had the pleasure of going to Shanikas restaurant in Berwick, where Nino and the team took care
of us. What a magnificent restaurant—a great business. It has been there for a long period of time. It
has trained so many of the local kids in the community, who go on to develop their own businesses or
even go on to stay within Shanikas restaurant and become part-owners of that business as it grows and
continues to grow.
We went to Harry’s menswear. Yesterday the Leader of the Opposition had a tie on from Harry’s
menswear, which is magnificent. I also had the socks on. A bit of a disclosure of conflict of interest:
Harry was my first employer, back in the day when I worked in retail. He is a great success story of
how small businesses can survive but also a story of how much we must support them in our
community.
BERWICK COLLEGE
Mr BATTIN: We also went up to Berwick College. We know that Berwick College has been
having some challenges. We met with Kerri Bolch, who is the principal of that school and who is
doing an amazing job. She is working so hard with young people up there, and she is dedicated to
ensuring that young people get the best opportunities and the best tools for the rest of their lives. She
has some students at that school that have had issues and challenges, but the one thing I will give credit
to the leadership of that school for is: no matter what, they want every child to succeed.
HARCOURT TOURISM
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:41): It is a sight to behold: the old Harcourt general store and
newsagency has been transformed into a stunning new outlet showcasing regional produce and wine
to locals and visitors. The new Harcourt Produce and General Store offers a whole new experience in
the town—a cafe and wine bar, craft beer and cider on tap and specialty coffee, all under the one roof.
The store was closed for 18 months after Harcourt resident chef Annette Larsen purchased the building
and set about creating a modern and inviting visitor experience, showcasing the high-quality local
produce and wine from the valley at the foothills of Mount Alexander.
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I had the honour of officially opening the new store on Friday, 30 August. The owners will create
authentic food from the local region, with ingredients from their kitchen garden and local producers.
They also have their own range of preserves and smoked goods, all made in-house. This exciting
venture has been supported by a $10 000 investment from the state government through the Wine
Growth Fund.
More than 31 000 mountain bike riders have flocked to La Larr Ba Gauwa mountain bike park near
Harcourt since the world-class facility opened in March 2018. The park is a wonderful asset. It
provides a huge economic boost to the region, with visitors spending an estimated $1.6 million locally
in the first 12 months. So next time you are on the Calder and you are heading up to Bendigo, make
sure you drop into Harcourt and experience the wonderful new Harcourt Produce and General Store.
HEYFIELD PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (09:42): Last week I had the pleasure of visiting Heyfield Primary
School, where I learned the existing building, which contains asbestos, is being replaced. The school
community is thrilled to be getting a new school area, but they are also disheartened that it does not
include an art room, which the existing school building currently provides. It seems that under
Victorian School Building Authority guidelines a primary school has to have an enrolment of 200 or
more to get a dedicated art room. The tragedy for Heyfield Primary is that their enrolment currently
sits at 195. This is a town that has had its fair share of knocks, with the close to halving of the workforce
at the mill. It is especially disappointing because the school has a specialist art teacher, which has
allowed the development of a vibrant program. So I would ask the minister and the Victorian School
Building Authority to review their decision and include an art room in the new school for the benefit
of those students and that community.
FINGERBOARDS MINERAL SANDS PROJECT
Mr T BULL: In 2016 I wrote to the Minister for Planning seeking an environment effects statement
to be implemented for the Fingerboards mineral sands proposal after the need was raised with me by
local residents. Later, after a further request to my office, the minister agreed to appoint an independent
inquiry to review the EES. With the EES process due to conclude later this year, I would now request
that when the time arises the minister liaises with the community and the appropriate agencies to ensure
the panel has the appropriate skill set to assess the community’s concerns. It is vitally important that the
EES and the review oversee a rigorous and thorough assessment of the project’s potential impacts.
BACK TO BACK THEATRE
Mr EREN (Lara) (09:44): It was fantastic recently to visit Geelong’s creative powerhouse group
Back to Back Theatre, along with the Premier and my local Labor colleagues, to announce a
$100 000 grant to help them develop a script for a feature film based on their internationally acclaimed
theatre production Ganesh Versus the Third Reich. In an Australian first, Back to Back’s ensemble of
actors with intellectual disabilities will not only star in the film, they will also co-author the script.
While at the arts precinct we were also fortunate enough to inspect construction of the $166.5 million
Geelong Arts Centre redevelopment. The project will give local groups like Back to Back and other
theatre groups the cutting-edge facilities to thrive in.
ST JOHN AMBULANCE VICTORIA LARA BRANCH
Mr EREN: I was also honoured to open the St John Ambulance Victoria branch in my electorate
recently along with Virginia Bourke, the chairman of St John Ambulance Victoria, and Geelong mayor
Bruce Harwood. This year St John Ambulance Victoria were awarded a contract with Ambulance
Victoria for non-emergency patient transport services now including the Geelong region. The facility
houses nine brand-new Volkswagen Crafter vehicles used for patient transport and will employ
33 staff working alongside 69 volunteers.
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LARA ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr EREN: Last week it was also great to announce that over $2 million will be distributed to
schools in my electorate of Lara. Every single Victorian government school will get a share of
$515 million in the single largest boost to school maintenance ever undertaken. This is thanks to an
unprecedented investment by the Andrews Labor government. A total of $6 million in additional
maintenance funding will be allocated to 53 schools across Geelong. It is a fantastic initiative— (Time
expired)
FOOD LABELLING
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (09:45): I rise today to talk about milk—something many in
this chamber will have heard me speak on in the past but for a different reason to what I plan to speak
on now. I am standing today to support a campaign that is aiming to reclaim milk and change food
labelling laws to restrict the use of the word ‘milk’ to products that come from a mammal. Because
that is what milk is: milk is from a mammal. The scientific definition of milk is:
A white fluid secreted by the mammary glands of female mammals for the nourishment of their young,
consisting of minute globules of fat suspended in a solution of casein, albumin, milk sugar, and inorganic salts.

Milk does not come from almonds, cashews or pistachios, and it does not come from soybeans or oats.
Now let me be clear. If you want to order an almond latte at your local cafe, that is fine, and I do not
have a problem with you making that choice; it is your right. But I do have a problem with plant-based
alternatives being labelled as milk because they do not actually use milk as an ingredient. It misleads
the consumer into believing these plant-based products have a nutritional equivalency with dairy,
when they often have high levels of added sugar and do not have the nutritional benefits of whole
milk. A ban on plant-based products using the milk label would bring Australia into line with other
countries, including France and Canada. The US Food and Drug Administration recognises that
almonds do not lactate. To be very clear, I am not advocating for these products to be banned
altogether; people have a right to choose what they believe is right for them. What I am advocating for
is alternative product labelling.
BASS ELECTORATE AWARD DINNERS
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (09:47): There is nothing quite like a sit-down meal, a chat, a catch-up,
insightful speakers, a slide night, raffles and agriculturally-themed trivia questions. Today I want to
make special mention of the spirited people that brought some annual dinners of late together and
those whose service shone and was suitably recognised. Faye Tuchtan and Rosemary Osborne
organised their respective Victorian Farmers Federation Bass Coast and Cardinia branch dinners, with
100-plus people attending each. They are just gold, and positively enmeshed in all things community.
At the Cardinia branch George Glasscock received the Agricultural Achievement Award. A minute’s
silence was held in honour of two giants, our Eric Kent from Lang Lang and Michael Houlihan from
Pakenham South. Claudia Barker spoke on her family history, including internment at the Tatura camp
in World War II, and then took us on a most meaningful trip to Europe with her Koo Wee Rup
Secondary College senior band.
At the Koo Wee Rup annual CFA dinner Captain Michael Huxtable, secretary Samantha Smith and
MC Craig Norbury orchestrated an awards night, and amongst the long list were Len Huxtable, Mark
O’Hehir and Robert O’Meara receiving their 40 years of service awards. Craig Fox received the most
deserved National Medal of Service. Catherine McNulty, Kaitlyn Harvey, David Algie and Neil
Houghton were in the awards mix as well.
Special mention to the ladies auxiliary and life members Tobe Florence, May Ridgeway, Barbara
Leeson and the ever-so-sprightly 95-year-old Muriel Winter, who walks around town with a very wise
spring in her step. Happy birthday to Libby Skidmore, secretary of the Bass Valley Historical Society.
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NORTH EAST LINK
Mr GUY (Bulleen) (09:48): I am rising yet again to talk about the government’s North East Link
proposal. I raise the great concern of many local businesspeople on the eastern side of Bulleen Road,
who will be receiving zero compensation from the state government, despite having their businesses
slated for massive disruption for the best part of a decade. The project, needed as it is, will devastate
some local businesses on the eastern side of Bulleen Road—the few who have escaped the probability
of compulsory acquisition. Why is there zero support available for these people, and why must small
businesses suffer potential financial devastation because the minister took 10 months to determine a
works area, then refused to compensate those who have suffered as a result of that and, to add insult
to injury, then stated that when the building starts there will be no help available?
RESIDENTIAL PLANNING ZONES
Mr GUY: The Minister for Planning seems to have a haphazard approach to population growth.
One day he is opposing development in his own seat, the next day he is doing his best to whinge about
new development. What is clear is that the government’s changes to the general residential zone are
ruining the urban amenity of our suburbs. They are adopting a one-size-fits-all approach to planning
that will see Melbourne lose all of its suburban charm. Suburbs are not the same: Montmorency is not
Mulgrave is not Melton is not Middle Park. Residential zones should allow for urban character to be
protected in areas deemed by councils to be important. I place on record my support for Hillhouse
Road residents in Templestowe in their drive to oppose an out-of-character high-density development
in a predominantly single-home cul-de-sac. The City of Manningham was crazy to approve it, but no
doubt they did so as a best worst-case option.
POPULATION GROWTH
Mr GUY: Again I place on record my support for managed population policy and managed
population growth. This state needs a population policy. We do not have one. Victorians are crying
out for a state population policy but also want one at a federal level.
NORTH-WEST MELBOURNE CITY DEAL
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (09:50): It’s time for a new deal. It’s time for a needs-based
strategy for economic and cultural development. I applaud the Andrews government’s record
investment in infrastructure, which the Treasurer rightly highlights is greater in one year than the
Australian government’s infrastructure investment nationally for a decade. This is why it is crucial to
seize the opportunity to define a city deal for Melbourne’s north and west, which I have campaigned
hard to deliver. It should be harnessed as a mechanism to attract new industries and jobs, increase
economic activity and productivity and address dramatic population growth. The Australian
government’s election commitment to a north-west Melbourne city deal provides a unique opportunity
for all levels of government to work together to unlock the region’s full potential. Reserve Bank
governor, Philip Lowe, is calling for major spending programs on infrastructure. Infrastructure
Australia said:
Rather than a short-term boom, the historic level of activity we are seeing in the sector must, and is likely, to
continue for the next 15 years and potentially beyond. This must be the new normal if we are to meet the
challenges and opportunities ahead …

So we have a great opportunity. I spoke yesterday to the interface councils, and they are on board to
be collaborative as well. We have investments now in Melbourne’s north, and particularly if you have
a look at the Ford site, we have got an investor with $500 million on the table to redevelop that site
with new technology and new industries in Broadmeadows and in Geelong. That is why I think it is a
real opportunity to deliver in collaboration.
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GOLD ROYALTY
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:51): I rise this morning to raise my very significant concern about the
impact of the Andrews Labor government’s gold tax, particularly on Mandalay Resources, which is
in my electorate. It operates at Costerfield, near Heathcote. That tax is forecast to cost Mandalay
$1.4 million next financial year, and it is a 300 per cent increase in the amount of royalties that that
mine currently pays, as it does actually pay royalties at the moment for antimony as well. Mandalay
are a really significant employer in my electorate, and more importantly they invest literally hundreds
of thousands of dollars back into the local community. They poured tens of thousands of dollars into
a childcare centre in Heathcote earlier this year, and they say that, as a consequence of that tax, their
discretionary spending—the money they have to invest back into the community—will no longer be
there and they are going to have to cut their community investment. They also now have less funding
for exploration, which has a long-term impact on the viability of that mine and its future to grow and
develop. This tax is a 2.75 per cent royalty on goldmines that was introduced without consultation.
(Time expired)
NEPEAN ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (09:53): I was so pleased to get the news last week that a maintenance
blitz was coming Nepean’s way in the form of additional money for all the schools in my seat. Overall
this amount has come to about $4.168 million. This is money on top of capital works funding, equity
funding, standard maintenance funding et cetera. I have toured all the schools. I have gotten to know
students and teachers alike. These folks have hopes and aspirations for the future of teaching and for
the students being taught on the Mornington Peninsula. I have been to the school council meetings and
some student representative council meetings. Those who make up these groups tell me many, many
times over that some of the facilities have not been upgraded over many years and about how they
cannot afford this and that, even with extensive fundraising efforts—and let me tell you, the schools
on the Mornington Peninsula fundraise like no other. All schools in my area will benefit from the
additional funding. I will continue to visit all these schools, regularly ask them what they need and do
my best to fight for them—because it should not matter if Australia’s kids go to school in Rosebud or
Balnarring or Rye or Dromana or in Sydney or Melbourne; every kid should go to a well-resourced
school able to set them up for the future.
COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY OPERATING PROCEDURES
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (09:54): On 28 February 2019 I wrote to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services on behalf of a local CFA volunteer about the use of emergency sirens and flashing
lights on CFA appliances. The CFA volunteer was seeking information on the use of sirens in
conjunction with flashing lights on CFA vehicles in accordance with CFA operating procedures and
standing orders and why he had to wait two-plus years for a policy on driver fatigue management so
as to meet the requirements of the national heavy vehicle legislation. My constituent has sought this
information for the safety of not only CFA staff but also other road users and pedestrians. The
disappointing response of 3 April from the acting minister for emergency services said:
There is no legal requirement to have both sirens and lights operating at the same time. The SOPs provide
flexibility for operators to display only flashing lights, meeting the legal requirement without the need for a
siren where the operator determines that there is no risk to road users, crew members or the vehicle.

On 16 April I again wrote to the minister for emergency services seeking clarification at the request
of my constituent. A written response was received on 16 May from the deputy secretary, Department
of Justice and Community Safety, stating that the acting minister had already written to me regarding
this issue and, as this was a CFA operational matter, he was unable to provide any further advice and
that my CFA volunteer should use his chain of command.
My constituent had of course continually been attempting to do so. In response to various actions of
CFA command my constituent sought further details through freedom of information and was shocked
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and disappointed with what was revealed. The information released confirmed that instead of
attempting to answer my constituent’s reasonable questions, CFA senior management had attempted
to use a back door to Victoria Police to gain confidential information about my constituent to use to
intimidate him or shut him up by asking a police officer for his information and details from when he
was a police officer. (Time expired)
DAVID BLAIR
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (09:56): Today I want to use my time in Parliament to pay tribute to
a very special person. Dr David Blair passed away on Friday, 30 August, following a skiing accident
in the High Country that he loved so much. David was a father to two boys, a husband to Sera and a
very active member of the Healesville community. He was also a giant of the conservation movement,
working tirelessly on research and advocacy to protect Victoria’s precious native forests. His ecology
research through the ANU has given us new insights into the mountain ash ecosystems and ways to
conserve threatened species like the Leadbeater’s possum. He was also incredibly generous, giving up
his time to lead countless trips for politicians, the media and the community into Victoria’s forests,
and I personally was one of the many people who was the beneficiary of this generosity on my trips
to the forests around Toolangi.
He will be incredibly missed. Of course this will be felt most deeply by his family, friends and
community, but his influence rippled out far and wide, and we have truly lost a giant of the
environment movement. He leaves an incredible hole, and his contribution will be hugely missed. For
those who want to ensure his vital research lives on, a fund has been set up to make sure this happens,
and I will share the link on my social media for those who want to contribute. Thank you, Dave, for
everything you have done. We will keep up the fight in your honour.
CRANBOURNE REGIONAL UNITING CHURCH FOOD TRUCK
Ms RICHARDS (Cranbourne) (09:57): I rise today to pay tribute to the Uniting Church food truck
and the terrific work they are doing on behalf of the Cranbourne community. I recently spent a
blisteringly cold evening in the company of the amazing Cranbourne volunteers as they served food
to those who are finding life a little bit tricky. I was overwhelmed with thanks to those who unselfishly
reach out into the community with care, compassion and consideration. I would like to pay credit to
Chris Marsh, the quiet and hardworking administrator of the truck; Peter Gibbins, our soup-making
hero; and the following volunteers: Jacqui and Mark Simons, Roy Snook, Bob Neal, Cathy Taylor,
Pam Thoonen, Graham Mills and Vanessa Maddaford.
I cannot pass up the opportunity to say thanks to Cranbourne Secondary College and the work of the
students who contribute to the nutritious meals. Cranbourne has so many people with great hearts.
Here today I pay tribute to the businesses in Cranbourne and the surrounding areas that make our
community so great and provide food and support to the food truck: Melanie Brown from the
Lynbrook Village shopping centre; Megan Kostiuk and Kristi Cook from Community Kids
Cranbourne; Mark Guthrie from Ray White real estate; Rob Mackie from Hire A Hubby; Sue Pritchard
and staff from the Bendigo Bank; Nancy from Frankie’s Pizza; Greg Plant from Powerplant Project
Services in Hallam; Michael Prizeman from Evolution Music; Caroline Rogers and staff from the
Westpac bank; Stella and Stavros from Stix N Chips; Kirsty Tettman from Nando’s at Lynbrook; and
Rosa’s Bakery in Cranbourne.
This Sunday the Uniting Church in Lesdon Avenue is having a celebration, and I would like to thank
Reverend Ray McCluskey from the Uniting Church for his wise counsel.
COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY MOUNT EVELYN BRIGADE
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (09:59): I rise to pay tribute to and congratulate the Mount Evelyn fire
brigade, which celebrated its 80th anniversary at its annual dinner on 10 August—a tremendous
milestone. Over 80 years the Mount Evelyn fire brigade has served our community with distinction.
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The brigade was formed in 1939, not long after the tragic 1939 Black Friday bushfires. The women
and men of the Mount Evelyn fire brigade have made an immense contribution to our community,
putting their lives on the line during significant bushfire emergencies, including the 1962 Dandenong
Ranges fires, the 1983 Ash Wednesday fires, the 2009 Black Saturday fires and the recent Bunyip
State Park fires.
For the celebration, the brigade’s wonderful captain, Rick Ventrella, said it was a great opportunity
for current and past members to come together and share stories about the brigade. Firefighter Geoff
Brown was recognised for 45 years of service and Kath Reed for 55 years of service. Also Captain
Ventrella, Lieutenant Adam Myers and firefighter Luke Roy were given the great honour of being
presented the National Medal for 15 or more years of diligent service in hazardous conditions—a
remarkable achievement and very special for the brigade. Mount Evelyn fire brigade is treasured in
our community. To all brigade volunteers, current and past, thank you for all that you do. I congratulate
the brigade on its 80th anniversary.
GEORGE DEVINE TRELOAR
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (10:00): It was wonderful to join with so many members of the
Australian-Greek community, as well as Lee Tarlamis, former minister John Pandazopoulos and the
Consul General of Greece for the official unveiling of the George Devine Treloar statue by sculptor
Lis Johnson in Ballarat on Sunday. George Devine Treloar was a great Victorian. He was born in
Ballarat in 1884, and in 1922 he was engaged in the resettlement of more than 100 000 Greek refugees
from Turkey as a commissioner for refugees for the League of Nations. Treloar’s efforts to organise
food, shelter, medical care and resettlement earned him the Order of the Redeemer, a degree of the
Gold Cross, the oldest and highest decoration awarded by the modern Greek state. The AustralianGreek community, specifically the Pontic community, acknowledged George Devine Treloar as a
heroic figure in their story of migration to Australia. He is considered an inspiration for future
generations for his humanity, his bravery and his compassion. Thank you to the George Treloar
Memorial Committee, the Pontion Association of Melbourne, the Victorian Pontiaki Estia, the City of
Ballarat, patrons and community sponsors for honouring George Treloar in Ballarat.
SEPTEMBER 11 COMMEMORATION
Ms ADDISON: I also wish to acknowledge that today is the 18th anniversary of the September 11
attacks and to remember those who were killed, especially the 10 Australian victims. My friend
Andrew Knox was working in the north tower that day, and we miss him very dearly.
SCHOOL MAINTENANCE FUNDING
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (10:02): Schools in my electorate of Sydenham have been a huge
winner when it comes to the school maintenance boost that was recently announced by the Andrews
Labor government, and my thanks to the Minister for Education for all of the great advocacy work he
has done. Every single Victorian school will get a share of $515 million to ensure that the existing
buildings of Victoria’s 1500 state schools are safe, modern and properly maintained. This means
$1.4 million for urgent maintenance to the schools in my area, including Sydenham-Hillside Primary
School, Taylors Lakes Primary School, Mackellar Primary School, Parkwood Green Primary School,
Springside West Secondary College, Taylors Lakes Secondary College, Copperfield College and
Springside P–9 College. Having spoken to many of the principals, I know that this maintenance money
is going to be very well received. The investment will more than double funding for maintenance at
Victoria’s state schools over the next two financial years, with more than $300 million to be invested
in the 2019–20 budget and $290 million in the 2020–21 budget. It will enable schools to do essential
work such as painting; replacing carpet, windows and roofing; landscaping; tree inspections and the
maintenance of infrastructure. It will be a great asset to all of our schools and make them a safer place
for kids to learn.
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MAXWELL JOHN MCDONALD
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (10:03): I would like to take the opportunity to acknowledge
and honour the life of Max McDonald, who served this place and this community with distinction.
First and most importantly, Max was a loving husband for over 60 years to his late wife, Jean; a father
to Rod, Christine, Merrilyn, Ewen and Trevor; a grandfather to 14, including my best friend from
school, Fleur McDonald; and a great-grandfather to 10. Some of Max’s family are here today. My
family is privileged to know the McDonald family, and I know personally how much they love Max
and how greatly he will be missed. But I can also attest that Max’s fighting community spirit lives on
in all of them.
Max was also the member for Evelyn from 1982 to 1985 and the member for Whittlesea from 1985
to 1992. He served this Parliament as Deputy Speaker. Max also served the community as a councillor
on the Alexandra Shire Council from 1973 to 1982. Max McDonald was committed to a fair go for
all. To quote Max’s son, Rod, ‘Dad has an entrenched social justice, spiritual and community fairness
attitude’. Max was an A-grade electrician by trade, and in all his years of hard work in this profession
he was a proud and active member of the Electrical Trades Union. He was a voice for the rights and
needs of workers, indeed the industry as a whole. Max also had a strong sense of equality, evident in
his actions from the household to the Parliament. Max worked tirelessly in this place to ensure that his
growing constituencies had access to the services and infrastructure they needed. He worked tirelessly
for his community to have the opportunity for healthy, happy and fulfilling lives.
MAXWELL JOHN MCDONALD
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (10:05): I too follow the member for Pascoe Vale to pay tribute to the life
of Max McDonald. I was privileged to attend his funeral this week, a giant of Labor politics in the
north. After a life well lived, Max died on 28 August aged 92. A skilled tradesman and A-grade
electrician who worked on the Eildon dam, Max served as an Alexandra shire councillor between 1973
and 1982. He served this Parliament as the member for Evelyn from 1982 to 1985 and the member for
Whittlesea from 1985 to 1992. The communities in the current electorates of Yan Yean, Eildon, Euroa,
Macedon, Warrandyte, Mill Park and Thomastown still see evidence of his work.
Max’s inaugural speech highlighted the huge education chasm that existed when the Cain government
came to office. Max did not just diagnose problems; he fixed them. New primary schools were built
at St Andrews, Launching Place, Woori Yallock and Kinglake as well as significant upgrades,
including Craigieburn Post Primary, Whittlesea Tech High, Epping High and also Hurstbridge High.
Max’s legacy certainly lived on in the aftermath of Black Saturday because his work and his efforts to
have the St Andrews road bitumenised, which allowed a school bus to travel from Kinglake to
Diamond Valley College, meant that many were able to escape that terrible event. Vale, Max
McDonald. You were a giant. We shared representing a great electorate and a love of the Bombers.
Condolences to Max’s loved ones.
TIMOR-LESTE INDEPENDENCE ANNIVERSARY
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (10:06): Twenty years ago the people of Timor-Leste voted for
independence via popular consultation. The vote gave rise to a new democratic nation after many years
of struggle. These years saw violence and civil unrest, causing the death and displacement of hundreds
of thousands of people, including the death of five Australian journalists at Balibo. Twenty years on,
peace and stability have returned and significant progress has been made to rebuild this nation.
To mark this milestone I was proud to visit Timor-Leste, representing the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs, the Andrews Labor government and the Victorian community, which is home to more than
10 000 people of Timorese heritage. I attended a number of significant national events as well as
meeting with government ministers and representatives. Both the Prime Minister and the federal
Leader of the Opposition as well as many federal and state members of Parliament were also in
attendance. I would like to thank the Vice-Minister of State Administration, Abílio Caetano, the
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Deputy Ombudsman for Good Governance, Miguel de Carvalho, and members of Committee B for
meeting with me and sharing important insights and dialogue during this visit.
I would like to put on record my thanks for the hard work of the Minister for Multicultural Affairs,
who has done an extraordinary amount of work in Timor-Leste; former Premier Steve Bracks and his
wife, Terry; the former member for Bentleigh, Rob Hudson; Simon Fenby; and Kim McGrath. They
have all worked tirelessly in support of Timor-Leste. I also want to take the opportunity to thank
Shannon, Nick and Terry for their insights and their commitment during the visit. This is an important
bond formed over the years— (Time expired)
Statements on parliamentary committee reports
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Annual Review 2018: Regulations and Legislative Instruments
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (10:08): I rise to speak on the Parliament of Victoria’s Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee’s Annual Review 2018: Regulations and Legislative Instruments. I am a
member of this committee, a very proud member indeed. We are made up of members in this house
and the other place, and I do have to say it fills me with a great deal of pride seeing the amount of
legislation that is coming to SARC on a regular basis. It is an incredible amount of legislative reform
that is coming through for us to scrutinise.
I am very proud to stand here and talk about this committee report today. The report reviews the
activity of the subcommittee of SARC, which I am also a member of, in relation to the 2018 statutory
rule and legislative instrument series. The majority of the work that has been undertaken was
performed by the subcommittee during the 58th Parliament, and I have to say they did a great deal of
good work. A lot of work on legislation was pushed through during that 58th Parliament.
I do have a lot of people say to me, ‘What is the purpose of SARC and the importance of SARC and
the subcommittee?’. I do wish to say a few words about that this morning. The subcommittee of SARC
scrutinises regulations after they have been made to determine whether they comply with the
legislative principles specified in the act. These principles require the subcommittee to ensure that
regulations do not unduly trespass on rights and freedoms, and comply with the procedural and
practical requirements of the act. It is something that people with legal backgrounds like myself get
very excited about.
I do wish to say that, whilst committee members in the room understand the importance of the work
SARC does, parliamentary scrutiny committees that do have the power to examine subordinate
legislation made by the executive are one of the most important safeguards against the misuse of
executive power. There might be thoughts that regulations and legislative instruments are sometimes
perceived to be of lesser importance than acts of Parliament, that these legislative instruments do
actually control and prohibit the conduct of citizens and may adversely impact and affect the rights
and liberties of citizens in much the same way as acts of Parliament, so the work that this committee
does is incredibly important.
In finishing up it would be remiss of me not to give a big shout-out to and thank the committee staff
for their commitment and dedication to SARC. There is a lot of background work and a lot of
background reading and research that goes into ensuring that this committee and scrutiny of these
legislative instruments are a success. I do want to make special mention of Ms Lauren Cook, who
commenced working for the subcommittee in April 2018 performing the legal scrutiny of the statutory
role in legislative instruments. Lauren does an incredible amount of background work for this
committee. Her research is always able to meet the expectations and the standards of committee
members and she is able to respond to a lot of questions that committee members raise.
I acknowledge the work of Ms Helen Mason. It is tireless work that Ms Mason does, along with
Ms Raylene D’Cruz. They provide timely, informative legal advice and research to the subcommittee,
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particularly in relation to the 2018 series. I would also like to thank Ms Sonya Caruana for her efficient
administrative support, and of course Mr Simon Dinsbergs for his additional administrative support
when required. Mr Dinsbergs is certainly an incredible legal brain, and we are very lucky to have him
here in Victoria and as part of the SARC committee. Dr Jeremy Gans is a legal consultant for the
provision of human rights advice. It certainly is a specialised field in the legal world, and he does an
incredible job in providing that advice. The subcommittee will continue to use its best endeavours to
perform its role.
Bills
OWNERS CORPORATIONS AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
Minister for Suburban Development) (10:14): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Owners Corporations
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2019.
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘Charter’),
I make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Owners Corporations and Other Acts Amendment
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Owners Corporations and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2019, as introduced in the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the
reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill primarily amends the Owners Corporations Act 2006 (the Principal Act) to: modify the structure,
powers and duties of owners corporations; amend certain processes and eligibility requirements relevant to
owners corporations; and confer some additional powers on the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) to make certain orders. The Bill also makes amendments to the Retirement Villages Act 1986 and
Part 5 of the Subdivision Act 1988.
Human Rights Issues
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family, home
or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The Bill contains provisions that may give rise to
interferences with the right to privacy; however, in my view, any such interferences will be neither unlawful
nor arbitrary and therefore do not limit this right.
Inspection of documents
Clause 62 amends section 146(2) of the Principal Act to require owners corporations to provide a copy of any
records of the owners corporation to a person who is entitled to inspect the record at their request. A lot owner,
mortgagee of a lot, purchaser of a lot or representative of a lot owner, mortgagee or purchaser is entitled to
inspection. To the extent that the records may contain personal information, such as the full names and
addresses of each lot owner, new section 146(2) may therefore give rise to minor interferences with the right
to privacy. However, as the provision of information is prescribed by law, appropriately confined and relates
to persons who have chosen to purchase property with respect to which there is an owners corporation (and
may therefore be expected to anticipate that their information may be shared in this manner), in my view the
clause is neither unlawful nor arbitrary and therefore does not limit the right to privacy.
Power of owners corporation to authorise entry
Clause 27 inserts section 50(2) into the Principal Act, which provides that an owners corporation may
authorise a person to enter a lot or a building on a lot where necessary to carry out repairs, maintenance or
other works on its behalf on the common property. Common property means land shown as common property
on a plan of subdivision or a plan of strata or cluster subdivision.
In addition, clause 70 inserts section 165(1)(n) into the Principal Act, which provides that in determining an
owners corporation dispute, VCAT may make any order it considers fair, including an order requiring an
occupier to grant entry to a lot or a building on a lot to a person authorised by an owners corporation for the
purpose of carrying out repairs, maintenance, or other works.
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These clauses engage section 13(a) of the Charter as they require an occupier to grant entry to premises in
circumstances where they may not wish to do so. However, any such interference will be lawful and not
arbitrary. With respect to clause 27, directions can only be given for specific and reasonable purposes, being
the carrying out of necessary repairs, maintenance or other works on common property. As such works are
for the benefit of lot owners as a whole and relate to property that is shared, there would be an expectation
among occupiers that entry of this kind may be required from time to time. With respect to clause 70, VCAT
will only make such an order if it considers it appropriate to do so in all the circumstances. Further, section 167
of the Principal Act provides that when VCAT makes an order, it must consider the conduct of the parties,
any actual or proposed act or omission by a party, the impact of a resolution or proposed resolution on lot
owners as a whole, whether a resolution or proposed resolution is oppressive to, unfairly prejudicial to or
unfairly discriminates against lot owners and any other matter it thinks relevant.
Disclosure of potential conflicts of interest
Clause 54 inserts two new provisions into the Principal Act that require managers of owners corporations to
disclose particular matters. New section 122A provides that managers must disclose certain beneficial
relationships with suppliers to the chairperson of an owners corporation. For example, a manager must
disclose if the supplier is a corporation of which the manager, or an associate of the manager, is an executive
officer. A failure to disclose constitutes a breach of the duty of a manager under section 122.
New section 122B provides that a manager must disclose any commission, payment or benefit paid to the
manager related to a contract for the supply of goods or services to an owners corporation to the chairperson
of the owners corporation.
These provisions serve the important purpose of promoting transparency and avoiding conflicts of interest.
The obligation to disclose is limited to specific conflicts of interest.
In addition, a manager of an owners corporation has a reduced expectation of privacy due to voluntarily
assuming the duties of their role, which includes undertaking an obligation not to make improper use of the
manager position to gain an advantage for themselves or for another. Accordingly, I believe that any
interference with the right to privacy is lawful and not arbitrary.
Property rights
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. This right requires that powers which authorise the deprivation of property are conferred
by legislation or common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear, are accessible to the public,
and are formulated precisely.
Clause 29 inserts a new Division 5A of Part 3 of the Principal Act to provide for the disposal of goods
abandoned on common property. New section 53A provides that an owners corporation may dispose of
abandoned goods on the common property in accordance with the Division, and requires compliance with
sections 60 to 65 and 73 to 76 of the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 (ACLFT Act).
The powers of disposal in new Division 5A of Part 3 are strictly confined by the requirements in the Division
and by the relevant provisions of the ACLFT Act. The relevant provisions in the ACLFT Act require
particular amounts of time to have lapsed and attempts at location of the owner of goods before disposing of
goods. Similarly, the relevant provisions in the Bill require notice to be given to the person who abandoned
the goods or a person with a publicly registered interest in the abandoned goods. New section 53B provides
that a notice of the owners corporation’s intention to dispose of abandoned goods is to be given to the person
who abandoned the goods either personally or be left or sent by post to the person’s last known address.
Section 53B(3) also provides that a notice is taken to have been given to a person with a publicly registered
interest in the abandoned goods if sent by post to the person’s address in the register.
In my view, any deprivation of property resulting from the disposal of goods authorised under new Division 5A
of Part 3 will be in accordance with law and therefore not amount to any limitation of the right to property.
Right to equality
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is entitled to equal protection of the law without
discrimination and has the right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
Clause 36 of the Bill amends section 68 of the Principal Act so that ‘associates’ of persons who own relevant
land cannot be appointed as a manager of an owners corporation or vote on any resolution of the owners
corporation that relates to a defect in a building on a plan of subdivision. ‘Associate’ is defined to include, for
example, a director, employee, spouse, domestic partner, parent or child of the land owner.
As these provisions impact persons based on attributes that are protected under the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 (namely, marital status and parental status), the right to equality is relevant.
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However, in my view any limit is reasonable and justified in the circumstances to ensure fairness and avoid
potential conflicts of interest in the decisions and management of owners corporations. The provisions are
therefore compatible with the right to equality.
The Hon. Marlene Kairouz MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation

Second reading
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
Minister for Suburban Development) (10:14): I move:
That this bill be read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill implements the outcomes of the Victorian Government’s sweeping review of legislation governing
the operation of owners corporations in Victoria, undertaken as part of the Consumer Property Law Review.
This review examined both the conduct of owners corporation managers, and the functions and management
of owners corporations.
Apartment and unit living is an increasingly popular option for many Victorians and brings together a wide
range of people who have diverse goals, interests and expectations. There are currently over 85,000 active
owners corporations in Victoria, covering more than 772,000 individual lots. It is estimated that around
1.5 million Victorians—a quarter of the state’s population—either live in, or own property in, an owners
corporation.
Given the passage of time since the Owners Corporations Act 2006 commenced in December 2007, it is
important to take the opportunity to reform and modernise our legislation to ensure risks are appropriately
managed and stakeholder expectations are met.
The Consumer Property Law Review commenced in August 2015, with issues papers relating to the conduct
of licensed real estate agents, conveyancers and owners corporation managers; and the management of owners
corporations more broadly, released in December 2015 and March 2016, respectively.
Drawing on stakeholder feedback, an Options Paper was released in November 2016 canvassing a range of
potential reforms to the Owners Corporations Act and related legislation. More than 100 submissions were
received in response to the Options Paper, from both concerned individuals and key institutional bodies. This
level of stakeholder interest shows the importance of this Bill.
The government carefully considered stakeholder feedback to develop a reform package which addressed the
issues they raised.
In recognition of the stakeholder-driven nature of the review, the government made an election commitment
to release an Exposure Draft of the Bill by 30 June this year, to provide a final opportunity for interested
parties to comment on the proposed reforms. The Exposure Draft was released on 5 April, and by the close
of consultation on 10 May, more than 40 submissions had been received.
I would like to take the opportunity to thank everyone who made a submission during the course of the review.
Your contributions have helped identify a number of important technical and policy issues, and have helped
ensure that the Bill before the house today strikes the right balance between competing interests.
The Bill will improve the regulation of owners corporations in a number of important ways. For example, a
new, more logical, five-tier system based on owners corporation size will be introduced, establishing new
thresholds for the requirements to have committees, prepare annual financial statements and commission
external audits or independent reviews, and have maintenance plans and funds. Larger owners corporations
will be subject to a greater number of requirements, whilst smaller ones will be subject to less stringent
regulation.
Another important reform will require owners corporations to deposit sufficient fees into their maintenance
fund to implement the approved maintenance plan. This will enhance equity between past, present and future
lot owners and reduce the need for significant and unexpected fee increases, which can cause financial
hardship for some lot owners.
The Bill will also improve the quality of owners corporation managers and enhance protection for owners
corporations in relation to owners corporation managers. This will be done by strengthening the
disqualification and insurance provisions of the current registration scheme to ensure persons convicted of
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certain criminal offences cannot be registered as managers without the consent of the Business Licensing
Authority, and requiring managers to hold professional indemnity insurance at all times.
Certain unfair terms, such as those which may restrict an owners corporation’s ability to revoke the
appointment of a manager, will be prohibited, and the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal will be
empowered to rule whether other contract terms are unfair. The fiduciary duties of managers will also be
expanded in relation to the procurement of goods and services on behalf of owners corporations, influencing
of voting, and owners corporations’ access to their financial records, helping ensure lot owners are aware of
any beneficial relationships or other issues.
The Bill will also expand and improve developers’ duties to the owners corporations they create and enhance
protection for owners corporations in this area. This will be achieved by expanding the obligations of
developers in line with the New South Wales model, prohibiting developers from appointing themselves or
their associates as owners corporation manager; and from voting on any resolution relating to building defects.
These obligations will be extended to apply for 10 years following the registration of the plan of subdivision
and while the developer holds the majority of lot entitlements, rather than the majority of lots.
At the first meeting of the owners corporation, developers will also be required to disclose any beneficial
relationship with the owners corporation manager, as well as provide a broader range of documents than
currently required, including a maintenance plan for the building. Developers will be prohibited from setting
the initial budget at an unreasonably low level to entice buyers, unreasonably designating common property
or common services as private lots to enhance their voting power, and receiving payments from an owners
corporation manager in relation to a management contract.
Equity between lot owners will also be enhanced by requiring the initial settings of lot entitlement and liability
to be established according to specified criteria and be accompanied by a statement explaining the settings.
The ability of a majority lot owner to prevent an application to VCAT for changes to these settings will also
be removed where all other lot owners have consented to the change.
The Bill will also implement a number of proposals to improve the governance and financial administration
of, and internal relations in, owners corporations. This includes expanding the duty of committee members to
include a duty to act in the owners corporation’s best interests; restricting proxy farming and committee
proxies, and prohibiting contractual limitations on lot owners’ voting rights; enabling owners corporations to
make rules controlling smoke drift from private lots; and enabling owners corporations to separately levy lot
owners for a range of costs directly attributable to the particular use of certain lots.
Finally, the Bill will improve the regulation of owners corporations in retirement villages by providing for a
clearer separation between owners corporation meetings, retirement village meetings and village resident
committees, and aligning the powers of village operators who control owners corporations in retirement
villages with the aims of the Retirement Villages Act 1986.
The Bill is an important the first step in improving governance and outcomes for owners corporations in
Victoria.
Implementation of these new requirements will be supported by the delivery of a voluntary, ongoing and
targeted information and training program for owners corporation managers in a partnership between
Consumer Affairs Victoria and industry bodies, along with a broader information campaign aimed at owners
corporations in general. The government will also continue to work with stakeholders on the development of
amendments to the Regulations, including new model rules.
The Bill also includes a statutory review provision, requiring an assessment of its amendments to be
undertaken within two to five years of commencement. This will provide an opportunity to examine the
effectiveness of the reform package and identify whether any further amendments may be required.
The Bill will help ensure that owners corporations are better governed, more financially responsible and
sustainable, with greater social cohesion, making them better places to live.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (10:15): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
25 September.
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LAND (REVOCATION OF RESERVATIONS) BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (10:15): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006, I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Land (Revocation of Reservations)
Bill 2019.
Opening paragraphs
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘Charter’),
I make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2019, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly,
is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The Bill provides for the revocation of five Crown land reservations and the revocation of two restricted
Crown grants which will enable appropriate management and use of the land as well as provide certainty to
communities and affected stakeholders.
Human Rights Issues
Section 12—Freedom of movement
Clauses 5, 8, 11 and 19 of the Bill provide for the re-reservation of a number of Crown land sites for particular
purposes. These provisions could be perceived to limit a person’s access to these sites. In the case of clause 5,
the land will be reserved for hospital purposes, clause 8 state school purposes, clause 11 public recreation
purposes and clause 19 for racecourse purposes. In these cases, some restriction of a person’s access to the
land may be required to ensure the proper functioning of the land for the purposes for which it is reserved.
In my opinion such restrictions would be reasonable and justified in the circumstances given the reservation
proposals will significantly promote other Charter rights and there are no less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve the legitimate outcome. For example, the expansion of the Frankston Hospital would
promote the right to life under section 9 by delivering improved health outcomes for the community of south
east Melbourne and the re-reservation of the land at Camberwell for State School purposes would promote
the interests of children under section 17.
Other than these instances, the reservation of these sites does not create any restrictions on a person moving
freely within the reserve areas or within Victoria. Therefore, the Bill does not limit the right protected under
section 12 of the Charter.
Section 16—Freedom of association
Section 16 of the charter provides that people have the right to join groups or unions and to meet peacefully
for that purpose.
The proposal under Part 2 of the Bill provides for the revocation of a permanent public purposes reserve and
its re-reservation for hospital purposes. This is required to enable the redevelopment of the Frankston
Hospital. The redevelopment of the hospital would require the relocation of the Frankston Tennis Club, the
current occupant of the site. While the relocation of the club will not directly impact on the club members’
rights to associate it may be perceived as indirectly impacting their right to freedom of association under
section 16.
In my opinion, the proposal under Part 2 does not limit these rights. The Frankston City Council, Peninsula
Health and Frankston Tennis Club are working on plans to relocate the club. While these discussions are
progressing and until 30 April 2020, the Frankston Tennis Club will continue to occupy and use reserve for
tennis club purposes. It is anticipated the club will move to the new site after that date.
Further, the reservation proposals will significantly promote other Charter rights and there are no less
restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the legitimate outcome. Specifically, the redevelopment of
the Frankston Hospital would promote the right to life under section 9 by delivering improved health
outcomes for the community of south east Melbourne.
Section 18—Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the charter provides that every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity,
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs, directly or through freely chosen
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representatives. It further provides that every eligible person has the right, and is to have the opportunity,
without discrimination, to have access, on general terms of equality, to public office.
Clause 17 of the Bill revokes the restricted Crown grant and the Coleraine Racecourse Reserve Trust thereby
removing the trustees appointed under the restricted Crown grant from office. However, of the three trustees
there is only one surviving trustee and he supports the new governance arrangements. The revocation of the
Crown grant and removal of the trustees is necessary for the Bill to provide for a committee of management
to be taken to be appointed under section 14 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978. Any impact on the right
to take part in public life is therefore reasonable and justified in the circumstances.
Section 20—Property Rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law.
Clause 17 of the Bill revokes the restricted Crown grant and revokes the Coleraine Racecourse Reserve Trust
thereby removing the trustees appointed under the restricted Crown grant from office. This provision could
be perceived to operate to deprive the trustees of the proprietary rights held under the restricted Crown grant.
However, as previously stated, there is only one surviving trustee and he supports the new governance
arrangements. I am therefore, satisfied that the revocation of restricted Crown grant and the dissolution of the
trust does not limit the right protected under section 20 of the Charter.
Clauses 4, 7, 10, 15 and 18 of the Bill provide that, on revocation of the reservation, the land is deemed to be
unalienated land of the Crown, freed and discharged from all trusts, limitations, reservations, restrictions,
encumbrances, estates and interests.
These provisions could also be perceived to operate to deprive persons of proprietary rights that are held in
relation to the land subject of these clauses. However, the provisions are not intended to abolish known rights,
but, rather, give land the requisite characteristics of unalienated Crown land. There are known rights in relation
to the land to which clause 9 applies, but these are held by a body corporate (to which the Charter does not
apply) and, in any case, are preserved by clause 12 of the Bill.
Hon Lily D’Ambrosio
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (10:16): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
The proposed Bill will provide for the revocation of permanent reservations of Crown land at Frankston,
Camberwell, Geelong and Coleraine, and, where applicable, the temporary reservation of the land and the
appointment of committees of management. It will also provide for the revocation of two restricted Crown
grants over the Coleraine Racecourse Reserve in western Victoria. The Bill will facilitate new management
arrangements and future use and development of these areas of land. In particular, the Bill will help facilitate
the government’s 2018 election commitment to redevelop the Frankston Hospital.
In Victoria, permanent reservations over Crown land may only be revoked under provisions of an Act of
Parliament. This is also the case for some types of restricted Crown grants. Acts for the revocation of
permanent reservations are a normal part of government business, and Parliament has passed many of these
Acts over the years.
Frankston—enabling the expansion of the Frankston Hospital
The Bill provides for the revocation of a permanent reservation for public recreation purposes of land
adjoining the Frankston Hospital. It will be replaced with a with temporary reservation for hospital purposes.
The revocation will facilitate the government’s 2018 election commitment to redevelop the Frankston
Hospital by providing the additional space needed for the redevelopment.
The $562 million project will transform Frankston Hospital with increased numbers of hospital beds and new
operating theatres as part of the multi-storey redevelopment. There will be a significant expansion in child
and maternal health services to meet growing demand as more young families move to Melbourne’s south-
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eastern suburbs. This will include a new maternity ward, obstetrics ward, women’s clinic, paediatric ward and
special care nursery.
People with mental health conditions will be able to get the help they need with more mental health services.
There will also be more support for people battling cancer, with a new oncology ward and an oncology day
clinic. The project will create up to 1,700 jobs during construction.
The existing public recreation reserve has been used for many years by the Frankston Tennis Club. Peninsula
Health, as the current committee of management, has arranged for the tennis club to occupy the reserve until
30 April 2020 after which it will relocate to another site managed by the City of Frankston.
Lower Reserve, Camberwell—enabling the expansion of the Camberwell Primary School
The Bill provides for the revocation of two small areas forming part of the Lower Reserve Camberwell
(Crown Allotments 2145 and 2144, Parish of Boroondara). Lower Reserve is permanently reserved for public
gardens purposes. The City of Boroondara is the reserve’s committee of management.
Crown Allotment 2145 will be re-reserved with a temporary reservation for state school purposes and Crown
Allotment 2144 will be re-reserved with a temporary reservation for public recreation purposes. The proposed
state school purposes reservation and public recreation reservation reflect the long-term existing uses of the
relevant sections of the reserve.
Camberwell Primary School has occupied Crown Allotment 2145, comprising the former Camberwell
Bowling Club, since the 1990s with the agreement of the City of Boroondara. Camberwell Primary School is
experiencing strong growth and there is a critical need for more space. The school’s location at the heart of
Camberwell, at Camberwell Junction near commercial, retail and high/medium density residential properties
means there are limited opportunities to expand. The former bowling club site has provided valuable
additional space.
The former bowling club site will meet the school’s future needs as a playground and for classroom space.
However, it cannot be redeveloped for school purposes while the land remains reserved for public gardens
purposes. As land reserved for state school purposes the land would be controlled by the Department of
Education and may be redeveloped. I recognise that open space is important to the local community and that
plans are being made for public access to Crown Allotment 2145 outside of school hours.
The revocation of Crown Allotment 2144 and its re-reservation for public recreation purposes will align the
land’s reservation purpose with its long-standing use as tennis courts. The City of Boroondara will continue
to manage this area following its re-reservation.
Geelong—providing certainty with respect to the land’s intended status as freehold land
The Bill provides for the revocation of a permanent public purposes reservation located near Corio Bay, at
Rippleside approximately three kilometres north of Geelong CBD.
During the first half of the last century, the former Port of Geelong Authority built a shipyard and workshops
on the permanent public purposes reservation and land reclaimed from Corio Bay. The Port of Geelong
Authority surrendered the land to the Crown in 1996 and it was then sold by the Victorian Government. The
land has subsequently been subdivided and a marina has been constructed on the adjoining Crown land
seabed. The portion of permanent public purposes reservation has recently been identified as still existing
over the land which was sold in 1996. This needs to be rectified and the Bill will do this and provide certainty
with respect to the land’s intended status as freehold land.
A further section of permanently reserved land located directly to the north of the residential development
will also be revoked. It had originally been proposed to include this area in the marina-lease, but this did not
proceed when it became known the land was permanently reserved Crown land. It is proposed that this area
of permanent reservation be revoked so that it can incorporated into the adjoining lease for the marina.
Coleraine—enabling a trustee to resign and appointing a committee of management
The Bill provides for the revocation a permanent reservation for racecourse purposes which applies to the
Coleraine Racecourse. It will also revoke two restricted Crown grants issued to trustees for the Coleraine
Racecourse. Coleraine is in western Victoria approximately 335 kilometres from Melbourne.
The Coleraine Racecourse Reserve is controlled by trustees under two restricted Crown grants. Only one of
the trustees survives and he supports the new governance arrangements under a committee of management
to be put into place under the Bill.
Section 19 of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 enables trustees to resign. However, this mechanism is
not available in the case of one of the restricted Crown grants as the land was issued to trustees under the
Coleraine Race-course Act 1901, a discrete piece of legislation, to which the provisions of section 19 of the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 do not apply. Therefore, the Bill revokes both Crown grants for the land.
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Part of the racecourse is subject to a permanent reservation made in the nineteenth century. However, in
respect to the other part of the reserve issued to trustees under the Coleraine Race-course Act 1901, that Act
does not expressly reserve the land for racecourse purposes. To avoid any doubt about the reservation status
of the racecourse, it is proposed revoke all reservations and permanently reserve land for racecourse purposes
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to enable a committee of management to be appointed.
Conclusion
The Bill provides for the revocation of five Crown land reservations and the revocation of two restricted
Crown grants which will enable appropriate management and use of the land as well as provide certainty to
communities and affected stakeholders.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (10:17): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
25 September.
MARINE AND FISHERIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HORNE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (10:18): I rise to make a contribution on the Marine and Fisheries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. This bill is an omnibus bill that makes amendments to the Fisheries
Act 1995, the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act 1988, the Marine Safety Act 2010
and the Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Act 2014. While this is an omnibus
bill, it is a bill that has caused a considerable amount of stress to commercial fishers on the Gippsland
Lakes. This is an industry that goes back well over 100 years and an industry that has existed through
up to six generations of commercial fishers, who will now be having that industry concluded.
My comments today will not focus at all on whether these fishers should remain in the Gippsland
Lakes. The fishers have certainly accepted that their licences are being removed and acknowledge that
it was a pre-election commitment and is therefore to be acted on. But what I would like to focus on
today is the deeply flawed and disrespectful process that has seen us arrive at this point in time, and I
will outline in some detail why it has been flawed and it has been disrespectful. The reasons as to why
that is the case are also the background of why I am moving a reasoned amendment to this bill, which
is as follows. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the government commits to:
(1) a genuine consultation process with the Gippsland Lakes fishery access licence holders on the
compulsory buyback of their licences; and
(2) releasing all expert advice (including the valuer-general’s assessments on equipment) to individual
licence holders in accordance with section 3A(1)(h) of the Fisheries Act 1995’.

When you are talking about poor processes and the lack of respect it is hard to know where to start on
this, but let us start with what I believe is the woeful consultation process that has been undertaken
after the minister advised at an earlier meeting with the fishers last year that they will be partners in
this process. So let me advise how good a partner the government has been in this process.
For a start, just last month—four weeks ago almost to the day—on 9 August a consultation meeting
was held with commercial fishers. At that meeting—and this is out of the Victorian Fisheries
Authority’s own minutes, their own minutes of that meeting—the licence holders challenged the
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valuer-general’s value of the licences. The licence holders requested that different catch history figures
be used in calculations—they wanted the Victorian market figures used rather than the national figures
being used. The licence holders requested that information on equipment values be provided given the
valuer-general went down there and did assessments—the valuer-general did assessments on their
gear, and it has not been released back to those fishermen yet but we have a bill in this house. They
requested the government consider incentives to leave early rather than penalties for remaining an
extra 12 months. The licence holders requested advice on support services that might be available to
them. The licence holders requested advice on retraining opportunities for those fishers. The licence
holders requested consideration be given to other opportunities within the current commercial sector
where they may be able to participate—for some of these people that is their skill set. And above all—
cop this one—they requested certainty in the short term to enable planning in relation to their
compensation packages.
So that came from Fisheries Victoria’s minutes of a meeting on 9 August with the fishers when they
requested that information. There was no mention at that meeting that this legislation was pending,
and all the fishers that attended that meeting, the 10 licence holders, were awaiting feedback on those
seven issues that they raised. But what happens? Lo and behold, two weeks later the minister stands
up in here—16 days later it was, actually, just over two weeks—and this bill comes into Parliament
on 27 August after that consultation meeting on 9 August requesting all this additional information.
This bill clearly, with the processes of drafting a bill, would have already been drafted when that
consultation took place. Obviously we know with legislation it has to go to cabinet to be approved
before it can be introduced into the Parliament. With the time frames that are put in place, Fisheries
Victoria have gone down to Lakes Entrance to consult with these fishermen when the bill is being
written. So you can see why these licence holders are not feeling a lot of love for Fisheries Victoria
just at the moment, who on their website claim that they support the commercial fishing sector. Who
needs enemies when you have got friends like this?
The consultation process time line would have been something that the scriptwriters of Utopia would
have considered unbelievable—absolutely unbelievable. But no, in the Victorian Parliament it is
reality. To have a public consultation meeting on 9 August, get a list of matters that the fishers want
to consult on and then have a bill introduced two weeks later is an absolute disgrace. On top of this,
they were not told until an hour or two before it was introduced that it was being introduced on that
day. This is their livelihoods; these guys, they want to consult on elements of it. How disrespectful can
you be? And then I hear that some people at Fisheries Victoria and the department got their noses out
of joint when the licence holders went to the local paper and said they had been treated with disrespect.
When some of this was raised we were told that the sector tried to talk to Seafood Industry Victoria
because they were the go-to people on behalf of the fishers and they were meant to be representing the
fishers. We were told that they were not responsive. You have got to be kidding. The bill was done—
the bill was written—when the meeting with the fishers took place. The time frames cannot indicate
any other outcome. You cannot use the woeful excuse, ‘Seafood Industry Victoria never answered the
phone or never got back to us in the two-week period’. It simply does not wash at all. You really have
to ask what is going on at Fisheries Victoria with the commercial sector, on top of this absolute debacle
with the Gippsland Lakes. We have also got another one occurring with the local abalone industry in
Mallacoota. I will not comment in any detail on that because it is before the courts, but there will
certainly be more to say on that one in time.
I want to get to the compensation package itself because in March licence holders were told by the
minister, and again I quote from the minutes of the meeting, that the fishermen will have a voice in
this legislation. When it is the government’s turn to speak, I am sure they are going to get up and I am
sure they are going to say, ‘The package is fair because on average they are getting more than the Port
Phillip Bay fishers got’. They will be reading off their notes, saying, ‘This is fair. They’re getting more
on average than the bay fishers’—on average, that is. But to look at it in this very simplistic manner
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would not be right. You see, the government are happy to make comparisons to Port Phillip Bay fishers
when it suits their argument, but when it does not suit their argument to compare it to Port Phillip Bay,
we are told, ‘This is a different fishery’‘, and I will give some examples of that. We are compared to
Port Phillip when it suits, and we are not when it does not suit.
We will look at each element of the package, which has three basic criteria to it. The first is a payment
for the licence. The second is a component based on catch history over a five-year period. The third is
a compensation payment for the gear. The payment for the licence was $371 000. Now, this is when
the last one changed hands for $378 000 when there was a willing buyer and a willing seller. You
would have thought that when something was getting compulsorily removed it would be a little bit
more generous than what the last sale was with a willing buyer and willing seller. But it was based on
advice from the valuer-general, and the government did say all along that the advice of the valuergeneral would be accepted on this. But let us make a note of that: ‘We are relying on the advice of the
valuer-general’, is the government’s line. And that valuation of those licences was made public.
The second element of this bill was based on the average of a five-year catch history multiplied by
three. Some time ago, having met with the fishers, I asked the Victorian Fisheries Authority myself
that it be done on the average of the best three years over the past five. The reason I asked that was
that I had one fisher in particular come to me and say that he could not fish for 12 months through
illness. I was told this would be okay. But we pick up the bill, which came as a surprise to everyone
with its timing, and we find out that is not the case. We are not getting the average of the best three
over the past five years; we are getting the average over the entire five years—one thing said, a
different thing done.
The other element of this, as the Victorian Fisheries Authority minutes of 9 August state, is that the
fishers wanted the Victorian fish market prices used, and they requested this, as I said, at that 9 August
meeting. The government has chosen to use the national figures, which is a worse result—a worse
outcome across the board for these fishers.
When I asked why we used the national figures, known as the ABARES—Australian Bureau of
Agricultural and Resource Economics and Sciences—figures rather than the Victorian fish market
figures, I was told by the Victorian Fisheries Authority, ‘We used these figures on Port Phillip Bay, so
we’re using them for the Gippsland Lakes buyout’. Then I asked, ‘Okay, so if we’re comparing and
using and basing this on Port Phillip Bay, the Port Phillip Bay fishers that wished to remain in the
industry for an extra 12 months had a 10 per cent reduction in their overall package, but the Gippsland
Lakes fishers are having a 20 per cent reduction if they decide to stay an extra 12 months. Why?’.
When I asked, I was told, ‘Oh, this is a different package’. So they are happy to compare to Port Phillip
Bay when they are talking about which prices they are using, but if you stay in for an extra 12 months
on Port Phillip Bay, you have got a 10 per cent reduction in your package; on the Gippsland Lakes
you get 20 per cent. It makes no sense to me at all.
The third part of this package is a payment for gear. This is of course predominantly nets. The boats
that these families use would be between $5000 and $10 000. Yes, they have some freezers and some
other equipment, but we are basically talking about nets. Nets are the main component of this. The
valuer-general turned up and assessed nine of the 10 fishers; he was shown gear by the various fishers,
and from all reports from the fishers, it was valued in the hundreds of thousands of dollars. One
fisherman even commented to me that the valuer-general said to him, ‘This doesn’t match what I’ve
been briefed on’.
With the fishers who can show that they have hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of gear, what
value is offered in this package? Sixty thousand dollars. And on top of that—and this is a fairly big
‘and’—the government will not provide the valuer-general’s assessment of the gear, citing
confidential business information. I mean, really? It is the licence holders themselves who want their
own valuations back individually. They do not want everyone else’s; they only want their own. And
they should have every right to receive that. There is nothing confidential in getting your own
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assessment of your own gear. I mean, to get that in an email is absolutely ridiculous. They should have
gotten those valuations before this legislation came in, and it should have been a point of negotiation—
another extremely poor effort by this government. One can only assume that clearly these valuations
contain information that the government does not want released yet. It will be interesting to see when
it eventually does come out.
When this was put to the government last week I received the response, ‘But they get this payment,
and they can still sell their gear’. To who? There is no market. In fact the Victorian Fisheries Authority
and the minister’s office have agreed with the commercials to come and pick up the gear and cart it
away. They would sell it if they could, but there is not a remaining market to sell it into. That is why
arrangements have already been put in place to pick it up and to cart it away.
The government is giving fishers $60 000 for gear that costs hundreds of thousands of dollars, and it
is going to be carted away as there is no market and it is worthless. Is that fair? But then again, even if
we go back to the story that is trotted out when it suits—‘We’re basing this on Port Phillip Bay’—the
Port Phillip Bay fishers got more for their gear—more compensation. So at the very minimum we
should be paying them at least what the Port Phillip Bay fishers got.
Apart from this appalling consultation, no respect being shown at all, we have a package that has been
put together that is inconsistent and has holes in it that are massive. But I can assure you—just wait
for a few moments and we will be told; I see them scurrying around there getting little responses
ready—we will be told this is fair because it is more than what the Port Phillip Bay fishers got on
average. Well, there is no excuse for the abysmal consultation process that has taken place and the fact
that we had a consultation meeting on 9 August and legislation introduced before any of those
responses were provided and without any notification that it was going to be introduced.
As I said at the start of this contribution, the fishers have accepted they are going. That is not the
argument here at all. They know that they are on the way out. What this reasoned amendment is about
is trying to rectify some of the wrongs. Given the government’s voting pattern on reasoned
amendments put up by this side, you would assume it will probably be defeated, but I hope that at least
in the four weeks between houses—which is longer than the period between the consultation and the
bill coming into Parliament—we could actually go back and talk to these fishers and get some
amendments in the upper house that treat them with a bit more respect. My discussions, as I put forth
to the minister last week and in the bill briefing that I had, were around at least getting the gear
component up to $100 000, which is still well short of what it is worth, and the fishers would have
walked away despite the abysmal way they have been treated. They would have copped that. But, no,
we could not even get that.
I put there: forget everything else—forget the abysmal handling of the process, forget the licence value
being lower than the last sale, forget the fish pricing issue, forget the catch history difference of opinion
on the best three of five or the average over five, forget the fact they are being punished 20 per cent if
they want to stay in for an extra year instead of 10 per cent; forget all that—and just give us a slightly
more palatable payment on the fishing gear. But no—no budging whatsoever. We all accept that the
fishers are going. We certainly do not support the circumstances that they are going under and the way
that they have been treated. I would hope that this is considered by others when they are speaking on
this bill.
I would like to briefly talk about some other elements of the bill. As I said at the start, it is an omnibus
bill and it proposes amendments to the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act and the
Marine Safety Act 2010. It amends the Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Act
as well. I certainly have some comments to make on this element of the bill as well, noting that the
Shadow Minister for Ports and Freight will be our next speaker. As these matters relate more to the
ports portfolio, she will be elaborating more. But firstly in relation to the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and
Pollution Control) Act amendments, the bill will expand the application of the definition of prescribed
concentration of alcohol. This amendment will make improvements in making sure that the permitted
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concentration of alcohol for a pilot on duty is zero. It will make improvements in that area. But it also
appears to preserve an anomaly in the system. I am advised that the prescribed limit for the operator
or master of a domestic commercial vessel is zero—no alcohol at all. I am told that for operators or
masters of larger and therefore potentially more dangerous regulated Australian vessels or foreignflagged vessels it is more lenient, at .05.
I raised this matter during the bill briefing, saying, ‘If you’ve got larger and potentially more dangerous
boats, shouldn’t they all be on .00? Why have we got .05 for the larger boats?’. We had some
discussion around whether this was the case in the bill briefing. I sought some clarification on this and
I sought a response, and I asked a particular person if they would not mind getting back in touch with
me by lunchtime Friday. As I stand here now, I have not had any feedback on that inquiry at all in
relation to the blood alcohol level for regulated Australian vessels or foreign-flagged vessels. Given
that I have not had any feedback to confirm that one way or the other, I would hope that that might be
considered if my concern does in fact prove to be the case. I would hope that that could be considered
between chambers and if that does need to be rectified that that amendment will indeed be made.
The other amendment was to the Marine Safety Act 2010:
(i)

to provide that volunteers are not marine safety workers; and

(ii) to provide for the suspension and cancellation of inactive pilot licences; and
(iii) to make further provision in relation to the registration of pilotage services providers …

Feedback came from stakeholders, and I am sure that the shadow minister, when she is on her feet,
will cover off on this. There was a lot of surprise from stakeholders as to where this actually came
from. This came out of the blue for them, so we were told.
We also are aware that suggested industry stakeholders, including Marine Safety Victoria,
harbourmasters, pilot service providers, the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources (DEDJTR), the Victorian Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Victorian
Regional Channels Authority have for some time been in fact reviewing and rewriting the licensing
and training requirements for marine pilots in Victoria. Indeed the shadow minister and I were given
a table that reflected that this has been an ongoing discussion for some time amongst all those
stakeholders. Those stakeholder groups that I mentioned included DEDJTR and Victorian Premier
and Cabinet. Part of this review was the return from absence and revalidation requirements for pilots.
Stakeholders who are involved in these discussions actually suggested to us that these amendments do
not take into consideration or recognise the work and findings of that stakeholder group or the
outcomes that they are arriving at.
When I raised this again in the bill briefing that I had I was assured that the bill amendments were
complementary to that work that was being done, but when I replayed that back to the industry
stakeholders they did not believe that they were complementary at all. They were not advised that
these changes were coming into the Parliament in this bill, and they would certainly have indicated to
both me and the Shadow Minister for Ports and Freight that they would like to see some discussion
between chambers in relation to the impact of these changes on pilots and the work that has been going
on. Again I note that that work has included the government, so that seems to me to be quite bizarre.
The Shadow Minister for Ports and Freight will have more to say on that when she makes her speech.
Before I finish, I would like to make the point that the insertion of the clause in this bill relating to pilot
boat operators that relates to the suspension or cancellation of inactive licences has clearly been
inserted into the wrong part of the bill. It has been inserted into the bill where the holder of an inactive
pilot’s licence is facing disciplinary action. It is in the section of the bill where it is a punishment for a
pilot licence holder having done something wrong. Now, there is no suggestion that the holder of an
inactive pilot’s licence has done anything wrong at all, and there is no suggestion that they would be
deserving of any form of disciplinary action. This is what the new part 4.6A inserted by the bill is
concerned with. It is concerned with disciplinary action for doing the wrong thing. But you then go
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through the Marine Safety Act 2010 and part 7.2 relates to the granting and suspension of licences
generally and not to disciplinary action. So I think that this probably needs to be changed between
houses. I mean, you might have been an inactive pilot for over 12 months because of illness and you
then decide through discussions not to take up your pilot’s licence again. It should not read that you
have been disciplined or punished. So there is a more appropriate part of the act in which that new
section could be inserted.
I leave these matters for consideration between the houses. We have a four-week break rather than the
regular two-week break between sitting weeks, and I would like to think that we can have some
changes between houses that will make this more palatable for the fishers and that we will get some
responses on the marine and ports elements of this bill that were raised in the bill briefing. Depending
on what happens between houses, the opposition will be reserving its position on this legislation in the
upper house, pending some more palatable changes to the bill.
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (10:46): I am very pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the Marine
and Fisheries Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. Just before I go to the substance of the legislation
before the house this morning I do want to pick up on some of the comments made by the member for
Gippsland East with whom I share the same surname—and I do receive many of his emails, which I
of course forward on to him—
Mr T Bull: And vice versa.
Mr J BULL: And vice versa, I will say that. I think it is a very good working relationship we share.
We share the same surname, but we do not always share the same view and we do not share the same
view on this piece of legislation. In his reasoned amendment the member asserts a lack of consultation,
a lack of clarity and a lack of certainty around this bill, but this is just simply wrong. In October 2018
this was announced as an election commitment alongside, of course, that big positive bold agenda that
we took to the people of Victoria right across the state in health, in education, in roads, in transport, in
infrastructure and in boating and fishing. We were of course overwhelmingly endorsed. The people of
Victoria voted for a positive plan and voted for a government that was going to get things done, and
that is exactly what we have been focused on each and every day we have been in office.
There were also comments made by the member around a lack of, as I mentioned, consultation and
discussion, but that is certainly not the case. There were a series of meetings and discussions with the
Victorian Fisheries Authority and with Seafood Industry Victoria over many months. It was
particularly important for the government to ensure that genuine consultation happened, so to assert
that that did not happen is just plain and simply wrong.
Deputy Speaker, as you know, Victorians love to fish, and they love to get out with family and with
friends to spend quality time throwing a line in and hopefully bringing in a worthy catch. This state is
blessed with a vast array of waterways and bodies of water right across the state: lakes, rivers, streams
and the bay of course—a whole range of waterways that are very popular within local communities.
They are certainly popular for communities in Victoria, and it is certainly fair to say that many people
come from right around the nation to make the best of our waterways.
I have spoken in this house before about the social benefits of quality family time that recreational
fishing brings to communities right across the state—time as a family, time spent together, time with
daughters and sons and mothers and fathers and friends and neighbours who get together and enjoy
the water. It is not just good for the individual, it is good for communities, and we are certainly focused
on Target One Million to ensure that we make the best of our quality waterways. But what is important
is good management around those waterways, Deputy Speaker, as you would be aware.
This bill continues to improve recreational opportunities for fishing in this state. It continues to
improve the quality of water bodies and ensures that we do have a very good network of streams and
rivers and lakes that are able to be utilised by as many people as possible. This certainly ties in to what
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we said before the election, and it is what we are delivering this morning with this legislation. To go
back to the member’s comments earlier on about consultation, each and every day we are given the
great opportunity to be in office, to continue to work with local communities right across the state, to
listen, to learn and to create policies that ensure that we continue to be the best state in the nation.
I want to take this opportunity to thank all those that have worked and continued to work very hard in
our fisheries, our water bodies, those at the Victorian Fisheries Authority, those at catchment
management authorities, local councils, volunteers and local angling clubs—and, Deputy Speaker, I
am sure you are familiar with those. I want to give a shout-out to the Sunbury Angling Club, who I
did catch up with just a couple of weeks ago. They are very excited about Target One Million. They
are absolutely thrilled to get out there with family and friends and to spend quality time with people
within that group and also out of that group as much as they can right across the state.
As we have heard, this bill implements the government’s commitment to end commercial netting in
the Gippsland Lakes with a compulsory buyout process of the remaining licences to enhance
recreational fishing opportunities in those lakes. It also reduces marine safety risks and improves
public confidence in the safety of shipping operations by making changes to the operation of the
regulatory scheme for sea pilots and pilotage service providers under the Marine Safety Act 2010.
There has been over many years—and I have spoken in this house before about it—a range of
legislation and a range of mechanisms and commitments that we have made to improve safety in and
on our waterways. This is really important. It is important because waterways do present a hazard.
Every time that families and individuals are out on the water, we need them to be safe. We want them
to have fun, but we want to make sure that they are doing it in a safe manner. It is important to be
continually updating legislation and to make sure we are always looking at legislation and ways that
we can continue to be safe on the water.
The bill, finally, improves compliance monitoring and enforcement of marine safety laws by transport
safety officers by clarifying the scope of those regulatory powers. This is another important function
of the bill which makes sure that, as I said, we have modern and up-to-date legislation that continues
to do those important things right across the industry. There are an estimated 830 000 recreational
fishers right across the state. I know the member for Frankston is one of those 830 000. I am also one
of those—a very poor one at that, I have to say. The member for Frankston did want me to tell a very
brief but humorous story about a time when I was fishing in the Murray, and I am probably one—
Ms Britnell: Sit down if you have got nothing else to say.
Mr J BULL: How long do you want me to go on for? I could go on for hours if you would like. I
am probably one of those fishers, like the member for Frankston, that has all the equipment, all the
gear, everything you need, but does not catch much.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr J BULL: There was a time, Deputy Speaker, when I did catch something in the Murray. I threw
the line in and thought, ‘I’ve got something good here. It’s a cod or it’s a reasonable catch’. As I am
winding it in, up comes a golf club. So I had—
Ms Britnell interjected.
Mr J BULL: It was a sign. I had managed to catch a golf club. It was a seven iron, which I put in
the golf bag. I then went off and played nine holes later on that afternoon, and with the first hit the
head snapped off because it was rusted. So that was a very ordinary fishing story from me. I am sure
the member for Frankston enjoyed that.
It is incredibly important that we continue to update our legislation to make sure that those—
Ms Britnell interjected.
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Mr J BULL: You are enjoying this—to make sure that those 830 000 fishers continue to enjoy the
industry. It brings in $2.3 billion of social and economic activity each and every year. Species such as
Murray cod, Australian bass, freshwater crayfish, snapper, King George whiting, all important—
Mr Pearson: King George Whiting in Sunbury!
Mr J BULL: Absolutely no whiting in Sunbury. The government recognises the importance of
recreational fishing to Victorians. We are committed to $46 million to grow recreational fishing, as I
said, around Target One Million. This is of course phase 2. It is a significant investment; it is
$35 million to make sure that we deliver phase 2 of the program, the largest injection of fishing funds
on record.
I do also want to take the opportunity to acknowledge the member for Essendon, who I believe has
done some substantial work around a project in his community around the Maribyrnong River.
Mr Pearson: The mighty Maribyrnong!
Mr J BULL: The mighty Maribyrnong. He is very proud of the work that he has done. I do actually
have a stakeholder that lives in my electorate, in the great community of Diggers Rest, that has done
some great work with the member. This is really important to continue to deliver in this industry and
to make sure that we are of course supporting recreational fishing right across the state. We, the
government, are completely confident that a proper, genuine, transparent consultation process has
occurred, and we stand by this legislation. We are very proud of it. I would certainly encourage all
Victorians to get out on the water and enjoy everything that fishing has to offer.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (10:56): Today I rise to speak on the Marine and Fisheries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2019, but I will mainly focus my contribution on the amended parts of
the Marine Safety Act 2010 rather than concentrating on the proposed changes to the Fisheries
Act 1995, unlike the member for Sunbury, who probably knows a lot about fishing or golfing. I am
not sure which one he knows more about.
My colleague the shadow Minister for Fishing and Boating already covered extensively the very
concerning issues around the challenges for the 10 licence holders in the Gippsland Lakes who have
not been consulted. I will absolutely, 100 per cent, support the amendment proposed by the member
for Gippsland East because I found exactly the same situation. In consulting with the people who will
be affected by this legislation, I have spoken with many people over the last couple of weeks, mainly
from the seaport pilot groups and of course people from the port of Portland, who have been very
generous in assisting me over the last three and a half or four years now in my role. Portland obviously
is a very important port for Victoria, one of the four commercial ports for Victoria. The pilot boat
operators have also been very helpful in helping me understand what an important role they do in
keeping our port safe.
So it was really interesting in the second-reading speech when the minister talked about safety, because
what I have been told—and this is why this amendment is so important—is that there actually has not
been any consultation and the pilots who do this important job actually did not know this was coming.
In fact what they did tell me is that they have got no issues with the changes that are all improving
safety. They have actually been working on that through an advisory group called the Victorian
pilotage coordination and advisory group. The interesting part is that the government has
representatives on this advisory group. The Department of Transport, Planning and Local
Infrastructure sits on it and Marine Safety Victoria is represented, as are the harbourmasters, pilot
service providers, the Victorian Ports Corporation and the Victorian Regional Channels Authority.
They all sit on this advisory group.
This group actually met on 26 August because they have been reviewing the regulations for safety and
piloting and all the areas that need to be reviewed obviously to keep safety a priority, as the minister
claims in her second-reading speech to be trying to address. So on 26 August their discussions
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concluded, and one area of the discussions was that they would make sure that if anyone had been
inactive for five years they might have their licence cancelled. However, when the legislation was
introduced, just one day after that meeting on 27 August, despite what the group had agreed to the day
before—with, remember, the government representation on that group—there was a proposed
amendment to make licences of boat pilot service operators inactive after 12 months. This came out
of nowhere and absolutely had no consultation. They were told after the meeting that that is what was
going to happen.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Members
MINISTER FOR PLANNING
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:01): I advise the house that the Minister for Planning
will be again absent from question time today and that the Minister for Water will answer in his place.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
PAKENHAM RAIL LINE
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (11:01): My question is to the Minister for Public Transport. How will V/Line
trains operate on the line between Pakenham and Caulfield when the high-capacity Metro trains are
introduced, given none of the V/Line diesels are equipped with the relevant signalling and the
government has no plans to outfit V/Line trains with that signalling?
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport)
(11:01): I would like to thank the member for Euroa for her question because the upgrading of our
public transport network both in regional Victoria and also in metropolitan Victoria is paramount. It is
absolutely fundamental. It is a hallmark of what this government is doing in upgrading public
transport. We are making sure that along that corridor diesel trains—both the V/Line trains and the
VLocity trains—can run as well as our high-capacity Metro trains that will be coming.
Ms Ryan: On a point of order, Speaker, the question was how V/Line trains will operate on that
line between Caulfield and Pakenham, and the minister did not come anywhere near to even touching
on how that will occur. I would ask, Speaker—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I warn all members to stop shouting across the chamber. Members will
be removed from the chamber without warning if they shout across the chamber.
Ms Ryan: I would ask, Speaker, that the minister does those Gippsland commuters the courtesy of
actually answering that question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister to continue and to come to answering the question.
Ms HORNE: Speaker, I am actually happy to confirm that V/Line trains will continue to run in
fact as they do now, with more services than they have ever had before, and we will continue to run
those trains on the tracks.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (11:04): Will the minister categorically rule out terminating any V/Line trains
at Pakenham?
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport)
(11:05): Look, I believe my colleague the Minister for Transport Infrastructure has actually addressed
this question before, which is about the upgrade of Pakenham station. We will continue to run V/Line
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trains. In fact remember we are the government that put VLocity trains out to Bairnsdale. And we will
continue—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, there was a very simple question to the minister and I
would ask you to bring her back to answering that question. Will she categorically—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Sport!
Mr Walsh: There was a very simple question: will the minister categorically rule out terminating
V/Line trains at Pakenham? And I ask you to bring her back—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Child Protection!
Mr Walsh: I ask you to bring her back to actually giving that answer.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister has been relevant to the question.
Ms HORNE: What I can categorically say is that we are a government that is about delivering
more services to regional Victoria.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before calling the Manager of Opposition Business, the member for
South-West Coast and the member for Essendon can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. I have
warned members not to shout across the chamber. Members will be asked to leave the chamber if they
keep shouting.
Members for South-West Coast and Essendon withdrew from chamber.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, under sessional order 11 the answer has to be succinct,
relevant and factual. Even getting close to any one of those requirements would be a help in trying to
get any answer about this. Apart from the fact that we have learned that trains run on tracks, we need
an actual answer to the question.
Ms Allan: On the point of order, Speaker, the minister was asked about trains along the Gippsland
and Dandenong corridors and around Pakenham. She is being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked. And what is more, I find it astounding that the Manager of Opposition Business can raise
this point of order given the shouting and screaming from his colleagues makes it almost impossible
for me to hear the minister, let alone him.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thought the minister had already answered the question. The minister to
continue answering the question.
Ms HORNE: Thank you, Speaker. My point was that the Minister for Transport Infrastructure had
actually answered this question previously and the answer was that trains will not terminate at
Pakenham. They will continue because we are a government that is about delivering more services
more often with new trains.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SANITARY PRODUCTS ROLLOUT
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (11:08): I rise today to update the house on our commitment to support women
and girls here in the Education State. This morning I was very proud to join the Premier and the
Minister for Education at The University High School to announce that our free sanitary product
rollout starts this week.
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We made this commitment to the Victorian people and we are delivering on that commitment.
Students at Uni High will be among the first to benefit from this initiative, which will see free pads
and tampons provided at every government school in an Australian first, and we should be very proud
of that. At full rollout this will benefit more than 130 000 students each and every year, and we know
that students who do not have access to sanitary products often cannot concentrate in class. They may
not feel comfortable participating in school activities, particularly physical activity, and on some
occasions they may actually miss out on school altogether.
No girl should feel like she cannot go to school because she cannot afford sanitary products. Getting
your period is a normal and healthy part of a woman’s life, but too often when you are growing up it
can be a source of anxiety and embarrassment and it is too often stigmatised. So in addition to tackling
the cost of living issue that comes with this, it is also important that we break down the stigma and
build better understanding about menstruation so that the barrier to participation can be overcome.
This is a practical measure that can also play a really important part in changing a culture. It is a
measure that makes our community more inclusive, and it is also about giving young women and girls
dignity at school and making sure that all students have access to the great education that they deserve.
Whether it is in the boardroom, whether it is on a sporting field, whether it is in our work places or
indeed in our classrooms, our commitment to gender equality is absolutely unwavering.
METRO TUNNEL
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:09): My question is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. Walker’s Doughnuts has suffered a 20 per cent drop in sales and has had to
retrench seven workers since the recent closure of the north side of Flinders Street. How is it fair that
small businesses and their workers have to suffer without compensation for government infrastructure
projects?
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (11:10):
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. I will follow up after question time with Rail
Projects Victoria, who are of course the agency who are responsible for delivering the Metro Tunnel,
to give me some further advice on the business identified in the Leader of the Opposition’s question.
I think he mentioned it was Walker’s Doughnuts. I will seek some further advice from Rail Projects
Victoria on this matter, and I am happy to report that back to the Leader of the Opposition.
What I am also happy to report to the Leader of the Opposition, and indeed to the entire chamber, is
that the Andrews Labor government is of course getting on with delivering the Metro Tunnel project
because it is such a critically important project for the city and for the state. When the Metro Tunnel is
completed in 2025, it will give us the capacity to bring 100 000 additional people in and out of the city
during each morning peak period. That means we can run more trains more often in and out of the city
and across our suburban network. It means also that it gives us the backbone—it gives us the
foundation—on which we can do further expansion of the network. Without a Metro Tunnel you cannot
have an airport rail link because you just do not have the extra capacity in your metropolitan network.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, with respect to the small business identified,
Walker’s Doughnuts, and with respect to their seven workers who have lost their jobs, I appreciate the
minister has made the offer that she will follow up, but the question was: how is it fair for these
businesses and their workers that there be no compensation? I would ask the minister to return to
addressing the question about the lack of compensation, which has directly led to seven workers losing
their jobs.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister responded directly to the question that was asked, but is now
giving general information.
Ms ALLAN: The reason why I am giving this additional detail on the Metro Tunnel project—a
project, I note, that is opposed by those opposite, that was tried to be blocked and stopped at every
opportunity by those opposite—is that we need to invest in the Metro Tunnel, we need to get on and
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deliver the Metro Tunnel because it means for workers right across the city that they will be able to
come in and out of the city on more train services.
For a project of this size and scale, yes, there is disruption as we get on and deliver construction. The
Minister for Corrections and I were at one of the Metro Tunnel station sites just this morning at Fed
Square. We are seeing huge progress on the delivery of this project and along the way we have worked
very carefully to minimise disruption as best we can. That is why we have acoustic sheds being
constructed around our worksites, to minimise noise and dust. It is why we are carefully staging the
construction of this project. Yes, from time to time it does mean that there will be some changes to the
road network; it does mean that there will be some changes to the way people move in and out of the
city while we deliver this project. But we are doing so in the way of minimising disruption and working
with local businesses in that affected area because the alternative would be to do what those opposite
did, which was nothing, which was to not deliver the Metro Tunnel project and not deliver the benefits
that come with the extra train services that will be delivered.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:13): I am pleased the minister referred
to working with local businesses, because staff of her Melbourne Metro Rail Authority recently
refused to meet with the group of traders, including Walker’s Doughnuts, Flora Indian Restaurant and
Cafe and Dangerfield, who were told, ‘We don’t do meetings together’. Why is this government so
arrogant that it treats small businesses and their workers so harshly in a desperate attempt to cut costs
and refuse fair compensation?
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (11:14):
I absolutely reject the foundation of the Leader of the Opposition’s question, because I know for a fact
that Rail Projects Victoria’s team have been out there talking to those local businesses. The form in
which those conversations at those meetings are held—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the quote was, ‘We don’t do meetings together’.
Yes, these businesses wanted to meet together. Apparently the Labor Party does not support collective
bargaining when it is for small businesses, only when it is for unions.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Ms ALLAN: And they will continue to work respectfully with those businesses affected, but I will
tell you what: there was never any compensation offered by those opposite when they were in
government to businesses because they did not deliver anything. There were no projects that caused
disruption while—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Child Protection has already been warned.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, seven workers have lost their jobs. This minister
wants to turn this question time into an attack on us. She should get back to doing her job and
answering the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will come back to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN: Also too, in terms of the Leader of the Opposition’s concerns about jobs and
supporting workers, what we are seeing with the Metro Tunnel, with our record investment in transport
infrastructure, is we are creating tens of thousands of jobs right across Victoria, in stark contrast to the
6.9 per cent unemployment rate that this person over here, when he was Treasurer of this state,
presided over when they were in government.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, again, are we going to see ministers constantly abuse
the forms of this house in question time without any sanction? That is my question.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I remind ministers that question time is not an opportunity to attack the
opposition. The minister has concluded her answer.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: RURAL AND REGIONAL SCHOOLS
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education) (11:16): Last week I had the pleasure of
joining the Premier and the excellent member for Bass to announce the Andrews Labor government’s
new rural and regional package. NAPLAN data from across the country shows the performance of
regional and rural schools is around 20 points or more behind schools in metropolitan Australia. This
is a national problem and is decades long. So we commissioned the Expert Advisory Panel for Rural
and Regional Students earlier this year to consult with country communities in Victoria and make
recommendations on what further support we can provide.
We have listened and acted: an initial package of just under $83 million, including $45.2 million to
attract and retain excellent teachers; grants of up to $50 000 and retention bonuses of $9000 per year
if they stay for three years. Schools are telling us that if we can get the teachers to relocate and stay for
a while, they will become involved in their community and fall in love with it. There is also more than
$37 million of other initiatives, including VCE revision lectures in Melbourne—easy and cheap for
metro kids, expensive for country kids.
Ms Ryan interjected.
The SPEAKER: The member for Euroa is warned.
Mr MERLINO: This will save families in country Victoria up to $1000 on registration, travel and
accommodation costs. There is $7.8 million to expand professional development. We are going to
abolish the enrolment fees for Virtual School Victoria. This is costing around 4500 families across
Victoria $160 each. On top of all of that we are going to double internet speeds at our schools with a
$60 million investment, and we are going to provide a further $160 million to continue the excellent
Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund. We are bridging the divide between city and country schools—
only on this side of the house. Only Labor invests in our schools.
MURRAY BASIN RAIL PROJECT
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:19): My question is to the Premier. When referring to cost
blowouts in Melbourne infrastructure projects, the Premier said:
When given the choice between making this investment or compromising our promise. We’ve chosen to …
make the investment, create the jobs, build the … network … we need …

Why do Melbourne projects get more money thrown at them, but the government leaves the Murray
Basin rail project languishing unfinished?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:19): I am delighted to receive a question from the
Leader of the National Party. I stand by the quote that I made. We are investing in record and
unprecedented terms, not just in metropolitan Melbourne, not just in road, not just in rail, not just in
hospitals, not just in schools but across the board in every part of our state—city and country, suburbs
and the centre of Melbourne, regional centres, the smallest of country towns. I reject the question, the
assumption within it and I certainly reject the approach that some, when given the chance, like to sit
at the cabinet table and pretend to represent a certain part of our state and then deliver absolutely
nothing for that part of the state except cuts to hospitals, cuts to schools, closing country train lines,
closing TAFE campuses. I reject that. I reject that, much like the people of country Victoria have
rejected you.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Water is warned.
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Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, not 4 minutes ago you told ministers on that side of the
house that they were not permitted to attack the opposition in the manner that the Premier just did. The
Leader of the Opposition—and I echo his words—said that they will continue to do it as long as they
are not sanctioned. Clearly they are not listening to you, despite the fact you have raised this time and
time again, and I ask you, Speaker, what is going to be done about this continued practice of using
question time to attack the opposition in the way that the government continues to do?
The SPEAKER: Order! I was listening very carefully to the Premier’s comments and he did not
identify who he was talking about until the very end of his remarks. I do warn the Premier not to use
answers to questions in the way that he has where he identifies the opposition at the end of an answer.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:22): Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) president David
Jochinke has said of the Murray Basin rail project:
We do expect them to deliver on the project, as promised.
There has been an infrastructure spend in the city of far more significant value, and we want ours done, as well.

When will the government make the investment, create the jobs and build the Murray Basin rail
network that we need?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:22): I again thank the Leader of the National Party for
his question. In terms of the Murray Basin freight rail project, the Minister for Transport Infrastructure
is in ongoing discussions with her federal counterpart and we hope to be able to have more to say
about that soon. In terms of the assertion in the question that this government has not invested strongly
in regional Victoria, I again reject that. That is simply not borne out by the facts. Billions and billions
of dollars—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the question was very direct about—
Ms Allan: He’s answered it.
Mr Walsh: No, he hasn’t.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the House! The Leader of the Nationals has the call.
Mr Walsh: The question was very direct about this government actually finishing the project they
started—a project that was actually funded by the coalition government, despite what the Premier may
say—and the current government has absolutely botched that project. The president of the VFF, like
everyone else in regional Victoria that relies on the rail freight system, wants this project finished as
promised, not botched by the minister.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is being directly relevant to the question that was put to him.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, I was going through a series of things that I reject, and I will also reject the
notion that you can somehow claim credit for the funding but have no responsibility for the scoping
of this particular project. They cannot have it both ways. Some who do not like to be mentioned, some
who like to be anonymous from their record, cannot have it both ways. They cannot have it both ways,
that unnamed group—the group we will not mention for fear that their feelings might be hurt. I reject
their approach in government and their approach today.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(11:24): I rise to update the house today on what we are doing and the work we are undertaking to be
prepared for this summer, particularly in relation to bushfires. We are all being reminded at the
moment about the devastation of bushfires, and what we are seeing in New South Wales and
Queensland is devastating for many families and properties. We have got fires in Queensland: 79 fires,
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17 homes destroyed and 67 homes damaged. In New South Wales there are 52 fires and nine homes
that have been destroyed.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is outlining to the house the impact of fires in a very serious
emergency situation. I think the house owes it to the minister to hear her out.
Ms NEVILLE: As I was saying, Speaker, there has been significant damage and dislocation of
communities in Queensland and New South Wales. Thousands of people have had to leave their
homes. Our thoughts are with all the communities, I am sure, of the whole of the house. Victoria has
been in constant contact with New South Wales and Queensland with teleconferences a few times a
day to assess what we can do to support them. Today we will be sending 36 firefighters from the CFA
and the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to assist in incident management and
air base support. We will continue to do what we need to do to provide whatever support they need.
In Victoria we are preparing for a hotter and drier summer. The bureau has told us that. We have got
the largest aircraft fleet, 50 specialist aircraft plus up to 100 for surge capacity, and we will continue
to use our award-winning night firefighting for both monitoring and also fire suppression. We have
got planning and education in local communities, which is underway. Because it is so dry in Gippsland
the CFA has issued fire restrictions for East Gippsland, which will start on 23 September.
This fire season is absolutely going to be hotter and drier. We will have significant risks in East Gippsland
and West Gippsland, but also other areas in Victoria will be vulnerable to the fire risk. We are getting
ready, we are working with our colleagues interstate, and we will be prepared for this summer. I
encourage every Victorian to prepare and focus on keeping their families and themselves safe.
The SPEAKER: Before I call the member for Prahran I want to acknowledge in the gallery the
presence of the former member for Wendouree, Sharon Knight.
CLIMATE CHANGE
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (11:26): My question is to the Premier. Next week there will be another
climate strike, again led by students striking from school. Whilst the Premier has stated his support for
the striking students, his government has not given support to their demand of 100 per cent renewable
energy generation by 2030. What does the Premier say in response to young people demanding
100 per cent renewable energy generation by 2030 to ensure a safe future?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:27): I thank the member for Prahran for his question. If
I can just go back one step, there was a day of action not long ago, and I was asked by many in the
media what my view on students being involved in the political and democratic process was. I came
under some criticism when I made the point that I would be proud if my kids were involved in that
cause or lots of other causes, so that is my view. That will not necessarily be a universally popular view,
but that is my view. The more people are involved in these and other issues, the better. It is also worth
pointing out that younger people in our community often get a pretty rough deal and a sledge for not
being involved in the community, for not caring, for not having passion about today, tomorrow and the
future. I think that some of the examples quoted, and others, really put the lie to that. In my experience
so many young people across our community are absolutely passionate about these issues.
Now, on the issue of 100 per cent versus our target of 50 per cent, we have laid out our commitments
in relation to renewable energy. They have been supported by the Victorian community, and we are
in the midst of the biggest undertaking in terms of additional capacity sourced from renewables in the
nation—certainly in the history of our state and indeed beyond that. Now, I know some are
disappointed at the fact that thermal power generation will need to play a role in our system for a
period of time. That transition does take time, and it is made more difficult—and I do not make this
point for any partisan purpose, but it is just a matter of fact—
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Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: ‘Heaven forbid’, says the Leader of the Opposition. Indeed, heaven forbid that
we might have a national government with no coherent energy policy. Heaven forbid that. The work
that we are all trying to do—I would certainly hope we are all trying to do it, although some who do
not like to be mentioned would have abolished the Victorian renewable energy target, and where
would that have left us not just in terms of megawatts, not just in terms of security of supply, but
thousands of jobs—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Here we go, still speaking out against renewable energy—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, again the Premier is attempting to verbal me from
his chair. My point was that Victoria currently suffers the highest power prices in the country, a matter
of some amusement to those opposite, including the Premier, apparently.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to come back to the question, without interjections from
those opposite.
Mr ANDREWS: The only amusing thing is the fragility of some, the absolute fragility of some
who will remain nameless. The issue is—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr ANDREWS: Well, there was not much renewable energy that got away between 2010 and
2014, and that is not a partisan point. It is the history of our state. How much wind was not permitted
before they came to office? Zero. So we will not be lectured on renewable energy or energy in any
way by some who wasted, frittered away their opportunity, squandered their opportunity, did not have
the ticker, did not have the wit or the wisdom—but the volume it seems—to get on and do their job.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Have a lie down, mate.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has concluded his answer.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (11:31): On a supplementary question, given the evidence is saying that
we have got around about 10 years to act to avoid the catastrophic effects of climate change and
Victoria is burning around a million tonnes of coal a week, does the Premier accept that even with the
government’s current renewable energy targets Victoria will still be creating millions of tonnes of
carbon emissions from coal-fired power plants every year for decades?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:31): As I was indicating, the government made
commitments at the election last year and indeed at the election back in 2014, and we are getting on
and honouring each and every one of those important commitments, particularly as they relate to
renewable energy. Now, that may not necessarily please those in the Green political party, but I would
respectfully put it to them that our targets—the trajectory that we have set both the Victorian
community and the Victorian economy on—are realistic, can be achieved and will be achieved. That
is the sort of leadership that we offer. That is the sort of administration that we have a track record of
properly delivering. It may not be universally popular and it may not necessarily suit the world view
of some, but it is realistic, it is leading our nation, it is real and it will be delivered. That is the contrast,
and it is very clearly on display in terms of our policy and this question.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SILICOSIS ACTION PLAN
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety) (11:33): I rise to
update the house on actions the government has taken in respect of the very rapid increase in silicosis
amongst our tradies. As the house may be aware, silicosis is a lung disease that is caused by breathing
in fine particles of silica dust, and stonemasons are at a much higher risk of developing silicosis from
cutting and polishing artificial stone benchtops containing very high concentrations of silica. Very
tragically we are seeing young people both contract and die of this disease. It is a preventable disease.
We have implemented a silicosis action plan and commenced some free health screenings for all of
those who are working in the stone masonry industry, and the results of those screenings are very, very
disturbing. Very sadly, since we implemented these screenings there have been 24 positive diagnoses
as part of that screening process. Of the 349 people who have registered for an assessment, 69 have
been also referred on for further work.
I would like to publicly acknowledge Nick Lardieri, who is a 36-year-old former stonemason who
suffers from terminal silicosis and autoimmune disease. He has been sharing his story to help raise
awareness of the risks involved and promoting the importance of actually getting properly screened.
He woke up one morning and very sadly could not move and has been diagnosed with autoimmune
disease and silicosis. This is a terrifying illness. It is one that our government is very committed to
taking action on. We have recently held training forums for GPs and medical specialists to better
enable them to identify and diagnose the illness and the disease, but we must not let this become our
next mesothelioma. We have got to take that action now. I would like to encourage all members of the
house to encourage all people who work in these industries to get the free health screening checks.
WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:35): My question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. Last sitting week the minister confirmed that a $10 million loan had been made to
the SKM receivers. Last week scores of trucks were taking recyclables from SKM to the Ravenhall
landfill. Minister, how much of this $10 million is being spent dumping recyclables into landfill?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (11:35): I thank the member for Mornington for his question. What I can tell the
member is that this $10 million loan is going towards the receivers’ efforts to clean up the receival
sites for kerbside collection so it can actually get recycling back happening across 33 municipalities.
How the receivers choose to utilise or put to use the materials that they find is a matter for them.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Well, if the inspectors on the other side here have actually got any insight
into the quality of the materials that are in those contaminated stockpiles on these sites, the problem
that we have got now is because—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition!
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Again the Leader of the Opposition is spouting untruths when it comes to
who this money has actually gone to and actually does not understand the fact that receivers have now
taken over the management of these sites and are in charge of the clean-up. Our money goes to the
receivers.
Members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the minister to resume her seat. I need to be able to hear the minister
answer her question, and the noise coming from my left makes it very difficult to do that. I have already
warned the house that members will be removed from the chamber if they keep shouting across the
chamber.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: The reality is this: we have got a mess when it comes to these sites. The
materials that are stockpiled are contaminated. Receivers are now, thanks to the support that our
government is giving them, cleaning up these sites so they can then commence receiving kerbside
collection and get recycling happening again across the 30-plus municipalities that have found
themselves in this very difficult situation.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:37): The current amount payable for each tonne of waste
deposited in a landfill in terms of the levy is $65.90. How much of the $10 million loan will be returned
to government coffers via the landfill levy on these dumped recyclables?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (11:38): I thank the member for Mornington for the supplementary question. The
answer will be in terms of what the receiver decides to do with that material. Whatever material can
be recycled, I am sure the receiver will recycle it. So whatever tonnage may or may not end up going
into landfill is a separate matter. The fact is our priority has been to get recycling happening again
across more than 30 municipalities, and that is exactly what our financial assistance will achieve.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: ECONOMY
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (11:38): It really does give me great pleasure to talk about the state of doing business in
Victoria. Victoria is an easy place to do business. These are not my words; these are the words of the
managing director, Julia Kern, of Kaufland Australia. But they could just as well have been the words
of many other businesses—countless businesses—doing business in this great state at the moment.
Victoria, I am pleased to say, is open for business. Kaufland recently indicated that Victoria would be
its base. They are making an investment of $435 million and they intend employing at least 1500 staff.
Kaufland could have chosen other places to catapult their expansion into Australia, but they chose
Victoria.
It has not always been this way. Let us look back five years ago. September 2014 was a very bleak
month for many Victorians. Under the member for Malvern’s watch Victoria’s unemployment rate
was 6.7 per cent. Economic growth was anaemic. Business investment was flatlining.
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, again, question time is not an opportunity for the
government to attack the opposition. No-one wants to hear about September 2014. We want to hear
about updates now. Could you draw the Treasurer back to the forms of the house, please, Speaker?
The SPEAKER: Order! Brief references to former governments’ performances, according to
previous rulings, are allowed. But the Treasurer is reminded that those references are to be brief and
he needs to come back to government business.
Mr PALLAS: Well, it was a bleak month. It was the month that Tom Jones hit the wrong notes at
the AFL Grand Final. Five years on, how things have changed. Unemployment is down to 4.8 per
cent, growth has been above trend for four years and counting, we have created 477 000 new jobs,
business investment is up by over 26 per cent and Paul Kelly is performing at this month’s grand final.
Victoria now has a government that knows how to make gravy. We are attracting international
companies like Praxis Precision, Alibaba, David Jones and Zendesk. That all means more jobs for
Victorians. Victoria is an easy place to do business. This government’s superior economic record has
put Victoria leaps and bounds ahead of the rest of the nation. From little things big things grow, and
this state continues to grow.
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Mr Northe: On a point of order, Speaker, in relation to a constituency question that is well overdue,
this was asked on 5 June 2019. Question 734 related to asking the Minister for Regional Development
in the other place about the future of Hazelwood Pondage. It is more than three months since I asked
the question. Petitions have been tabled in Parliament—more than 3000 signatures. I think it is
incumbent on the minister to finally answer the question, given the interest in my community. If you
could follow up on that matter again, I would be most grateful.
The SPEAKER: Thank you. I will follow that matter up for the member for Morwell.
Rulings by the Chair
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
The SPEAKER (11:43): Just before calling the member for Ripon on a constituency question,
yesterday the member for Lowan asked me to review the member for South Barwon’s constituency
question to the Minister for Education about Oberon High School. The point of order centred on
whether the question was a single question or two different questions. I would refer members to
previous rulings from the Chair. While members may ask a question in multiple parts, constituency
questions are not an opportunity to ask separate questions on a related topic. In this case the member
asked about facilities available at the new school and when it will open. So I consider these to be two
separate questions and accordingly rule out that particular constituency question. I remind members
that the clerks and I are always available to help consider a draft question before it is asked.
Constituency questions
RIPON ELECTORATE
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:43): (1138) My constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Will the minister work with the Treasurer and the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change to create a solution for government schools in my electorate of Ripon who are unable to access
council recycling collections? Last Tuesday I visited the Maryborough Education Centre, where I met
with Lynda McLean, who is the canteen manager, and a number of teachers and a couple of students
who have taken it upon themselves to separate out the recyclable materials, to personally take them
home and put them in their bins and to use as much as they can around the school to recycle. The
reason they have to do this is that being a government school they do not pay rates and therefore the
council does not come and collect their rubbish. This should change.
YUROKE ELECTORATE
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:44): (1139) My constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
What is the latest information that the minister can provide on the proposed Greenvale north-west
primary school, including how residents will benefit from this new school and the adjacent Greenvale
West Integrated Children’s Centre? Greenvale north-west primary is one of six new schools being
delivered in the Yuroke electorate over this term by the Andrews Labor government, and local
residents are certainly very excited about the rollout of this massive investment. These new schools
will help cater for significant growth in recent years, including in the northern part of Greenvale. With
many young families now calling Greenvale home, the new primary school and early learning centre
are very welcome additions to the local community. I am sure that many Greenvale families would be
interested in hearing from the minister, and I look forward to sharing his response with them.
EUROA ELECTORATE
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (11:45): (1140) My constituency question is for the Minister for Water. Will
the minister visit Broken River irrigators in my electorate to consider their request for a review into
their irrigation system? Labor sold out irrigators on the Broken when it decommissioned Lake
Mokoan, leaving them with an ineffective and unreliable system. Irrigators now feel that their system
is an opportunist one of annual supply, where they had previously had two years of stored supply.
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Lake Nillahcootie, which is their only remaining water storage, misses much of the flow that comes
into the system downstream from tributaries like Hollands Creek. Goulburn-Murray Water recently
provided those irrigators with a season update which highlighted potential supply issues moving
forward. Nillahcootie does not have the capacity to hold enough water to reliably meet the
commitments of Broken River irrigators, so irrigators are rightly calling for an assessment and a review
of their system to ensure the viability.
BOX HILL ELECTORATE
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (11:46): (1141) My constituency question is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads in the other place, and I ask: what is the latest information that the minister can
provide on planning works for the Hawthorn to Box Hill cycling corridor? Local bike groups and
residents were thrilled when the Andrews Labor government announced $370 000 to plan for a new
path between Box Hill and Hawthorn. This early funding will mean an eventual link between
Ringwood and Hawthorn. It will make a real difference for my community and others in the east. I
know the hardworking member for Hawthorn shares my enthusiasm for this future path. As a lifelong
user of alternative modes of transport, the member for Hawthorn no doubt has a particular interest in
seeing this link get built in the future.
I would like to thank the minister for the commitment that she has shown to cycling infrastructure
right across Victoria, and I look forward to her response.
HASTINGS ELECTORATE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (11:47): (1142) My question is to the Minister for Road Safety and the
TAC. Can the minister please advise what she is doing to upgrade the dangerous and very congested
double intersection in the heart of Somerville? My Somerville constituents have for many years been
required to run the gauntlet of Somerville’s double roundabout with a twist, situated at the intersection
of Eramosa Road West and Frankston-Flinders Road, Somerville. This notorious combination of
roundabouts also has the added complexities of the adjacent Stony Point railway line and crossing and
entry to Grant Road. The roundabout becomes gridlocked many times a day, is made worse when trains
cross and is further complicated when that train is the very long BlueScope Steel train.
I have raised this very important matter many times in this house asking for assistance from this
government. Minister, to date the community’s desperate needs have been dismissed by you, with the
claim that the Department of Transport has informed you that the intersection is operating
appropriately. My community needs help with this problem, and on their behalf I am asking what you
can do to assist.
YAN YEAN ELECTORATE
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (11:48): (1143) My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads in
the other place. Can the minister please provide a definitive time line for when improvement works
will be completed on the Northern Highway north of Wallan near Hidden Valley? This section of road
is currently subject to safety upgrades, and for the past month the speed limit has been temporarily
reduced from 90 to 60 kilometres. VicRoads has advised aggrieved community members that the
work will be completed when the weather warms in the coming months. However, the road surface
has been identified as flushed and plucking, and this means that the road can become slippery for road
users. A public time line for this upgrade will give the community certainty about when the safety
hazard will be alleviated.
MILDURA ELECTORATE
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (11:49): (1144) My question is for the Minister for Agriculture in the other
place. What information can the minister provide to me and my electorate on what the Victorian
government is doing to pressure the Morrison federal government to guard against an exodus of labour
in the upcoming harvest season? After changes to the labour hire licensing scheme, growers and
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businesses from the horticulture industry in my electorate are concerned about the impact it will have
on the availability of labour in Sunraysia, particularly in places like Robinvale.
I support the licensing system, and most of our horticultural businesses do too. It will ensure workers
are being paid properly for their labour, are living in decent conditions and are protected by Australian
law, but sources say up to 80 per cent of workers currently on our horticultural properties are in
Australia illegally. Without a legitimate pathway for them to stay and continue their vital contribution
to our economy, at least in the short term, there will be a likely shortfall in labour which could cripple
our horticultural industries in the upcoming harvest season.
CARRUM ELECTORATE
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (11:50): (1145) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Education. As part of this government’s historic single-largest boost to school maintenance ever
undertaken—$515 million—I was delighted when joining with the school community at Kananook
Primary School this week to officially open the brand-new administration building and to be able to
announce additional funding totalling $462 800 to undertake further work and complete the school
upgrade project for new walls, windows and doors, balustrades and painting. This is great news for
this wonderful local school, helping to strengthen even more the tremendous sense of school pride and
making sure the facilities and classrooms at Kananook Primary match the excellence in teaching.
Minister, my constituents are keen to know what is the timing for the next and final stage of the project
to upgrade Kananook Primary.
BRIGHTON ELECTORATE
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (11:51): (1146) My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC. My constituents have asked me to raise the issue that the
minister consider a honk-and-go policy that encourages drivers to honk their horn before leaving their
driveways. With our suburbs densifying, we need to consider new ways to keep our streets safer. Many
of my constituents have raised with me their growing concerns over the increasing number of driveway
incidents that are occurring in our community—incidents that too often involve young children.
According to Kidsafe Victoria, on average seven young children are killed and 60 are seriously injured
each year in driveway incidents. Parents should feel safe to take their child for an afternoon walk or
bike ride without the fear of a car racing out of an apartment block driveway. A honk-and-go policy
could make our suburbs and our children safer. I look forward to the minister’s response.
RINGWOOD ELECTORATE
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (11:51): (1147) My question is to the Minister for Housing. In my
electorate of Ringwood, approximately 236 people are currently experiencing some form of
homelessness, and thousands more are suffering under housing stress. Almost every day my office is
receiving calls or constituent drop-ins from people who are desperate to get access to safe and secure
public housing. The Andrews Labor government committed to building 1000 public housing units at
the last election. What is the government doing to provide public housing units in my own district of
Ringwood for my constituents?
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member for Yan Yean in her constituency
question used the form of words ‘Can the minister provide a time line’. That is asking for an action,
and I ask you to rule that question out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Spence): I thank the member for Ripon. I will ask the Speaker to
consider all of the constituency questions that were raised today because there was at least one other
member who started their question with ‘Can the minister please’ and carried on. Another one was ‘I
ask the minister to consider’. So I think in light of that I will ask the Speaker to review all of those
questions.
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MARINE AND FISHERIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (11:53): Before the break for question time I was talking
about how the minister has not consulted with any of the pilot groups or anyone I spoke to from the
four commercial ports that are serviced by this service. In fact they were saying that there is a group
that meets that had been working through the process that had concluded the day before that five years
was an appropriate time for licences to be cancelled, not one. If the minister had consulted, what she
would have found was that this does not fit in line with their work agreement processes. It takes
10 years to become someone qualified enough to then step into the role of a pilot. You have to be a
master mariner first, which as I say takes 10 years, and then it takes about three years to train someone
to be able to navigate the port where they are being employed. Because of that cost and time, there is
usually a place in the work agreement that says that if they leave that employment they cannot change
to somebody else in that port for 12 months. So if they are unable to work for 12 months in that port
and then their licence is cancelled, one has to ask: does this legislation encourage competition or does
it lessen the opportunity for competition?
Not only that, it is out of line with the way the government talks about looking after women. Pilots
obviously can be female, and there is no reason why they have not got the right to take maternity leave
of more than 12 months, like in every other profession. But to have their licence cancelled while they
are away on maternity leave is out of line with our thinking today and certainly out of line with what
this government says that they care about, and that is inclusiveness and gender-diverse working places.
This is absolutely not demonstrating that.
Also, in this legislation the inactive licence part of the bill is actually under the Marine Safety Act in
the part titled ‘Disciplinary action’. What I think they are saying is if you take maternity leave and you
are off for longer than 12 months, for example, or you get sick, you have done something wrong. Why
would they put it under ‘Disciplinary action’? Surely it needs to go under part 7.2, division 3, which
is entitled ‘Pilot licences’.
This bill has been poorly put together. There has been no consultation. The government has missed
opportunities. The bill talks about pilots having to have a blood alcohol reading of .00. No-one would
argue with that, and I might say again that no-one is arguing about the safety provisions in the bill.
What they are saying is that the government is missing opportunities. If you have command of a much
larger foreign-flagged vessel, you can actually be .05. If you are going to put this proposal forward
of .00 in Australian waters, why wouldn’t you include all the operators of the ships, including the
pilots who have no problem with a .00 blood alcohol level?
There are three points I am really trying to make clear. The pilots are more than happy to have safety
regulations. They have been working on them themselves with government involvement. The minister
has not consulted them, because the day before the legislation was introduced they proposed as a group
that licences should be cancelled after five years of inaction, not one year. That just came out of left
field, and the working party had no knowledge or understanding of it. It does not fit at all with the
actual type of work these people do. You have to be trained for 10 years to even be a master mariner,
let alone three years to be able to be a pilot in a port. The pilots are already making sure that when
somebody returns to work they have several supervised inward and outward assessments done before
they are left to pilot.
So there are very good practices existing, and they have been incident-free, but the pilots recognise
that new regulation is a good opportunity to have a review done. That is why they are undertaking the
review. Lo and behold, here comes a piece of legislation on which the only three stakeholders in the
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state who actually provide this service were not able to be consulted. That is in line with what we saw
from the contribution of the member for Gippsland East. He talked about the fact that there had been
no consultation with the licence holders. In one case the licence holders of the fisheries had their
meeting and the legislation clearly was already drawn up, because it was presented in the Parliament
within a number of days. In this instance, with the pilots, it was the next day that the legislation was
introduced. So after their meeting where they concluded that it should be five years, it was introduced
the next day.
The member for Sunbury talked about the fact that he was very confident that there had been good
consultation. Well, I think I am producing pretty solid evidence here that there was absolutely none.
Everyone I contacted said they had no knowledge of the legislation coming into the Parliament, and if
I had not called them and consulted with them they would not have known about it. But that is what
we see quite a lot with this government—the arrogance of their taking away our democratic process
of being able to consult. We have seen two bills just in the last few months since the election which
were introduced in one week and debated that same week and passed. How does that give anyone time
to consult? To be the representative you want to be and must be when elected into this place you must
be keen to represent the people. In this case, I certainly consulted with the services, and they had not
heard from the minister. Maybe it is indicative. It is certainly what I am seeing—that the Andrews
Labor government is not interested in consulting but is quite interested in being a dictator.
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (11:59): I just had to write ‘Renew my fishing licence’ on my hand. I rise
to speak on the Marine and Fisheries Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. We are told, in the words of
the national anthem, that ‘our land abounds in nature’s gifts’, and in that we are truly blessed. But it
also imposes a heavy burden of responsibility on us all as a collective today to ensure that we safeguard
those gifts for succeeding generations. We are faced increasingly with issues of sustainability as we
learn more about just how finite our natural resources really are.
In October 2018 the Andrews government committed to phasing out the 10 Gippsland Lakes fishery
access licences over a two-year period, with all of these licences to be cancelled by 1 April 2021. This
bill delivers on that commitment to end commercial netting in the Gippsland Lakes with a compulsory
buyout of the remaining licences to enhance recreational fishing opportunity in the lakes. Other
objectives of the bill include a reduction in marine safety risks by making changes to the operation of
the regulatory scheme for sea pilots and pilotage service providers under the Marine Safety Act 2010
and improving compliance monitoring and enforcement of marine safety laws by transport safety
officers by clarifying the scope of their regulatory powers.
This bill extends to the lakes the same provisions that already apply in Port Phillip Bay and Western
Port and a host of other inshore areas along our Victorian coast which are already free of commercial
net fishing. Outside of Victoria, similar commercial fishing adjustments have been made in New South
Wales, Queensland, the Northern Territory and Western Australia over the past 15 years. Fishing is
not just a popular pastime; it is an important part of Victoria’s social and economic fabric—all the
more reason to bolster existing efforts of sustainability. There are an estimated 830 000 recreational
fishers, and they contribute around $2.3 billion to Victoria’s social and economic wellbeing each year.
I am one of them, and I have been fishing for a very long time—actually since last century. I will
digress later on when I speak further about some fishing trips to see if I can counteract some of the
stories of the members for Sunbury and Frankston.
The Andrews Labor government recognises the importance of recreational fishing, and has committed
$46 million to growing recreational fishing under the Target One Million program. The government
has also recently renewed this plan and committed a further $35 million towards phase 2 of the program.
This Sunday in Lakeside, Pakenham, where we put trout fingerlings in every summer holidays, we will
see that fish will certainly abound. It will be a hub of activity on Sunday for Vic Fish, where parents,
kids and everyone comes along and brings a fishing rod—or not—and is taught to cast and fish. One of
the great things as a fishing person is actually to teach a little kid how to lure up, put bait on and cast. I
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remember when I first took my little one, Augustus, who was three at the time, fishing in Inverloch.
There was a salmon run, and we threw the line in and caught a salmon trout straight after. For him this
was quite a magnificent experience, but it did set up a precedent that every fishing trip thereafter we
had to catch a fish. Six years later, though, that expectation has subsided fortunately.
Going back to the phase 2 program, it is the largest injection of funds into fisheries on record. We have
stocked 6 million fish across Victoria, delivered significant reforms to boost commercial fishing,
increased aquaculture production and continued our efforts to promote sustainability and responsibility
in fishing. We can proudly say we have got more people fishing more often across the state, and we
will continue to do so.
As I mentioned, it is a social recreation activity as well. Having fished for a very long time on various
piers, creek edges and rocks, it is something that is a social equaliser. In Point Lonsdale many years
ago I was fishing off the jetty and got a hook in my finger. There were two gentlemen who were
actually there to catch bait to then go fishing for shark that evening. I pleaded with them to try and
push the hook through—you have to do that because of the barb on the end. They tried and tried and
tried, but the hook was not really budging so I did have to go and get it cut out at the local health
service. But coming back onto the pier it was amazing how many stories then unfolded within the
group of us that were fishing, and we all kind of bonded while showing each other all our fishing scars.
I did also have a great experience up in the Kimberley as well, as the member for Carrum may attest
to. It was one of those times where I was fishing with some beautiful Aboriginal friends’ dads. We
were out in Windjana Gorge, and it was a very Karate Kid moment because we had the nets with a
gazillion sinkers and my first cast actually looked like the typical postcard from Thailand or
somewhere. I actually caught two barramundi about this big, and that was the best barramundi I have
ever had.
The provisions in the bill now before the Parliament will return the Gippsland Lakes to us recreational
fishers, creating better fishing opportunities and a boost for local tourism and regional jobs. In terms
of sustainability the bill will help replenish dwindling fish stocks and increase catch rates for
recreational fishers. The bill is a result of extensive consultation, and Gippsland Lakes fishing access
licence holders will be fairly compensated for the cancellation of their licences, with compensation to
be consistent with that provided under the Port Phillip Bay buyout. It is worth noting here that
Gippsland Lakes produce less than 1 per cent of the seafood consumed in Victoria and the removal of
these licences in the lakes will have next to no impact on the supply of calamari, gummy shark,
snapper, King George whiting, flathead and scallops. Commercial bait, eel and mussel fishing will not
be impacted and will continue to be permitted in Gippsland Lakes.
Victorian federal offshore fisheries that use the lakes as a port will also remain unaffected, ensuring
that prawns and other species sold into the food market will be available to consumers. Concerns over
sustainability of fish stocks in the lakes have long been articulated by Victoria Recreational Fishing
Peak Body (VRFish), the peak body for recreational fishing in Victoria. In the words of the chair Rob
Loats, the Gippsland Lakes fishery has reached a ‘crisis point’ and can no longer support both a quality
recreational fishery and a productive commercial fishery. He said:
It’s abundantly clear immediate reforms are warranted to recover what was arguably one of Victoria’s most
highly valued recreational fishing destinations …

According to VRFish the commercial catch of black bream over the past four years has been around
40 tonnes—a decline of more than 93 per cent since the catch in 1974–75.
Under existing arrangements there are no quotas in place for commercial fishers netting the lakes, with
the only restrictions being the length of the nets they use and a prohibition on weekend work.
Anecdotal evidence from caravan park managers and lodge owners suggests the slump in fish numbers
has continued over the past four or five years, with anglers now bypassing the lakes and heading further
east to smaller inlets, such as Mallacoota, where there is no netting and catches are good.
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The amendments before the Assembly will provide certainty for affected licence holders, and we will
continue to work through this transition with them. Overall the proposed amendments also provide a
clear and fair exit strategy for fishers. Licence holders who wish to continue fishing until 1 April 2021
will be offered cancellation compensation early that same year. The cancellation package will be
calculated in accordance with the same metric for surrender. However, the overall amount offered will
be reduced by a factor of 20 per cent to encourage licence holders to exit the fishery early and help
fishers transition to the next chapter of their lives.
In conclusion, I believe the bill provides adequate compensation to fishers, will allow sufficient time
for fishers to make decisions about the timing of their exit and will provide a number of significant
economic benefits to Victoria through improved recreational fishing.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (12:09): I rise to speak on the Marine and Fisheries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019. This is a bit of a curious hybrid bill that has two distinct parts: one in terms of
the cancellation of commercial fishing licences in Gippsland Lakes and the other in regard to marine
safety and the licensing of ship pilots. It is a bit strange. We are a bit cynical about this, really. You
have got a minister dedicated to fishing and boating; surely you can give each a bill for themselves. One
part is about the Gippsland Lakes, which has got some issues around it, and then you have got the
marine safety, which I think is important. It is very strange to see these two parts stuck together in one
bill. I just question why that is.
On the Gippsland Lakes part of the bill, this is amending the Fisheries Act 1995 to phase out the 10
Gippsland Lakes fishery access licences over a two-year period until 1 April 2021. This will remove
all commercial fishing in the Gippsland Lakes region and sets up a compensation scheme for
businesses whose licences are removed. Now, this decision is part of the government’s wider plan for
Target One Million around recreational fishers and adds on their action to phase out commercial
fishing from Port Phillip Bay. This was announced on a TV fishing show on Channel 31. On one hand,
I think we should be doing more stuff on Channel 31—more announcements on Channel 31—but I
think perhaps, rather than a fishing show, the first people to know should have perhaps been the people
who were actually holding those commercial licences.
I also note the interesting contrasts. Often we, the Greens, get criticised for our approach to jobs and
industries and wanting to phase out, for example, native forest logging or coal-fired power stations,
yet here we have a government phasing out an industry—commercial fishing—first in Port Phillip
Bay, now in Gippsland Lakes and potentially in other places. I would just point out that on one hand
you can give us flak for wanting to phase out one industry, but their record is that they are actually
actively phasing out certain industries in Victoria.
Back to the bill, this is part of Target One Million and the government’s objective to grow and
preference recreational fishers over the commercial industry. We raised these issues in our concerns
about this previous bill, which we did not support, to phase out commercial fishing from Port Phillip
Bay. Much commercial fishing in Victoria is actually sustainable. Many of the fish stocks are listed
on, for example, sustainable seafood websites and what have you, and Victorians do like to source
sustainable seafood. It is a highly regulated industry, and what you are doing is phasing out one highly
regulated industry to increase recreational fishing, where there is limited regulation. So we are
concerned about the increase in recreational fishing without a plan to ensure that our overall fish
populations remain strong and healthy. Whether it is commercial fishing or recreational fishing, a good
government in this area would have a policy and a monitoring framework to ensure that our fish
populations are secured into the future. There are stocks in Gippsland Lakes that are under pressure,
as outlined by other members, but then there are a range of causes for this, whether it is commercial
and recreational fishing, water quality or drought—they are all responsible.
The Greens will also be putting forward a reasoned amendment, and what we will be doing is
circulating an amendment to the reasoned amendment circulated by the member for Gippsland East.
So I move:
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That after ‘1995’ the following words be inserted ‘; and (3) putting in place a scientifically robust monitoring
framework that can ensure recreational fishing in the Gippsland Lakes is environmentally sustainable’.

We have had concerns raised with us that recreational fishing is not adequately monitored in Victoria,
and we simply do not know the extent of how sustainable it is. Obviously if the government stirs the
pot with a clear policy of phasing out commercial fishing and increasing recreational fishing, you want
to make sure that you have something in place to ensure the environmental sustainability of
recreational fishing. This has been raised by the Victorian National Parks Association in their recent
submission on Victoria’s marine and coastal policy. They have indicated that there is no sound
estimate of recreational catches and that they are concerned that there are no policies relating to
sustainable management of fisheries in particular throughout the draft policies, where in fact some
policies that were in the previous Victorian coastal strategy have actually disappeared and should be
retained. One of them is:
Commercial and recreational fisheries are managed within an ecosystem-based marine planning framework
and are ecologically sustainable

The strategy also states:
Safe and ecologically sustainable recreational fishing is supported. This may be through the provision of
facilities, enforcement of regulations, monitoring, behaviour change initiatives … and the inclusion of
information in the Victorian Recreational Fishing Guide.

These concerns were also raised in a report. The report was done some years ago, so I will leave it to
the government members to indicate if any action has been taken since then, but it recommended that
large-scale quantitative surveys of recreational fishing be undertaken, that the recreational fishing
licence database be expanded and that the angler diary program be expanded to more diarists. It also
lists the Gippsland Lakes as where it could be expanded. There are actions that have already been
listed as things to do. I will leave it to government members to respond to those points, but we are
concerned about the impact that the government’s decisions will have on Victorian consumers’ access
to local and sustainable seafood through both the Port Phillip buyout and the Gippsland Lakes buyout.
You just have to go down to Prahran Market or any local market and have a chat to the traders there,
and they will tell you that consumers will actively seek out sustainable fish. We have already got
sustainable fish here in Victoria, so it is concerning to see that the government is moving ahead with
this—continuing to buy out commercial fishing licences—and that consumers will lose access to those
fish. Also, concerns have been raised with us, as the member for Gippsland East has already stated,
around the buyout as to whether the businesses have been offered adequate compensation and about
the extent of consultation. Because of that, we will be supporting the reasoned amendment put forward
by the member for Gippsland East.
In terms of the Marine Safety Act 2010, there are a number of improvements made to marine safety—
in fact issues that I have actually previously raised before by way of questions on notice to the minister.
It empowers the director of transport safety to suspend or cancel a pilot licence if the person has not
acted as a pilot for a period of at least 12 months or does not intend to act as a pilot. This will ensure
that the skills of the pilots are current and that active pilots will be required to go through
re-familiarisation.
Obviously it is worth going through a bit of history with what is happening in terms of sea pilots in
Port Phillip and the port of Melbourne. It is Australia’s busiest port, and you need to ensure that safety.
You need licensed pilots to guide all ships over 35 metres transiting port of Melbourne waters.
Historically, for a very long time, this has been provided solely by the Port Phillip Sea Pilots.
Previously I think for about 20 years the act has allowed for competition, but it is only now that we
are seeing a second pilotage operator commence. There have been concerns raised about how this has
actually occurred. There was a well-reported near miss. We know that Port Phillip Bay, in particular
the rip, is recognised as a very hazardous stretch of water, so obviously ensuring that you have got
adequate regulation and adequate laws in place to ensure the safety of ships out in the port of
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Melbourne is absolutely critical. So after this mess we have seen a review undertaken of the regulatory
settings for pilotage, and now we have got these laws coming into place.
We have had one very serious incident that did not result in a collision, but had that collision occurred
it would have been absolutely catastrophic. So it is important that we maintain a very robust regulatory
framework and laws for sea pilots using the port of Melbourne. With that we would urge members to
support our reasoned amendment to ensure the environmental sustainability of recreational fishing in
Gippsland Lakes.
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (12:20): I am here to speak on the Marine and Fisheries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019. This bill relates to the Victorian government commitment to end commercial
netting in the Gippsland Lakes. This was an election promise in 2018. The status of the Gippsland
Lakes commercial and recreational fishery has been an issue for several years. Black bream is one of
the iconic species in the lakes, and commercial catches have declined to an all-time low. The removal
of commercial net fishing will facilitate future stock rebuilding for species such as black bream and
flathead.
It is important to note exactly what the legislative changes are. The bill will make legislative changes
to the Fisheries Act 1995 to (a) phase out the 10 Gippsland Lakes fishery access licences, or GLFALs
for short, over a two-year period, with all GLFALs cancelled by 1 April 2021; (b) allow affected
licence holders to surrender their licence before 1 April 2021, with the surrender to take effect on
1 April 2020; (c) specify the compensation to be offered to GLFALs whose licence is surrendered or
cancelled and the process for accessing the compensation; (d) provide affected licence holders with a
12-month amnesty from the prohibition on possession of commercial fishing equipment without a
fishing licence following the surrender or cancellation of the licence, whichever is sooner.
This government has been more supportive of recreational fishers than any other government. The
removal of boat ramp fees down on the Mornington Peninsula is a win for those many folks who enjoy
getting out on the water, casting a line and spending some time with their fishing mates. This was an
election promise in 2018 as well and was one of the most spoken about topics at the pre-poll booths.
People came up to me saying it was one of the few times they had any interest in politics and were
excited that they would be receiving some recreational financial relief. We promised that boat ramps
would be free, but even I was blown away by the speed with which we have been able to deliver this
election promise. In fact I was pleased to join with the Minister for Fishing and Boating, Jaala Pulford,
at the Rye boat ramp to declare that that ramp is now free for all recreational fishers, just in time for
summer. This is in line with the Mornington Peninsula shire’s marine precinct report in 2015, which
stressed the shire’s desire to see better, more efficient access to recreational boating facilities across
the Mornington Peninsula. Along with the Rye boat ramp, the Safety Beach and Sorrento boat ramps
are also free already. Even though it is probably still a bit chilly down there at the moment, the weather
is going in the right direction, so I know recreational fishers in Rosebud, Rye and Dromana will be
ecstatic with this. The Tootgarook boat ramp will be free from September and Anthonys Nose will be
free from summer.
An independent valuation of the market value of the licence and equipment was obtained from ValuerGeneral Victoria—VGV—to ensure that licence holders receive fair and equitable compensation for
these components of the buyout. The VGV is the government’s authority on statutory valuations. The
VGV has extensive experience on valuation issues and sensitive property transactions for sale,
purchase, lease and compulsory acquisition. All valuations are conducted in accordance with the ISO
quality management system. The VGV determined that the market value of each licence should be set
at $371 000, and it should be noted that this valuation does not include broker transfer fees and
commissions. The valuation is for the licence, and this point has been overlooked in recent media
articles and lobbying by Seafood Industry Victoria and Seafood Industry Australia. The VGV also
provided advice on possible valuations for fishing gear, including boats.
A member interjected.
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Mr BRAYNE: Thanks for your advice. After considering this advice, the government has
determined that an allowance of $60 000 be provided—
Mr T Bull: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, the member just indicated the valuer-general has
provided the advice on gear. He obviously did not hear my speech. That is what the fishermen are
waiting for. It has not been provided, and he is misleading the house.
Ms Hennessy: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, there is no point of order, and I would
encourage you to rule accordingly. If someone wants to make an allegation of misleading the house,
there are forms and processes to enable members to do so if there is another provision of the sessional
or standing orders that the member wishes to rely upon, but these are matters for debate and contest as
will inevitably unfold as this bill proceeds through the chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward): It is not a point of order; it is a point in debate.
Mr BRAYNE: Thank you, Acting Speaker, thank you, Attorney-General, and I thank the member
for that comment. I am sure that speech was a ripper, so I am sorry for missing out. How will
compensation be calculated? Compensation for the surrender of a licence by 1 April 2020 will
comprise of $371 000 for the licence, which is the market value of the licence as assessed by the
valuer-general, and an allowance of $60 000 for redundant fishing vessels and all commercial fishing
equipment. Licence holders who wish to continue fishing until 1 April 2021 will be offered
cancellation compensation in early 2021. The cancellation package will be calculated in accordance
with the same metric for surrender.
Recreational fishing is worth more than $325 million annually to the Gippsland economy. The buyout
will further significantly enhance recreational fishing opportunities in the Gippsland Lakes. This
increases the direct benefit to recreational fishers through a better fishing experience. The improved
fishing opportunities may also attract more visitors from within and outside of Victoria to fish in the
lakes. Business operators associated with recreational fishing in the Gippsland Lakes and tourism
operators will be positively affected by any growth in recreational fishing. The estimated economic
benefit to the region is valued at around $19.4 million a year.
The buyout will have a limited impact on the provision of seafood to Victorians. The Gippsland Lakes
supply only a small proportion of the seafood consumed in Victoria, estimated at less than 1 per cent.
Quality fresh fish will continue to be available from a variety of sources—from Victoria’s ocean
waters, a longline fishery in Port Phillip Bay, Corner Inlet et cetera, et cetera. Cancellation of these
licences will have next to no impact on the supply of prawns, calamari, gummy shark, snapper, King
George whiting, flathead or scallops in Victoria.
A member interjected.
Mr BRAYNE: I hear you! The government does recognise the decision impacts on the livelihood
of the licence holders, their families, and businesses who work with and provide services to the licence
holders. The government has committed to ensuring the licences are removed in a way that is
respectful of the investment history and strong family intergenerational connections in this industry.
The government wants to ensure the licence holders are treated fairly and compassionately throughout
the process while delivering on our election commitment. We are doing what we can to assist licence
holders with a clear and fair exit strategy during the phase-out period. The proposed buyout will return
the lake system to recreational fishing and boost local tourism and jobs. It will also facilitate future
stock rebuilding of species such as black bream and flathead.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (12:29): I am pleased to join this debate on the Marine and Fisheries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2019, and I want to come back to the point that was taken up in the point
of order a couple of minutes ago. Despite the government’s speaking notes, the fact is that the Fisheries
Act 1995 provides that expert advice should be made available. The information backing up the
valuer-general’s valuation of the gear in particular has not been made available. It should be made
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available, and regardless of how often government members repeat the litany that it has been made
available, the fact is it has not.
Now, back to the bill or back to the specifics of the bill, it is a bill that amends the Fisheries Act 1995,
the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act 1988, the Marine Safety Act 2010 and the
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Act 2014. In effect this is a small, thin
omnibus bill. It is a bill that deals with fisheries and with marine matters, and really the only connection
between the two is that they both relate to saltwater. The headline of course in this bill is the fisheries
aspect, and that is quite understandable. But I am concerned that the handling of this bill and the way
that this bill has been presented effectively conceals the impact of what is imposed upon other sectors.
More disturbingly, I think, there is a further pattern with this bill where the consultation appears
intended to achieve an outcome that reflects the government’s view of the world and to achieve an
outcome that validates the sorts of figures that have been proposed for the recompense for fishers in
particular in line with the budget that has been set. In my view that is worse than no consultation at all.
It is pretending that the provisions here accord, to a large extent, with the concerns of those involved,
and they simply do not.
We also have two reasoned amendments now, both relating to the fisheries aspect but very, very
different amendments. One is from the member for East Gippsland, which is concerned with the
restitution paid to those who are about to lose their licences, those families that are about to lose their
livelihoods, and that is a direct response to the mean-spirited and nasty approach—and sneaky
approach—that the government has taken to dealing with the affected fishers. The second amendment
is from the member for Prahran and is about the sustainability of the Gippsland Lakes for recreational
fishing.
In terms of my comments on the details of the bill, I want to start at the back of the bill, with part 5.
That is the part that proposes amendments to the Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Act, and it changes the definition of marine premises in that act from a very short and
sharp:
(a) … building or … facility used in connection with the undertaking of marine operations; and
(b) land on which vessels are stored—

to insert a whole lot of provisions that are related to:
… design, commission, construction, manufacture, supply, maintenance, repair or modification of a
recreational vessel …

That is a significant extension. I just wanted to touch briefly on one of the businesses that may be
affected by that. That is Hart Marine, who operate currently in Mornington. They have been a great
success story on the peninsula. They were originally synonymous with high-performance sailing, and
I am sure members would be familiar with names like Skandia Wild Thing; Ichiban; Secret Men’s
Business 1, 2, 3.5 and 4; Chutzpah and Finesse. A very, very long list of very well-known and very,
very effective high-performance yachts.
But Mal Hart is also is engaged in another type of vessel construction, and that is pilot boats. In
particular the ORC self-righting pilot boat, which is a virtually—well, absolutely—unsinkable pilot
boat. So far one of those boats has been sold to Townsville and is operating, there are three in
Tasmania, two to Flinders Ports, one to Victoria Police, one to Timaru in New Zealand, one to
Gladstone, one to Port Phillip Sea Pilots and one to Svitzer Australia, and currently under construction
there are two more for Queensland Police, one for Gladstone, one for Port Phillip Sea Pilots and one
for Odyssey Marine.
It is a real success story. What concerns me about part 5 of this bill is that that may well have an impact
on this success story and the many others, though perhaps less prominent, marine industry players that
we have, an industry that is absolutely critical to the Mornington Peninsula. In particular, with regard
to this aspect, there are a couple of sentences in the minister’s speech that simply regurgitate what is
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actually in the text of the bill. It does not explain in any way why the minister is choosing to go down
this path. There is no evidence of consultation. I do not think there was any. There is no evidence that
there has ever been an issue to justify this overreach in terms of regulation.
I make the point that if this was a proper Westminster-style debate, we would be taking this bill into
committee—or consideration-in-detail as it is called in this place—and there would be the opportunity
to explore the point with the minister and to find out exactly what the reason for this provision being
in the bill is and whether that reason justifies the inclusion. We have had none of that. So can I simply
say if we are not going to have that opportunity to explore the details of this legislation, can we at least
have in the second-reading speech some justification, not simply a regurgitation of the facts of the bill.
If you cannot justify it, do not put it in the bill.
Part 4 of the bill amends the Marine Safety Act. Clause 11 excludes volunteers from being considered
for marine work, and given the nature of the work I think that is entirely reasonable. Clause 12 is about
inactive pilot licences. Again I think this is an issue—and the member for South-West Coast touched
upon this—where there has been no effective consultation. I know there have been discussions. I know
there have been serious discussions between agencies and the pilot providers in regard to rewriting
licensing and training, but my understanding is the provisions of this bill are not consistent with those
discussions. Again it appears to be overreach.
I make the point that the overwhelming majority of those who conduct pilotage in this state are
members of Port Philip Sea Pilots. They are not Johnnies-come-lately. They have been operating since
June 1839, right since Governor Gibbs gave them the opportunity to start. They have been operating
for 180 years and, despite the suggestions of some, their safety record is absolutely impeccable,
particularly when you consider that 40 years ago a big vessel was 10 000 tonnes, now an average
vessel is 70 000 tonnes, and in Western Port 100 000 tons is a regular occurrence.
They do a very, very good job. I have had the privilege, I should say, of seeing their operations
firsthand, from the vantage of the pilot boat, and the safety of the vessels, their concern for the safety
of the vessels, their concern for those aboard, their concern for the cargoes and their concern for those
who seek to interact illegally with those ships and cross the path of those massive ships is absolutely
impeccable. So why the government thinks it knows better than the pilots, why it thinks it knows better
than the agencies that have been negotiating with the pilots and why it would refuse to hold worthwhile
discussions and is now seeking to impose an outcome that is not in any way negotiated and is perhaps
entirely undesirable simply demonstrates the arrogance of the government.
In the minute or so remaining to me I just want to return to the issue of fisheries and the reasoned
amendments. The member for Gippsland East has laid out very clearly the concerns of the coalition
with regard to what is happening in East Gippsland. We accept the fact that the decision has been made,
but reasonable compensation, just compensation, is absolutely critical when implementing these
processes—and transparent compensation. As I said at the start, that is not what we are getting here.
The second reasoned amendment, from the member for Prahran, which is around effectively the
suspension of this bill until the sustainability of the Gippsland fishery is established for recreational
purposes, demonstrates clearly two entirely different approaches to sustainability. One is about
managing things sustainably so that you continue to enjoy that resource, and that is certainly an
approach we would take on this side of the house. The other is, ‘Lock it up. Let no-one in’. That seems
to be the approach being demonstrated by the member for Prahran and his colleagues. I have
considerable concerns about that. First it is the Gippsland Lakes, potentially then it is Western Port
Bay, then it is Port Phillip Bay and all of a sudden you have got a lot of people who enjoy recreational
fishing who are locked out of that opportunity.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (12:39): It is with pleasure that I rise today to speak on the
Marine and Fisheries Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. In reflecting on the contribution that I will
make today I gave some thought to the journey that Labor governments here in the state Parliament of
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Victoria have undertaken over the last couple of decades. I very much want to put on record my thanks
for the hard work of the Bracks government, particularly the hard work of I think Minister Thwaites,
if my memory serves me correctly, in establishing the marine parks in Victoria. In many ways the
work that they undertook was very much in recognition of the unique biodiversity in our oceans, how
precious they are as an ecosystem, but importantly how important they are in terms of providing our
community with a fresh, secure supply of seafood. In order to do that of course you do need to
adequately set aside parts of our marine habitat to provide a place where our marine animals and our
fish stocks have some protection from overexploitation. So I very much want to just recognise the hard
work undertaken by that government.
I have had the opportunity over the last few years to be involved in marine conservation and have in
fact campaigned extensively to preserve biodiversity in our marine parks. I was in fact quite heavily
involved with some of the local communities that campaigned I think in 2013-14 for the banning of
commercial fishing in Corio Bay. I can recall seeing firsthand the evidence of inappropriate fishing
practices. I can recall firsthand having heard many, many stories from recreational fisherpeople about
the consequences of overfishing.
I think it was in 2014 that the newly elected Labor government put in place the legislation which
compensated and paid out commercial fishers in Corio Bay. A similar journey had been undertaken
in parts of Port Phillip Bay. It is clear now, having seen that work undertaken, that the unique
biodiversity of Port Phillip Bay and of Corio Bay has started to spring back. I certainly know as a
fisherman myself that when I get down and talk to other recreational fishermen people are now finding
it easier to catch fish. The marine stocks have bounced back fantastically. The work of the Andrews
government in rebuilding the reefs throughout Port Phillip Bay has also led to a much, much healthier
biodiversity and fish system through that part of the world. In recognising that, I think we will see a
very similar journey in the Gippsland Lakes. With the banning of commercial fishing and the
compensation of those commercial fisherpeople to buy their licences back, I think we will see over the
years coming recreational fisherpeople saying that it is much easier to go down and catch a fish.
There is no doubt that recreational fishing is a significant industry in this state. It is a growing industry
and many, many people enjoy it. I certainly very much enjoy fishing when I get an opportunity,
particularly with my kids, as I know many other members do as well. This government has put in place
some really strong targets to support recreational fishing. We have done a lot of public policy reform
and put in place a lot of initiatives to help support recreational fishing communities. Certainly I know
many members have made contributions here today about the abolishing of boat ramp fees. I certainly
know that that will mean that more people will wish to take their boats out with their families to go
fishing or to enjoy a day on the water more often as a consequence of that. Certainly my seat is a
coastal seat. Marine activities are a very important part of the economy locally. There are many local
businesses that very much—
Mr T Bull: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, on relevance, we have had one previous speaker
talking about boat ramp fees and car parking fees on the bay. That has absolutely nothing at all to do
with this bill. This is about Gippsland Lakes commercial fishing. This is about changes to blood
alcohol content for boat operators on Port Phillip Bay. It is about requirements for pilot boat operators
to maintain their licensing. It has no relevance at all to the matter of launching fees or car parking fees
at boat ramps. That is a completely different topic, issue and policy.
Mr Carroll: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I have been listening to the member for South
Barwon and I also listened to the previous speaker on the other side, the member for Mornington. The
member for Mornington also canvassed issues particular to his electorate. As the member for South
Barwon has acknowledged, he is also representing a coastal electorate, and if it is going to be okay for
the member for Mornington, then the member for South Barwon should also be able to relate the bill
to his electorate as well.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward): This has been a wideranging debate, and I have been
listening for the last half-hour that I have been here. I have heard a number of things mentioned in the
context of this debate. I take the member for Gippsland East’s point. It has been a reasonably
wideranging debate. I do not accept the point of order, but I do encourage the member to continue
referencing the bill.
Mr CHEESEMAN: Thank you, Acting Speaker. In drawing my conclusion to this debate, the
Gippsland Lakes are of course an important part of our tourism economy. It is an important marine
area. It is an area where many recreational fisherpeople wish to go and cast a line and spend time with
their families. I have no doubt that some of those recreational fisherpeople will of course wish to put
their boat in on a ramp that has no fees. I certainly very much encourage this Parliament to not only
support this legislation but support further legislation going forward that continues to build a
sustainable fishery in this state that provides the opportunity for recreational fisherpeople to be able to
cast a line, to spend time with their family and to of course add to our very significant regional
economies. Recreational fishing is important. It is important to my seat and it is important to the people
of East Gippsland, and I certainly commend this bill to the house.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:49): I rise to speak today to the Marine and Fisheries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019. Like many speakers on our side of the house I do firstly draw my observations
on the consultation process. This government has been one to laud its ability to consult and get things
done, and yet this is a clear case of a hardworking, productive community of people—small though
they are, but important nonetheless—who have been misled and misrepresented to by this government
through this process. They have simply asked to be listened to, to be consulted with and to have their
needs met in order for the government to progress what was a clear election promise on their behalf.
But when we delve in further as to what the underlying theme is here from this government, it is about
sustainable fishery—so they say. The Victorian waterways: you do not have to be a geo-socio-politician
to realise that our waterways are some of the least fished in the world. We are a community and we are
a state that prides itself on tourism. We are a state that prides itself on some of the best food, and in fact
right across rural and regional Victoria we pride ourselves on fresh, sustainable, good-quality food.
What this government fails to recognise in progressing this legislation and other like legislation that we
have seen in recent years is the parlous state of the sustainability of fish supply in Victoria.
Currently we are supplying less than 20 per cent of our own fish, and supplying less than 20 per cent
of our own seafood, by absolute consequence, means we are importing it from other jurisdictions. We
know if we look in our supermarkets, if we look in our markets and if we look around the places where
we wish to buy seafood in our restaurants and other places that we are increasingly unable to buy
locally sourced, sustainable, fresh seafood. That is a great concern because in an electorate like mine
along the Great Ocean Road, time and time again people will find themselves in one of the most
desirable places in the world wanting to take advantage of a fantastic seafood restaurant—whether it
is at Point Grey in Lorne, down in the main street of Apollo Bay or the fish and chip shop in Port
Campbell—but sadly this government is continuing to ensure that those people that make that journey,
those visitors to our rural and regional communities, will not be able to enjoy the seafood that they can
see from our piers and jetties, the seafood that they can see when they are going along the Great Ocean
Road. They will not be able to enjoy that seafood because Victoria continues on a trajectory of not
having seafood locally available.
So what does that mean? It means that the government, which will spend a lot of its time talking about
environmental matters and sustainability and low carbon footprints, is actually requiring us to eat food
that is maximising its carbon footprint because we just cannot source it locally. It is a worry. In terms
of sheer numbers we are talking 8000 tonnes of fresh seafood available from Victorian waters and in
excess of 83 000 tonnes coming from elsewhere. It is coming from New Zealand, it is coming from
South-East Asia and it is coming from other waters across the state.
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The government, in progressing this issue in the Gippsland Lakes, talks about the value of tourism. In
my electorate I think fishing would clearly be one of the most popular pastimes. I have no doubt that
recreational fishing is a fantastic pastime for many, many people, but the numbers speak for
themselves. The numbers tell us—this government now in its entirety here has had an aim of 1 million
recreational fishermen—that not only are we not near 1 million fishermen after six years but we are
actually declining. There are 25 per cent fewer recreational fishermen today than there were six years
ago. Now, that says to me that the recreational fishing campaign that this government continues to use
as an excuse to do away with commercial fishery is just not working.
The reality with recreational fishing is that the 800 000 people the government claims recreationally
fish and the much smaller number that the seafood industry believes is the real number do not put
seafood into our restaurants and they do not put seafood onto the plates of the other 5 200 000 people
in the state of Victoria that also may enjoy seafood. Seafood is not supplied to our tourism industry
and it is not made available for festivals and for markets and for many other functions within our state
because you cannot retail and onsell recreationally caught fish. In fact the situation at times can be so
parlous that the government managed to find police resources to raid a fish and chip shop in my own
electorate because they were selling allegedly recreationally caught fish rather than commercially
sourced fish. The fish and chip shop owner quite simply said, ‘There are certain types of fish that
Victorians expect and love and enjoy eating that are just no longer available at times because of the
clamping down on supply and the continual attack on the commercial fishery’.
In my own electorate is the small township of Apollo Bay. While it is a great tourist mecca, it is also
a fantastic source of locally caught Victorian seafood. That community are regularly communicating
with me about the constant threat their industry feels. Just one significant threat alone is the fact that
we see licences bought out with poor compensation and without listening to those who have worked
for generations in a fishery providing jobs for themselves and others in their community. When others
in my community hear stories like that they are rightly concerned. For example, ocean access licences,
which equate to around 20 or 30 per cent of the current blue water licences available in the state of
Victoria, are ones that are non-transferable. That essentially means that as those fishermen get older
and can no longer go out on boats and can no longer be actively engaged in the industry those licences
will lapse. It is a deliberate ploy to continue the decline in fishermen on our waters and the availability
of fresh seafood.
It is not often that I would rise in this place and speak almost in agreement with the Greens, but let us
use the Greens’ argument around the way the seafood industry affects them, and of course it is in
something like the Prahran Market. When even the Greens, using the Prahran Market as a base point
for environmental management, can see what the problem is, then it must be clear and obvious to the
government what the problem is. They are hearing from people that are miles from the sea who
understand what the problem is. If we are not sourcing our fish locally and we are still eating it, then
it has to come from somewhere. This government is prioritising inherently high carbon costed fish
which are coming from waters that we cannot guarantee are sustainable and from waterways that we
cannot be sure are sustainable and well looked after and well managed in preference. We are exporting
our social responsibility for good environmental management of our marine waterways.
But what is most offensive about this bill is the way it has treated the hardworking families in East
Gippsland. They have been hung out to dry. The government has deliberately kept hidden a report
from the Auditor-General on the true value of their nets and equipment. This is not fair and this is not
something that a government that is taking back licences should be involved in. They know that there
are no other markets for these boats and for these nets; they are specific to that area and they should
be dealt with in a fair and equitable way.
Recreational fishing is being used by this government to disguise its ultimate agenda of doing away
with sustainable Victorian fishing. It is a disappointment and it is something that the state of Victoria,
seafood lovers and people who enjoy eating locally sustainable seafood will regret in time to come—
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this desire to do away with estuarine, bay and other areas for their local catches of fish. We have seen
the consequences. The member for South Barwon talked about the advantages of doing away with it
in his area, but it has also led to significant price increases in fish stocks such as King George whiting,
which has gone from around $30 a kilo to over $90, making it less accessible and less affordable to
Victorians, and to shortages in a much-loved seafood variety in calamari. These things need to be
considered if we are going to provide a true, fully available tourism and food option for not only locals
but visitors alike to the great state of Victoria.
Sitting suspended 12.59 pm until 2.01 pm.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Grievance debate
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward): The question is:
That grievances be noted.

DROUGHT ASSISTANCE
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (14:01): I rise today to grieve for the drought-affected farmers of
Victoria. We have a Premier that made a promise that he would actually govern for all Victorians, and
as we have seen in recent times that has not been the case. That promise is about as hollow as the
Premier’s promise not to increase taxes and not to bring in new taxes. All three of those promises have
been proven absolutely untrue. The Premier has not governed for all Victorians, he has introduced
new taxes and he has increased other taxes. As was said yesterday, the Premier has actually been to
China more times than he has visited drought-affected communities in regional Victoria. He has been
to China more times than he has visited those drought-affected communities.
We know the Premier has insisted that all his ministers visit China at least once in the term. That is
fine. That is about broadening your knowledge of the world and a major trading partner. But what I
would like to see is the Premier actually also insisting that his ministers visit a drought-affected
community in Victoria. I would have thought that is fair. Yes, they should go to China to broaden their
knowledge of the world and our trading partners, but equally perhaps they should go to regional
communities and actually see where that produce that is exported to China comes from, see the effort
that farmers make, see the effort of the processing workers in those factories that turn that food into
export product, see them actually do that and see the impact the drought is having on those particular
communities. It would be very good if the Premier actually visited himself but equally put an edict out
there that all ministers should go to these communities as well and find out what happens in those
communities, particularly the drought-affected ones.
We saw a couple of weeks ago the Premier actually went to Mildura. He went out to regional Victoria.
I am sure he went on a charter flight and did not go on a commercial flight. That is fine; he is the
Premier and he is busy, but he could have driven 20 minutes down the road and actually gone and
visited the community. He could have gone down to the Millewa and met with those farmers—actually
gone there and sat down with them. It would not have taken much. It would have taken 2 hours out of
his diary to actually go and meet those farmers there and meet that community, and it would have
meant a lot to that community to have the Premier come along and listen and actually learn what is
going on up there.
The community of the Millewa have had less than 10 per cent of their annual rainfall this year. It is
their second failed season, and they are saying it is the worst drought since the 1944–45 drought. So it
would have been a mark of respect, a mark of the man, if the Premier had actually taken the time while
he was in Mildura to actually go and meet with that community.
It is the same for the community of East Gippsland. Those farmers down there are coming into their
third year of drought. This is their third missed season now. They are doing it really tough down there.
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The Premier can go to the Latrobe Valley but he cannot go any further east, it would appear, to actually
meet with the farmers of East Gippsland. The two members down there, the member for Gippsland
East and the member for Gippsland South, have been very passionate advocates on behalf of their
communities around the drought issues. They have asked a number of times for the Premier to go
down there. I have visited there a number of times. The Leader of the Opposition has visited there as
well, but the Premier has not been there to meet with those particular farmers at all.
It is very interesting to note that the Weekly Times more recently has started to talk about these issues:
The Weekly Times understands Mr Andrews has not made an official visit to a farm outside of last year’s
election campaign since June 17, 2017.

I think that again just shows the lack of respect for things in regional Victoria.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr WALSH: It is not small. I note the interjection from the manager of government business in
the house that this is small. It is not small to those communities who are suffering through drought,
who actually want a Premier to govern for all of this state and who actually want a Premier to take an
interest in what they do. It is obviously too hard for the Premier to do that.
If you look across the Murray River, you see the New South Wales government have actually led the
way in supporting their farmers through the drought. But one of the things they have done for their
farmers, which has made it harder for our farmers, is they have actually put a freight subsidy in place
where they are assisting with the cost of shifting hay and shifting grain in New South Wales to feed
drought-affected stock. That means that our farmers, because the Andrews government here in
Victoria will not support them, are at a competitive disadvantage. I have noticed the number of hay
trucks constantly going through Echuca over the river, where the New South Wales government is
actually helping pay for that particular freight. From 1 July this year the clock started again, where
New South Wales farmers qualified for up to $40 000 per farm to assist with the transport of hay and
fodder. So our farmers are at a significant disadvantage.
If you look at the member for Gippsland East’s electorate, the distance to take hay to East Gippsland
is almost more than it is to New South Wales, so they are at a really significant disadvantage around
that. It is all going north. The Minister for Agriculture here in Victoria says, ‘Don’t you worry about
that. That’s fine. We’ve actually got grants of $2500 and $3500 for farmers’. I do not know how $2500
or $3500 equates with a $40 000 freight subsidy per farm, plus the other support that is there for New
South Wales farmers.
The last time we had a drought in Victoria back in the early 2000s the then government had assistance
with shire rates and had assistance with the fixed water charges for irrigators and stock in domestic
supply. There was $144 million put into the assistance with fixed water charges and there was
$47 million put into the municipal rate subsidy. They were support measures that farmers actually
appreciated. They were support measures that were easy to administer. They were support measures
that actually helped farmers get through that very, very tough time.
At that time the government also had a drought task force in the cabinet. All we see at the moment is
the Premier deferring to the Minister for Agriculture—that she is the person to go out and meet with
these communities. What was interesting was that the Minister for Agriculture, in an interview with
Warwick Long on the Country Hour recently, when questioned about why she had not been out
visiting these communities enough, made it very clear that because she had been out in regional
Victoria more than 70 times since she became a minister she was doing a good job.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr WALSH: It is interesting, as the interjection from the Manager of Opposition Business said,
that the minister is actually a country member. You would actually think that a country member would
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be out in the country most of the time anyhow. It is very, very disappointing for those drought-affected
communities, who are wondering why the Premier and the minister will not go out and see them.
The other people I grieve for are the irrigation farmers of northern Victoria. The water price at the
moment is unsustainable for most of the production systems in northern Victoria. The water market
lacks transparency. They are very concerned about how the market is being manipulated and they want
a more transparent market. It is a desperate time for our irrigators in northern Victoria. Our
communities are hurting; they are saying, ‘Enough is enough’, and that Spring Street and Canberra
need to start listening to the irrigators before it is too late.
The dairy industry in northern Victoria is on the brink of collapse. There are dairy farmers, literally
weekly, closing down their dairy farms, sending their cows to the abattoir. The dairy factories are
seeing their milk supply decline; there is over a 20 per cent reduction year on year in the milk supply
from northern Victoria. There is an absolutely catastrophic event developing in northern Victoria
around the dairy industry. I do not believe it is satisfactory any longer for either government—in
Victoria or Canberra—to say, ‘The rules stop us doing something different when it comes to water’.
It is governments that actually write the rule book when it comes to water, and it is time that rule book
was changed to make sure our irrigators get a fair go.
In my electorate last year 55 000 megalitres of water was actually put into the Gunbower forest. Our
irrigation dairy farmers of that area had to watch as the water went down the channel into the
Gunbower forest—into a forest that in a drought would not have been flooded. That is enough water
to effectively run 55 dairy farms—so 55 dairy farms could have had water if that water had been put
on the market. If that happens again this year, I just think it will be catastrophic for our community.
For those people to have to sit there and watch this water run out into the forest in the middle of a
drought, when that forest would not have had water in a drought, while they cannot get water,
something is wrong.
Right up and down the river communities are hurting. We see with the Murray-Darling Basin plan
over 700 000 megalitres of water evaporates from Lake Alexandrina every year. Now, one of the
premises that the Murray-Darling Basin plan was actually formed on was that Lake Alexandrina was
supposedly a freshwater lake. Since the basin plan was signed we have seen new science come out.
We have seen Professor Peter Gell do the scientific work down there. He took the core samples and
had that work peer-reviewed. It shows that Lake Alexandrina was always estuarine. It actually changed
in the 1940s when the barrages were put in, and the core samples have now proved that. So it is time
to go back and revisit that whole premise that there needs to be all this water going down the Murray
River, all this water taken away from irrigators, to keep Lake Alexandrina a freshwater lake. It is time
to revisit that.
My suggestion to both the state and commonwealth governments is: let us build lock zero at
Wellington, where the Murray actually runs into Lake Alexandrina. They want a constant height in
their lake for recreational purposes down there. That is fine; let us use the barrages to manage that, and
let Lake Alexandrina go back to being estuarine into the future. That would make just so much
difference to our communities if we could actually get a significant percentage of the water that the
commonwealth environmental water holder and the Victorian environmental water holder have back
into the water market to increase the supply and lower the price.
As irrigators have been saying, they have had 10 years now of the modernisation project, the project
that started back in 2007 when John Brumby was the Premier of this state. At that particular time John
Brumby promised that there would be 75 gigalitres—75 000 megalitres—of new high-security water
that would go to the farmers of northern Victoria every year, year in and year out. I can remember
sitting in this place and having John Brumby lecture us that because this is savings water, so long as
the system runs, this water will be there, year in and year out. So 75 000 megalitres of high-security
water was supposed to be made available to irrigators this year at the end of the modernisation project.
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I would urge the Victorian minister to actually make that water available this year. That water being
available and allocated to irrigators would just make so much difference to the communities of
northern Victoria due to the fact that there would be more water available but equally due to the fact
that they would actually see that perhaps the Andrews government actually cares about them at all. It
would send a powerful signal in both the availability of water and the fact that there was a decision
being made by the Andrews government that actually supported regional and rural Victoria rather than
taking something away from it.
I grieve for those drought-affected farmers who are being ignored by the Premier, who are being
effectively ignored by the Minister for Agriculture and who are not getting the support that state
governments have given them in previous droughts. For some reason the Premier, the minister and the
government have a deaf ear when it comes to regional Victoria at the moment.
Members interjecting.
Mr WALSH: On the interjection about being wrong, if you do not live in Bendigo, Ballarat or
Geelong, great cities as they are, you are forgotten in this state.
Members interjecting.
Mr WALSH: Mildura? The Premier went there and he could not even go down the road to the
Millewa. I grieve for those drought-affected farmers. As I have said, I particularly also grieve for the
irrigation farmers of northern Victoria. There is a catastrophic event developing up there around the
availability of water, around the price of water. The dairy industry, as I said, is on the brink of collapse
in northern Victoria, and that will have a flow-through effect on jobs in the area, on those that supply
the dairy industry with hay and grain and on our export markets. There is demand for our dairy product
overseas. We will not be able to supply those markets in the future. I would urge the Premier to get
personally involved in these issues: make a visit, but do not just come and talk—come with a
chequebook and actually do something.
KENNETT GOVERNMENT LEGACY
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (14:16): My grievance today is to reflect on the damage that was done to
my electorate and Victoria by the devastating consequences of the Kennett government. It has been
20 years since the Bracks government was elected, bringing an end to the devastation brought to
Victoria by the Kennett government. When Jeff Kennett was elected in 1992 I was a paramedic
working in the western suburbs of Melbourne. Through my travels across Victoria I got to see firsthand
the devastation of the cuts that Kennett and his government subjected towns to right across the state.
Country towns in particular, like Maryborough, Ararat and Stawell, were absolutely decimated by the
cuts to schools, hospitals, health care, social services, transport and jobs.
Kennett Scissorhands cut and slashed right across this state and in our towns, and the state is still
recovering. As a paramedic I would visit these towns, and the despair was noticeable. As shops shut
and businesses closed, people could not sell their houses to go and look for new opportunities even if
they were lucky enough to find any. Whole regions still have not recovered from that damage. It has
caused generational poverty and damage that will continue on for years to come.
My fellow paramedics and I noticed that during that period there were longer wait times for
ambulances, there were less staff at hospitals to cope with emergencies and the morale in health care
was at an all-time low. Across the state 350 schools closed—my own primary school, Maidstone
Primary, was one of them—and 7000 teaching jobs were eliminated.
Mr R Smith: He must have found an old speech of Donny’s in the bottom drawer in his office.
Mr McGHIE: Yes, yes. Some of the other schools that were closed were Alamein Primary School,
Bennettswood Primary School, Jordanville South Primary School, Heatherton Primary School,
Springvale North Primary School, Doveton West Primary School, Bonnie Doon Primary School,
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Glenburn Primary School, Powelltown Primary School, Woods Point Primary School, Yarck Primary
School—all closed. I can go on to list the other 330 primary schools that were closed.
Mr Wells: They’re not in Melton.
Mr McGHIE: I did say ‘across the state’, if you had listened to the start of it, mate. Hospitals like
Altona, Essendon, Mordialloc-Cheltenham, St Kilda day hospital and Burwood—closed. Others like
Geelong, the Alfred, the Austin, the Royal Children’s, the Royal Women’s, the Royal Melbourne,
Ballarat, Dandenong and Wangaratta saw significant cuts to their services. The Mildura and Latrobe
regional hospitals were privatised. Thankfully, now Mildura is getting their hospital back in public hands.
I want to congratulate the Independent member for Mildura for her advocacy on this issue.
Family planning services were cut, women’s health never being a priority. Also, the member for Bass
reminded me that the Kennett government tried to close the Fitzroy pool and that she was at the protest
and is in the photo of many hundreds of people standing in an empty Fitzroy pool.
We lost the State Electricity Commission of Victoria. The safety of Victorians was put at risk for
profit. Privatisation of the sector has led to poor maintenance of our energy infrastructure. The ability
to cope with the energy needs of the state has diminished. Privatisation has had an enormous effect on
Victorians’ safety and their bank accounts. The Black Saturday bushfires that will be forever in our
memories were influenced by poor maintenance in the electricity infrastructure, the lack of trained
professionals and an inadequate workforce to maintain them. Privatisation has cost Victorians in their
energy bills and has cost lives. When Kennett was elected I was a shop steward representing
paramedics. Kennett’s agenda was to slash and burn the public sector, cut the numbers of public sector
workers, introduce individual contracts—
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of relevance, is the member for Melton
seriously saying that Black Saturday is a result of the Kennett government, because that is what he has
just said. A result of the Kennett government—you have got to be kidding me.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr Wells: That is a ridiculous thing to say.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. Members will cease shouting across the
chamber so that the member can be heard. The member for Melton has the call.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ringwood!
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the issues surrounding the terrible tragedy of Black
Saturday have always enjoyed a level of bipartisanship in this place, and for the member for Melton
to make the claims that he just has in this house is shameful. I take personal offence at what he said,
and I ask you to direct him to withdraw.
The SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear the comments. The member for Warrandyte has taken
personal offence at some comments, and I ask the member to withdraw.
Mr McGHIE: I withdraw.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: I warn the Manager of Opposition Business to cease shouting across the chamber.
I warn members who are shouting that they will be removed from the chamber without warning.
Mr McGHIE: I do withdraw, but I should say that if they had listened to what I said they would
have got the full details.
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Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, as you well know and the member should know, there
should be no commentary around a withdrawal.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before the member for Melton continues, he did withdraw in an
unqualified way but it is not appropriate then to add commentary to the withdrawal.
Mr McGHIE: In fact because of Kennett’s agenda Melbourne often stood still as massive rallies
gathered here outside this very building. Outside here 100 000 workers stood up for their rights,
protections and security in employment. Let me tell you some of the things that occurred at Ambulance
Victoria. A new CEO was appointed to the Metropolitan Ambulance Service, a gentleman by the name
of Jack Firman. His intention was to come in and steamroll change within the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service. He wanted to change the culture. He privatised the fleet maintenance workshops in
Melbourne. This meant that 20 to 30 mechanics who specialised in the maintenance of ambulance
vehicles were made redundant. It also meant the Melbourne ambulance workshop was closed and
outsourced to private operators. This caused great concern to paramedics, believing that the vehicles
that they responded in would not be maintained to the same standards that they had been previously
in order to do their job efficiently and safely, something of significant importance if you need to
respond to a call-out at speed. Over time there were many circumstances that were raised with the
ambulance service about the safety of ambulances. These were not just vehicles; these were paramedic
workplaces. The union took many vehicle disputes to the Fair Work Commission for resolution.
Kennett also privatised the ambulance communication centre to Intergraph. I am sure you will
remember it. But I will come back to Intergraph a little bit later. He privatised non-emergency patient
transport and also a lot of the standby at public events like AFL football, horseracing and harness
racing. He tried to portray that these events were staffed by paramedics, but of course they were not.
Some of the private transport companies were owner-operated by ambulance managers. This issue
was later dealt with through the ambulance service royal commission. One thing that I thank Jeff
Kennett for is that I decided to move from being a paramedic to become the assistant secretary and
then later secretary of the ambulance union.
Let me return to talking about the privatisation of ambulance communications to Intergraph. For the
first time in this country ambulance communications were conducted by this American company
called Intergraph. It was also the first time that they employed their own communication staff directly.
They did not use paramedics as call-takers or dispatchers. The ambulance service had to provide
paramedic staff, called duty team managers, to oversee ambulance resourcing on a day-to-day basis.
The Intergraph project was an unmitigated disaster for this state. They could not get ambulances to
cases in any reasonable time. In fact there were situations where they said they did not have
ambulances available when they clearly were available. There were many deaths due to delayed
responses. During the Kennett era I am aware of at least five to six Coroners Court cases where
Victorians died due to delayed responses. Tragically one of those cases was the past mayor of
Ringwood, Ms Patricia Gotlib, who died from asthma attack. Unfortunately an ambulance could not
get to her on time. The ambulance union participated in these Coroners Court cases to highlight the
inadequate systems provided by Intergraph.
Jeff Kennett and Jack Firman have Victorians’ blood on the hands for the cost of ideology and money.
We publicly would highlight what Kennett was doing with the ambulance service—poor response
times, deaths, privatisation. Victorians were extremely worried about their services. This obviously
led to the Bracks government commissioning a royal commission into ambulance services in 2000. A
recommendation from that royal commission was that emergency service communications should be
publicly owned and operated. This led to the formation of the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority.
In relation to ambulances, Jeff Kennett went too far when he tried to privatise ambulance branches,
where he was trying to set up little franchises across Melbourne. He was successful with one branch,
and that was out of Cranbourne where a group of paramedics negotiated a contractual arrangement to

GRIEVANCE DEBATE
3260

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 11 September 2019

provide ambulance services to the Cranbourne suburb. These paramedics worked 24-hour shifts, and
the service was propped up of course by the Metropolitan Ambulance Service with the provision of
additional intensive-care services and other ambulance resources going into Cranbourne. That
contractual arrangement lasted in excess of 10 years. I am now pleased to say the Cranbourne
ambulance service was brought back into public hands under a Labor government. Kennett tried to
extend the branch franchising to Knox ambulance, but the union defeated that attempt in the Fair Work
Commission.
The worst attack on Ambulance Victoria by Kennett and Firman was the attempt at cultural change.
What they did was target the station officer and assistant station officer positions by changing their
position titles and job descriptions and making them all reapply for their positions. These were
paramedics in their 40s and 50s with in excess of 20 years of service. The knowledge and experience
these officers had was irreplaceable. They were all taken away to camps where neurolinguistic
techniques were performed. In the ambulance services we called these camps ‘Camp Waco’. Most of
these paramedics were brainwashed into taking redundancies. Only three or four of them stayed with
the ambulance service after this. This meant that around 80 of the most experienced paramedics left
the ambulance service.
The mental damage that was done to these paramedics is immeasurable. Isn’t it ironic that Jeff Kennett
ends up being the head of Beyond Blue and an advocate for mental health? I wish he was an advocate
for mental health during his time as Premier rather than doing the enormous mental damage he did to
public sector workers and other Victorians.
One of the other rights that Kennett removed from workers was the removal of common-law rights if
you are injured at work. This was devastating for workers that were seriously injured at work—
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Melton will resume his seat.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, on page 62 of Rulings from the Chair it says it is
unparliamentary to make imputations against a former Premier. I ask you to pull the member back into
line, as a large part of his contribution, which we have let go for the better part of 12 minutes, was
actually against parliamentary procedure.
Mr Donnellan: On the point of order, Speaker, there were no imputations against the former
Premier’s character. It was in relation to whether at the time he actually had a greater focus on mental
wellness—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will resume his seat. I have warned members to stop shouting
across the chamber. When people are taking points of order I expect them to be able to be heard in
silence. I have warned members that they will be kicked out of the chamber without warning, for those
members who were not in the chamber earlier.
Mr Donnellan: Thank you, Speaker. It was a passing comment in relation to the interests of the
Premier prior to and after he left—prior to him leaving and then after him leaving—in relation to
mental wellness. He just said that he would have preferred the then Premier to have the particular focus
prior to him leaving that he does particularly today. So I do not consider that an imputation.
Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Lara can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Lara withdrew from chamber.
Mr M O’Brien: On the point of order, Speaker, the actual heading is, ‘Imputations against former
Premier’. So the member for Warrandyte is entirely right:
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The prohibition on using offensive or unbecoming words in relation to members does not apply to former
members. However, members who make allegations about former members must do so with care and be
aware of the right of reply procedure.

To suggest that someone who has devoted a lot of his post-politics life to addressing mental health
issues is not fit for that purpose is a clear and disgraceful personal imputation against a former Premier.
I understand the member for Melton is new to this place, but this is a matter that should be a bipartisan
matter. That was a completely inappropriate intervention by the member for Melton. Speaker, I would
ask you to counsel him and bring him back to making a statement in accordance with the forms of this
house, which he certainly was not.
The SPEAKER: Order! The grievance debate is a wideranging debate. I do uphold the previous
ruling that has been referred to in Rulings from the Chair. As the Leader of the Opposition has just
pointed out, that requires members when they are making comments about former members to do so
with care. So I ask the member to do so with care and also to be aware of the right of reply procedures
that members of the public do have.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Speaker, the member for Melton is talking about injured
ambulance workers under the Kennett years. Will he also explain how his government stuffed up the
legislation to protect—
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The member for Melton has the call.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, on a number of occasions the member for Ringwood
and the member for Frankston have made interjections. Neither of them are in their places, and I would
ask you to direct them that if they going to make interjections, which are in themselves
unparliamentary, they do it from their correct seats.
The SPEAKER: I remind all members that any comments they make in the chamber should be
from their places.
MEMBER CONDUCT
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (14:32): I rise today on the grievance debate to grieve for the Labor
Party and the government. I intend to set out a number of ways that the Labor Party has condoned
unacceptable behaviour and failed to show adequate leadership, and I will start with reference to
Labor’s dealing with the member for Burwood. I say this with a heavy heart: the member for Burwood
should consider standing down from Parliament. For the good of his health, the member should
consider resigning.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Brighton to resume his seat. The member for
Bentleigh can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. All members have been warned.
Member for Bentleigh withdrew from chamber.
Mr NEWBURY: After acknowledging that he has had problems with addiction, the member has
now been on leave for seven weeks—
The SPEAKER: Order! On a first point of order, the member for Ivanhoe.
Mr Carbines: On a point of order, Speaker, is the member for Brighton referring to notes or is he
reading? Because he should understand the practices of the house when it comes to giving speeches
in this place.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Speaker, we saw the member for Melton for 15 minutes read from
a prepared speech. We were very tolerant, allowing the member for Melton to read from his notes as
much as we did not like it. So I would ask you to show fairness to both sides of the chamber.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I can only rule on the point of order before the house. Is the member for
Brighton referring to notes or reading?
Mr NEWBURY: Referring to notes.
The SPEAKER: The member for Brighton, to continue.
Mr NEWBURY: His addiction has caused him to remain on indefinite leave. His leave has no end
date—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Frankston, on a point of order.
Mr Edbrooke: On a point of order, Speaker—and it is quite a serious point of order—I would ask
you to caution the member. He is talking about addiction issues. There are also mental health issues
here that have been in the media, and they are very sensitive. I think that you know that we should
have a good think about other people in this chamber before we start talking about them and issues we
might not understand.
Mr R Smith: On the point of order, Speaker, the hypocrisy from those opposite is breathtaking. To
have the member for Melton criticise the former Premier Jeff Kennett for his approach to mental health
and to have the member for Frankston hypocritically stand up—
The SPEAKER: Order! This is not a point of order. I ask the member to resume his seat. There is
no point of order.
Mr McGuire: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Brighton is making a personal attack
on another MP. We cannot keep going backwards and forwards across the house, one attack against
the other. Can I just put that there are imputations directly about an MP and it is about a mental health
issue. So I would just ask you to caution the member for Brighton on where the boundary line is on
this matter. I am not arguing one way or the other, but I am saying it should not be a partisan argument
at this level on issues concerning mental health. I am not arguing—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Manager of Opposition Business and the member for Warrandyte!
Mr McGuire: I am not arguing. I am saying: can we lift the debate beyond the partisanship and
personal attacks? The Speaker has addressed the previous point of order. That has been—
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member for Broadmeadows for raising his point of order. I do
not uphold the point of order.
Mr NEWBURY: His constituents have no idea when or if he will return. They do not know when
they will have a representative in this place. No other Victorian would have the same right to unlimited
paid leave. There should not be one rule—
Ms Addison: On a point of order, Speaker, my point of order is questioning the medical
qualifications of the member for Brighton and wondering in what position he is to make any
judgements about a treatment plan—
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Wendouree will resume her seat. I warn members about
utilising points of order—on both sides of the house—to disrupt the flow of debate. I am listening very
carefully to the contribution of the member for Brighton.
Mr NEWBURY: There should not be one rule that allows the member for Burwood unlimited
paid leave and another for every other Victorian worker. We as a community feel for him personally,
but that is not the only factor to take into account. In fact my call for him to resign is partly based on a
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concern for his welfare, because it appears his addiction is so serious that it may be in his best interests
to stand down and heal.
My call is based on more than his welfare. A member of Parliament is not only an individual. Each of
us in this chamber is the composite voice of our 46 000 electors. When you stand for election you are
accepting the responsibility to remain committed to being their voice in this chamber, and part of that
commitment is being present. It appears that the member for Burwood cannot meet that responsibility.
It is clear that the Labor Party intends to cut the member loose. In fact we know how Labor intends to
deal with him, because it is an open secret around the parliamentary corridors. Labor has discussed
calling on the Victorian Electoral Commission to scrap Burwood in the forthcoming redistribution.
Until then Labor plans to keep the member under lock and key.
Recently the opposition wrote to the federal Minister for Home Affairs asking why the member had
not been charged for violently kicking in a hotel door. When asked about the issue, the Premier
battened down the hatches. He refused to answer questions on the basis that the member is an addict.
Similarly the Premier has responded the same way when asked about the member being on indefinite
leave. Strangely, our standing orders do not include a requirement to attend Parliament. In fact standing
order 26 only requires that a member write to the Speaker after nine sitting days to inform him of his
absence. I would ask the Speaker to take on notice whether the member for Burwood has complied
with standing order 26. I note that the federal Parliament has a much more transparent approach. Their
standing orders require that a leave of absence be moved by substantive motion, and the house is given
an opportunity to debate the issue.
We know that the reason why the Premier refuses to answer questions about the member for Burwood
is that the Labor Party are culpable. Labor members have admitted to me they knew that Mr Fowles
had a problem before he was elected, yet Labor allowed Mr Fowles to stand for election and be elected
into this place. But that is not all the Labor Party has known or accepted. Several months ago in this
place I raised serious allegations against Mr Fowles. I raised that before entering Parliament his
business went into receivership, and reports from the time state that staff employed in that business
were not paid employee entitlements due to them. To—
Ms Addison: On a point of order, Speaker, may I request that the member for Brighton refers to
the member for Burwood by his correct term.
The SPEAKER: I uphold that point of order.
Mr NEWBURY: To use the language that the Labor Party would use, it is alleged that Will Fowles
ripped off his workers.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NEWBURY: Member for Burwood, yes. If that allegation had been raised about any other
employer, the full force of the labour movement would have swung in. But because these allegations
were made about one of their own, the Premier has shut down debate. In fact the government has told
journalists that their questions on the issue will not be answered. Why? Because the member for
Burwood is a member of the Labor Party who has violently kicked in a door and who has been accused
of ripping off workers. Through these incidents the Premier has proven that he will cynically use the
member for Burwood’s addiction as his own political shield.
Sadly, not only has the Premier remained silent about the member for Burwood, he has also refused
to answer genuine questions about Labor’s new member in the other place, Mr Erdogan. Over recent
weeks a number of eminent people in the Jewish community have raised with me their concerns over
the appointment of northern suburbs-based Mr Erdogan as a member in this Parliament. They have
expressed their profound concern that Mr Erdogan has anti-Israeli views and is not an appropriate
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choice to represent the Southern Metropolitan Region, home to much of Victoria’s Jewish community.
In fact not only has the choice of Mr Erdogan been raised with me by the Jewish community, a Labor
member in this Parliament recently said to me, ‘I cannot believe that we have preselected an antiSemite from Coburg to represent areas like Caulfield’. Another Labor member has been quoted as
saying Mr Erdogan is someone who ‘has no connection to the Southern Metropolitan Region’. And
you need look no further than his first speech in Parliament to see that lack of connection.
But it is his views that are of real concern. As a councillor Mr Erdogan moved a motion condemning
Israel—a motion that condemned, and I quote, ‘Israel’s massacre in Gaza’. Mr Erdogan reportedly
moved the motion on the basis that, and again I quote, ‘A few people called me up’. It is disturbing
that such a profoundly misguided motion—a motion based on anti-Israeli sentiment—would be
moved after receiving a few phone calls. When recently asked about the motion, Mr Erdogan said that
his views had evolved since then and that he now believes that Israel has a right to exist, which
categorically confirms that Mr Erdogan once believed that Israel—
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to Rulings from the Chair. I have a December 2017
copy, page 60, which refers to ‘attacks on Council members’. And it states that:
The Chair will not permit the House to be used as a forum for an attack on members of the Council who have
no right of reply.

I would suggest the member for Brighton, who is not even worth the mention of that title given the
previous incumbents of that office, should be called into account and his diatribe against the newly
elected member in the other place be pulled up and ruled out of order.
Mr R Smith: On the point of order, Speaker, the member is doing nothing more than canvassing
issues that have already been made public in the Australian newspaper, once on 2 July and once on
4 June. These issues are already out in the public domain, and as such he is quite entitled to canvass
them as the public are quite across them and people are very aware of Mr Erdogan’s views on a certain
portion of our community.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do uphold the point of order that has been raised by the Leader of the
House. The previous rulings of Speaker McDonald and Acting Speaker Perton quite clearly indicate
that the Chair will not permit the house to be used as a forum for an attack on members of the Council
who do not have a right of reply. So I ask the member for Brighton to continue his address but move
on from the said member of the upper house.
Mr NEWBURY: Sadly Mr Erdogan is not the only member who has a tenuous connection to the
electorate he claims to represent. Labor members are notorious for living outside their electorates. I
believe very strongly that a member should live in their community, the exception being if a
redistribution moves the boundary of a sitting member. I note that there are a handful of members who
fall into this category, including the member for Albert Park, who now happens to be a constituent of
mine in the Brighton electorate. Words cannot fully describe how much it warms my heart to know
that I represent—
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Speaker, I would ask the member for Brighton to cease attacking
the member for Albert Park, given that I believe the member for Albert Park’s residential status may
indeed have been affected by the criterion the member for Brighton says is okay given there has been
a recent redistribution.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr NEWBURY: I just said exactly that. I will admit that the member for Albert Park has not yet
dropped into any of my listening posts or my electorate office for a chat. But I do live in hope. Living
in your community does matter, not only because it ensures that you are plugged into the pulse of your
community but also because it is the best accountability mechanism for your community. When you
live in your community, you have to look at each of your neighbour’s faces as you walk down the
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main street or as you wait in line at the main street shops. I have found that when you are in your
community and part of your community every day, it ensures that you are grounded and immediately
available to your constituency, which is why voters should have greater transparency over what suburb
each candidate lives in, information that should be more readily available in a manner that balances
the genuine safety concerns of members.
For example, the member for Keysborough, who could more accurately be described as the bayside
member for Braeside, is a bayside resident. The member lives in the Sandringham electorate, and with
a strong representative like the member for Sandringham I can understand exactly why the member
for Keysborough has chosen to live there. It is worth noting that he lives some 15 kilometres away
from the electorate he has been elected to represent.
Similarly the member for Altona lives some 10 kilometres away from her electorate, living in the
Footscray electorate and, famously, the foppish member for Narre Warren South lives in Fitzroy, a
staggering 50 kilometres away from his electors. But Speaker, I would not want to leave you with the
impression that the tradition of living across Melbourne is confined to the old warhorses of the Labor
Party. Indeed, no. Speaker, I can assure you that there are a number of new Labor members in this
place who turn their noses up at their electorates.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask those at the table to cease the vigorous conversation that is going on.
They can carry on the conversation outside if they wish. The Leader of the House and the member for
Warrandyte—please come to order. The member for Brighton has the call.
Mr NEWBURY: The marginal seat member for Box Hill lives in Camberwell; the member for
Narre Warren South lists his residence as being in St Kilda, some 40 kilometres away—another Labor
member living a stone’s throw away from my electorate. What is it with Labor members for Narre
Warren? Both are living as far from their electorates as they can, but the award for new members who
do not even pretend to live near their electorates is taken by the member for Melton, who lists his
residence as being in Buninyong, a staggering 80 kilometres away, and there are many, many, many
more. Labor has been very sneaky with their politics and their protected behaviour that the community
rightly does not accept.
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Speaker, I was reluctant earlier to interrupt the member for Brighton
when he was giving his criticisms of the member for Burwood, because I think having those comments
on the record says so much more about the member for Brighton than they do about the member for
Burwood. However, I would seek your guidance, Speaker, and in Rulings from the Chair—I have the
October 2018 version available to me—there are a number of references in here about how the
grievance debate should not be used in place of a substantive motion debate and that there is less
latitude on what members may say about other members of Parliament. I refer you to page 61.
There are also a number of references here in terms of reflections on members, and I simply seek,
Speaker, that you perhaps review the member’s contribution and, if you were to be so minded on
reflecting on his contribution, to perhaps counsel him in terms of the proper forms of this place. His
contributions and reflections on the member for Burwood are beneath this place and I would suggest
that you reflect on his contribution and counsel him accordingly, and every single member of the
Liberal and National parties who sat here as cheerleaders for this contribution will also be reflected
upon in the same way.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Speaker, it is a pity the manager of government business was not
in here to listen to the contribution by the member for Melton, because if you are going to do a
comparison between what was said there and the cheerleading that went on supporting some of the
attacks on a former Premier, which is specifically in the guidelines of what you cannot do, it is a bit
rich for the manager of government business to then come in and be hypocritical in attacking the
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member for Brighton—for example, to blame Jeff Kennett for Black Saturday and to criticise his
commitment to mental health is nothing more than a disgrace.
Mr R Smith: Further on the point of order, Speaker, the manager of government business might
be excused for not hearing the member for Melton, but she has I am sure heard many times the former
member for Melton’s dissertations in this house and the way he conducted himself. I also remind the
manager of government business of an individual in this place who certainly reflected on Speaker
Smith for an extended period one fiery question time. So perhaps the manager of government business
should be aware of the fact that hypocrisy is making itself a big, large issue in this place.
The SPEAKER: Order! I listened carefully to the contribution of the member for Brighton—
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Manager of Opposition Business can leave the chamber if he wishes
to have the conversation across the Chair. I listened carefully to the contribution of the member for
Brighton. Other than the issue that the Leader of the House raised at the time in relation to a member
of the other house, I do not think that he infringed on the rulings in the current Rulings from the Chair.
PRIVATISATION POLICY
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (14:50): I rise to grieve for every Victorian that has felt the full effects of the
privatisation of our energy system here in Victoria, essential services that were privatised and sold off,
starting of course from the great leader of privatisation—and that was Jeff Kennett—and absolutely
blindly followed by every single member of the opposition when they have been in government ever
since that period. Victorian families could do nothing but watch the absolute savaging by the Premier
at the time, Jeff Kennett, as he began to dismantle essential services that were built up by communities,
owned by communities, there for communities. Families depended on vital essential services of power
and gas to maintain their living, and amongst of course his victims, as we know, were not just the
schools, hospitals, social support services and public transport, but of course the energy sector.
We now see the full impacts of that privatisation experiment that Jeff Kennett took out of a page of
Margaret Thatcher in England, who was the leader of this privatisation push globally. We have paid
the price for the actions of those opposite year in and year out, and when it comes to the energy sector
it is clear that privatisation has led to terrible consequences for ordinary Victorian families. A terrible
transformation took place, not just of course about the full impacts on local communities but the
broader impacts on power prices, gas prices and the lack of transparency in our markets. The markets
that were created by Jeff Kennett really point to the fact that the only real beneficiaries of that great
experiment—the first to make the experiment in this country was Jeff Kennett—was corporations that
received the benefits, and ordinary Victorians—
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, when we have just had a big discussion about the grievance
debate, and I mean some of it has to be factual, the reality is Joan Kirner started the privatisation of
the power industry in this state.
The SPEAKER: Order! Is there a point of order?
Mr Wells: It started with Mission Energy. She brought in legislation—
The SPEAKER: Order! The Manager of Opposition Business will resume his seat. He knows that
is not a point of order. The minister, to continue.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Thank you very much, Speaker. I just want to remind all Victorians—and it
is important for us to understand the lessons and take the lessons of history—that the reality is that it
is our government on this side of the house, a Labor government, that is trying to restore the balance
back in favour of Victorian families due to the significant adverse consequences of the privatisation

GRIEVANCE DEBATE
Wednesday, 11 September 2019

Legislative Assembly

3267

experiment. Jeff Kennett’s privatisation fiasco started when the State Electricity Commission of
Victoria (SEC) was disaggregated. These are the nice market terms that are applied when you want to
slash and burn and you want to get rid of essential services.
A member: And flog them off.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Absolutely, and sold off piece by piece, opening the floodgates for decades
of energy price rises and poor outcomes for Victorian families, not just families but also businesses.
The State Electricity Commission of Victoria, created in 1921—created by governments for people—
provided cheap, reliable power to our state that was growing for more than 70 years. In fact it was that
government-sponsored and subsidised and owned energy sector that formed the backbone of our
manufacturing industry in this country. No-one can deny that and no-one ought to deny that. Kennett
claimed that the SEC was laden with debt and had to be privatised. This is despite the fact that in its
last year of operation the SEC had paid $995 million in interest, a $191 million dividend to the state
government and had a profit of $207 million. This laid the foundations for the massive feeding frenzy
of massive corporations at the expense of Victorian consumers, whether it is in the generation sector,
whether it is in the ownership of our poles and wires and our transmission networks, and of course
energy retailing.
The consequences were there in the early days of Jeff Kennett’s government. Even in the term of the
Kennett government, as soon as privatisation came, we saw a record number of Victorians
disconnected from their power supply. That record still stands today. In one year alone
64 000 Victorians were disconnected from their power, such was the shock effect on power prices as
a result of privatisation.
So since the time that we came into government at the end of 2010 we recognised that the market was
not delivering what Jeff Kennett said it was going to deliver for Victorians. It was not delivering
cheaper prices, it was not delivering fairer outcomes for Victorians, and in fact what it did do was cost
many thousands of Victorians their jobs—in the Latrobe Valley, for a start—and actually lead to
significant power price increases. So we need to consider that—absolutely. During that time attempts
were made by that government to convince us that we were all going to be better off.
One member of the then government made it very clear at the time that privatising the Latrobe Valley
power stations—selling them off—would secure improvements in competitiveness to give those
employed in the power industry some long-term job security by maintaining a competitive industry in
Victoria upon the establishment of the national grid. Now, that did not happen at all. We know that.
We know that compared to the 1980s when there were 11 000 people employed in the power industry,
and as the privatisation agenda took hold, this number dropped radically to 2600 people by 2001. That
is the reality. The population of bustling towns like Moe and Morwell was reduced by over 4000.
Residents were forced to leave the region and their homes. We know that in 1996, at the height of the
Kennett regime—and that is what it was, it was a slash and burn government that did not want to listen
to anyone, just get on with it and slash and burn—Moe and Morwell had the highest unemployment
rate for men in Victoria: 33 per cent. The quality of jobs that did remain also suffered.
There are many, many other statistics and facts and examples and anecdotes that demonstrate quite
clearly the impacts, the devastating impacts, that that decision by an arrogant government with an
arrogant Premier at the helm led to. The consequences of that—and this is the point of my grievance—
have been felt and continue to be felt by every Victorian, even today. That is why our agenda has been
very clear: it is to interrogate the way the market is operated. We know through the independent
bipartisan review of the energy retail market that the objectives of privatisation were not achieved. It
did not lead to lower power prices. In fact it led to increased disconnections of Victorians and more
hardship.
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We have done a significant amount of work through our energy fairness plan to get fairness back into
this system on the side of Victorians and not on the side of the mates of those opposite, the big
corporations, because ultimately that is all they care about. They pretend to care about Victorians and
claim that there was going to be all these wonderful things happening as a result of selling off assets
that Victorians paid for, assets that the government built, for corporates to actually enjoy and reap the
benefits from.
So what did we see? Since our government has come in we have made some significant changes
through our reforms. The Essential Services Commission has made it very clear in its report of 2017–
18; it confirms why our government’s reforms to the energy market are so important. Victorian
families are sick of being ripped off by big energy companies, the privatised energy companies. That
is why from 1 January this year we introduced a new energy framework for Victorians in hardship. It
is a nation-leading approach to help people stay connected to their power supply and, of course, out of
debt. I do not want to speak too soon, but the early indications from that reform have shown a decrease
in the number of people whose homes have been disconnected and were suffering hardship. What we
are requiring is that those energy retailers will intervene earlier and offer real, tangible support that
will help make a difference for Victorian families who are doing it tough to be able to meet their
commitments in terms of paying power bills. So this is very critical reform. It is about putting power
back into the hands of Victorian families who are working very, very hard to pay off what effectively
is the right to access an essential service.
We are doing more than that because we know that the retail businesses have had it good for a long
time. We have doubled civil penalty notices to $250 000 for retailers who undertake wrongful
disconnections—making it the highest fine in the country. Our government is making sure that
retailers must offer a fair price for power through the Victorian default offer (VDO). The default offer
is a result of the independent bipartisan review that we kicked off a couple of years ago that was really
about testing to see how the privatised retail market in Victoria was actually operating. It found,
unfortunately, that it was not working in the interests of Victorians. Victorians were confused by the
offers in the market. They were being trapped by unfair offers—offers that existed for only a period
of time before prices increased during the terms of contract—and many, many features of a system
that is designed to catch people out and force them into paying higher prices, more than what they
ought to for an essential service.
Right now the Victorian default offer applies. If any Victorian wants the Victorian default offer—
which is not determined by the retailers; the default offer is determined by the independent Essential
Services Commission—the retailer has to provide that to them. It is an important centrepiece of our
fairness plan. We know that the VDO will save 130 000 Victorian families between $310 and $450
on average on their bills each and every year and 30 000 businesses will save between $1380 and
$2050 a year. We hear a lot from those opposite, who bleat about being big supporters of small
business. Well, the proof is in the pudding. Our VDO is helping 30 000 businesses save significant
dollars off their energy bills each and every year if they choose to go to a VDO. That is a significant
amount of money.
These are the repairs that have been essential for us to make as a government—and only a Labor
government would make them—in response to the consequences of a privatised essential service, and
that is the energy system. It is an experiment that has swept the globe. It was harnessed and absolutely
embraced by Jeff Kennett here. Those opposite still bleat on about the benefits of it—
Members interjecting.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: They do. They do that secretly and they do that publicly. We know different.
Ask any Victorian family or even small business and they will tell you that they are thinking twice
about whether there are any benefits out of this system. Our job has been very clear. We went to the
election with this, with a fairness plan that has put power back into the hands of Victorian families.
Not only are we changing the rules to make it better for them and fairer for them, but we are actually
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helping them to go even further in saving dollars off their energy bills, putting a power station on the
roof of 650 000 Victorian homes over the period of 10 years, rolling out those rebates, rolling out nointerest loans for people to be able to get solar panels on their roofs without any upfront costs from
day one. These are reforms that are unheard of in this country and it is our government that is delivering
them, because we know how hard it is for families to work hard enough to be able to make that money
and make the choices and not put people in a situation where they have to make a choice between
paying the power bill for that week or taking their kids out to see a movie that weekend. This is not a
choice that we want families to be forced to make.
We want families to be able to save money on their energy bills, and the best way to do that is to put
power back in their hands by giving them their own power stations on their roofs. This is critical. We
are also reaching out to renters, making it available to them, and we encourage landlords to strike
agreements with their renters to be able to exactly get that same benefit for them.
Our reforms are not stopping there. We have got more that we took to the election and that we will be
rolling out, because at the end of the day Victorians have made their verdict known on the privatisation
experiment, and it is a big fail. It is about time those opposite admitted to that and actually started to
show some empathy and some policies in favour of Victorian families. They are not getting it from
that side. I can guarantee you: every single day our government is working to ensure that we deliver
fairer outcomes for Victorians. That means getting more power back in their hands and getting a fairer
system for them so that they are the ones who can get ahead—not just the big corporations who are
mates of those opposite—and so that ordinary families can get ahead and not have to choose between
putting food on the table or paying that debt to an electricity company at a particular point in time.
BRUNSWICK ELECTORATE PUBLIC AND ACTIVE TRANSPORT
Dr READ (Brunswick) (15:05): Today I will comment on the inadequacy of public and active
transport in Brunswick. Brunswick’s southern border is only 4 kilometres from Melbourne’s CBD, so
it is particularly aggravating that those commuting to and from Brunswick are so poorly served by a
creaking public transport system that often fails to provide frequent and fast service. It is no wonder
that so many choose to walk and ride bikes rather than sit in traffic jams or wait for public transport.
But cars and trucks still dominate Brunswick, making the streets dangerous for walking and riding.
The major transport investment in the district of Brunswick during this term of government is the level
crossing removal project, which is a project intended to speed car and truck traffic travelling east–west
in the north of the electorate. It will contribute just a little to the mobility of people who live in the
electorate.
Brunswick’s trams are chockers. At peak hour you often cannot squeeze onto the Lygon Street trams
south of Glenlyon Road or the 58 tram in Grantham Street. A lot of people in Brunswick rely on trams
to get to work, but increasingly you have got to let a couple of them go past before you can find one
with space to board. The state government needs to buy more trams, particularly the long trams. The
Route 19 tram along Sydney Road, from North Coburg to Flinders Street, is currently one of the
slowest trams travelling in Melbourne, averaging travel speeds between 7 and 15 kilometres an hour.
The trams are often slowed by cars pulling in and out of on-street parking. We look forward to the
replacement of parking with wider footpaths for walkers, safe lanes for riders and the installation of
accessible tram stops. Sixteen per cent of people in west and central Brunswick and 26 per cent of
those in East Brunswick caught the tram to work according to the 2016 census. As apartments continue
to be built, we must improve this service.
Onto trains—Brunswick’s Upfield train line is one of Melbourne’s most sluggish peak-hour services,
running only every 18 minutes. The half billion dollars being spent on sky rail will not make it run any
faster; that will only help the cars. The government claims completion of the Metro Tunnel will
increase frequency by around 70 per cent, which would give us trains every 11 minutes at best at peak
hour. Even five trains an hour would be a great improvement, but there is no guarantee that that
frequency would be achieved as far as Upfield, the last station, which only has a single track at the end
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of the line. The line is set for the largest yearly rise in passengers of all city trains between 2021 and
2031. The people at the north end of the line deserve a real rail service, and that requires duplicating
the last 4 kilometres of the line.
Buses are the cheapest public transport that governments can provide, and they fill a vital role in
helping us move from east to west across Brunswick. Infrequent buses run up Albion Street,
Brunswick Road, Glenlyon Road, Blyth Street and Victoria Street, but the services finish early in the
evening and half of these services do not run on a Sunday. At least some of these services should run
every 10 minutes, giving the people of Brunswick a real alternative to joining the east–west traffic
jams. Buses may not be glamourous, but they get you places. So let us invest in quiet, low-emission
electric buses and make our city more livable.
The 505 bus, effectively the only public transport for the growing number of residents living in
Parkville Gardens, runs just once an hour and twice between 8.00 and 9.00 am and 4.00 and 5.00 pm.
Residents in this area continue to tell me they are frequently left at this bus stop, unable to board due
to overcrowding.
Meanwhile, the safety of those adopting active transport—that is, cyclists and pedestrians—in
Brunswick is shocking. Between 2010 and 2014 there were 316 casualty crashes on Sydney Road of
which 131 involved a pedestrian and 66 involved a cyclist. All six tragic road fatalities in the
Brunswick electorate since 2014 have been either pedestrians or cyclists. I have been overwhelmed
by the Brunswick community’s concerns when it comes to pedestrian safety. There are many trouble
spots where some combination of lower speed limits, improved enforcement or the introduction of
traffic signals would likely make the area safer for walking so that we do not feel forever hemmed in
by cars.
Cars speed through pedestrian crossings in spots such as Brunswick Road at Ewing Street, where
children are walking or riding to school, and Lygon Street at Weston Street, where commuters are
boarding trams. The double bends where Nicholson Street turns into Albion Street see a car leave the
road every month or two, despite lots of extra signs, paint and a lower speed limit. There is a busy
crossing next to the primary school there and kids also cross near the park. Glenlyon Road has some
pedestrian refuges at John Street and Ewing Street, where the ‘Keep left’ signs are regularly flattened,
about once a month, by traffic. Ewing Street has improved with a recent redesign, but John Street
needs work. Lower speed limits along Nicholson Street up to Bell Street would reduce the likelihood
of accidents along this strip, where a car left the road just in the last month.
Safety is not the only problem for people walking around Brunswick. Footpaths are often narrow,
particularly on Sydney Road, and pedestrian lights often take an unreasonably long time to turn green.
Compare this to the new pedestrian lights on Brunswick Road at the top of Canning Street. These
lights change within seconds, effectively giving walkers and riders priority and making it easier to
cross an unpleasant traffic sewer.
The scary thing is that without something being done the situation is only going to get more dangerous.
The Moreland municipality, which includes Brunswick, is expected to grow by 43 000 people—that
is about 25 000 cars—in the next 15 years. While it is possible for Brunswick and surrounding areas
to make space for more people it is hard to imagine how we make space for more cars. We all know
that the only solution is investing in a mix of transport infrastructure that encourages people to walk,
ride or take public transport. The government is making all the right noises. It suggests that it
understands this. If we believe the rhetoric, there is universal agreement from all levels of government
that Melbourne’s current and future needs require the reallocation of space from cars and car parking
to walking, cycling and public transport. I can quote the Melbourne 2030 plan:
Active modes of travel such as walking and cycling have the potential to reduce the growth in all forms of
motorised travel and to improve public health. Melbourne 2030 recognises the importance of providing safe,
attractive and continuous pedestrian and cycling routes and facilities, on and off-road, as an integral part of
new and existing urban development.
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I could quote a number of other plans, such as the Victorian Cycling Strategy and so on, all promoting
public and active transport as the only solution to urban congestion. But year after year there is a huge
gap between the rhetoric of what the government and experts are saying is required and the actual
dollars in real investment in transport infrastructure that promotes active transport, which is still
beholden to the private vehicle.
Melbourne will soon become the largest city in Australia—truly a major city of the world, if it is not
already. We have a choice, and at this stage we are still choosing the car. As more people move into
Brunswick, more of us are riding bikes to get past the traffic and get to school, work, the shops or
wherever we need to go. Brunswick has no separated bike lanes at all, but more people ride to work
from the suburb of Brunswick than from anywhere in Australia. It is time the state stood up for people
who use bikes to get around.
Over five years ago this government promised 19 cycling corridors would be built. We are still waiting
for the first one. They promised new pedestrian and cycling paths but then delivered toll road after toll
road. They promised London and Copenhagen but instead delivered us Los Angeles. Los Angeles has
dozens of freeways but is regularly ranked as having the worst traffic in the world. But toll roads still
receive the bulk of transport project funding. The North East Link has been described as the most
expensive road on the planet, coming in at almost $1 billion a kilometre. This is despite the fact that
these motorways have not previously worked in Victoria or, for that matter, worked anywhere else in
the world as a long-term solution to congestion. Surely when even the peak motoring body, the RACV,
starts advocating for active transport and cycling projects it might be a hint that we need to move
beyond the flat-earth notion that new freeways will reduce congestion. While all this goes on, peakhour trains have continued to run reliably every 3 minutes across Tokyo and have done for decades,
but the people in the inner north have to wait 18 minutes between peak-hour services.
I should also briefly point out the pollution. It is often overlooked that transport is the nation’s secondlargest source of greenhouse gas pollution after electricity. Since 1990 transport-related greenhouse
gas pollution levels have increased by 63 per cent, a higher rate than in any other sector.
Inactivity is a growing health problem among people of all ages in Australia, and driving to work is a
key factor restricting the daily exercise of adults. A recent Melbourne University study found that
25 per cent of residents on Melbourne’s fringe now spend more than 2 hours a day in their car. This is
not only inefficient, it is dangerous, because the same research also found a correlation between heart
disease and car use for the journey to work. So one of the things we can do to reduce the prevalence
of obesity and diabetes in our society is to encourage more public and active transport. People who
have to run for the tram are healthier than people who just have to slip in behind the steering wheel.
In my time as the member for Brunswick I have heard where the people of Brunswick would like to
live. They would like to live in a Brunswick where we can turn up and go, whether we are taking the
train, tram or bus—a Brunswick that is completely accessible, where priority is given to those on foot
or bikes and where cars give way to more vulnerable road users. They want safe, clean and active
transport like what is described in the glossy government strategies but seldom seen in reality on the
streets.
So let us get more services on the 505 buses and SmartBus routes on the east-to-west bus routes. Let
us get improvements at dangerous intersections for cyclists and pedestrians. Let us get purpose-built
separated bike lanes, disability-accessible public transport, better enforcement of speed limits and
traffic signals, increased crossing time and decreased waiting time at pedestrian crossings, and wider,
greener pavements to move pedestrians and improve livability. Let us remove car parks on arterial
roads to improve safety and traffic movement, and let us duplicate the last bit of the Upfield line to
allow for 10-minute train services during peak periods.
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I ask the government to work with me and the people of Brunswick to achieve this, but we do need to
see the investments. The Victorian Public Health and Wellbeing Plan 2019–2023 defines a vision of
livability from Lowe et al as:
A liveable place has been defined as a place that is safe, attractive, socially cohesive/inclusive and
environmentally sustainable, with affordable and diverse housing linked to employment, education, public
open space, local shops, health and community services, and leisure and cultural opportunities via convenient
public transport, walking and cycling infrastructure.

Strangely, there is no mention of toll roads. We cannot keep hoping that this livable place will
magically build itself on words alone.
KENNETT GOVERNMENT LEGACY
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (15:18): Today I stand to grieve for the generations of Victorians
impacted by the Kennett government’s education policy. The legacy of the Kennett Liberal government
is cuts to our schools and our services and privatisation of public assets. Under Kennett it was cuts,
closures and big corporations. There were over 350 school closures. Schools were sold with no
afterthought and with no consideration for the future needs of the state. The ripple effect is still being
felt today. That is Liberal-National governments for you. They cut and they close. It is in their DNA.
But Victorians have long memories. They know what the Liberals do. That is why since the Kennett
era Victorians have consistently voted for investment in our schools and in our teachers and for a wellresourced and supported education system. They have rejected the ideas of the Kennett government.
Former Liberal Premier Ted Baillieu worked this out. He was pretty smooth, our Ted. He was very
keen to get elected, so he made that very famous promise that Victorian teachers would be the bestpaid teachers. The community was so thrilled about that. People said, ‘This is really good news’. They
then said, ‘We might give this Liberal government a go. We might actually give them a go because
they get education. They have learnt their lesson from the Kennett years. They have learnt that the
community doesn’t want cuts. They have learnt that the community doesn’t want 8000 teachers
sacked. They have learnt that’. But he lied. Sadly, he lied. The reality of that lie is that in 2014 the
people of Victoria said the Liberals cannot be trusted when it comes to education.
Mr Battin: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I call your attention to the unparliamentary
language being used in the member’s debate where she used the word ‘lie’, which we know has been
definitely ruled out from being used in this Parliament. I ask you to correct the record and also guide
the member on what words she can use.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I cannot correct the record, but I will ask the member for Wendouree
to adhere to the rules on parliamentary language.
Ms ADDISON: The former Premier, Ted Baillieu, misled the people of Victoria. He did not follow
through on his election commitment. He did not deliver for the teachers of Victoria.
I am proud to be part of a government that is building the Education State. As a former teacher, I am
proud. We have committed to delivering billions and billions of dollars in additional funding for our
schools over the next 10 years. We will build 100 new schools and open them—100 new schools!—
and we will upgrade 1400 schools, which is really, really great. It is such an important investment after
our education system was devastated by the Kennett government between 1992 and 1997.
I will take you back to 1992, to the night of the Victorian state election. I clearly remember going to
vote with my mum. We walked to Alfredton Primary School to vote. I was in year 12. It was my first
time voting and I had just turned 18. On that day I had no idea that the outcome of that election would
have such serious consequences for so many Victorian students, teachers and communities. Watching
the TV that night, the result was clear. The Kennett-led Liberal-National coalition was elected to
govern Victoria with an overwhelming majority, and this would have a catastrophic impact on the
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state education system. The cuts to education made by the Kennett Liberal government continue to
impact Victorians today, and this is what I grieve for—
Members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members will not speak across the table. I am having trouble
hearing the member for Wendouree.
Ms ADDISON: Thank you, Deputy Speaker. When Jeff Kennett won the election with a landslide
victory more than 25 years ago now Victoria had 1541 primary schools. The Kennett government then
went on to close 354 state schools in the 1990s. When people speak of the legacy of the Kennett
Liberal government, some point to Jeff’s Shed, some point to CityLink, some point to the Bolte Bridge
and Crown Casino. But these are not projects that I think of when I think about Kennett’s term of
power and the Kennett years; I think about Victorian workers, I think about Victorian hospitals, I think
about Victorian schools that were well and truly Jeffed. I grieve for the real legacy of seven long years
of a Kennett government and the impact that had on Victoria. Eight thousand teachers lost their jobs,
800 police were cut—
Ms Britnell interjected.
Ms ADDISON: And 3500 nurses were cut, member for South-West Coast, many of them in
Ballarat. The Kennett government privatised essential public services—our public transport,
electricity, gas and water distribution and even the TAB. They privatised that as well. On being elected,
Mr Kennett imposed savage budget cuts that saw more than 350 schools shut, sites sold and the loss
of 8000 teachers’ jobs. There were also huge reductions in teachers support services at our schools,
which had a terrible impact on our schools. So with a lack of vision, a lack of strategy, a lack of longterm planning for the population of Victoria over decades to come, government schools were sold
because they were easy targets, particularly in the older and inner suburbs. Looking to cut the budget
and eyeing off the easy money they could make by school land sales, cuts to education and selling off
our state schools was low-hanging fruit for the Kennett government. It was ideologically and
economically solid Liberal politics.
I would like to draw your attention to one such school that was sold off and closed, Ardoch-Windsor,
which was described as an educational rarity in Victoria. It was a school that reached out to
disadvantaged kids, to troubled kids, to homeless kids, to difficult kids. It was closed by Jeff Kennett.
It was a school that was keeping disengaged and vulnerable kids in the education system, keeping
them safe and keeping them supported, giving them hope for a future when life’s odds were against
them. The success of schools like Ardoch-Windsor cannot be measured in conventional terms. They
would never rate highly on a league ladder of academic achievement, but their success in transforming
student lives was not measured. The economics of funding this school did not stack up and the school
was closed. The opposition leader at the time, Mr Brumby, said that further school closures were
inevitable in light of the Kennett government’s plans to cut almost $500 million from the education
budget between 1992 and 1996. What would this mean? It would mean larger class sizes, lower quality
education and a higher dropout rate in the wake of the ongoing cuts to education.
But it was not just Melbourne schools that were hit; rural areas were hit so hard with the Kennett
wrecking ball that 12 per cent of all country primary schools closed by the end of 1993—12 per cent!
In the Ballarat region we experienced closures of Eureka Primary School, Golden Point Primary
School, Millbrook Primary School and Richards Street Primary School. In close-by Clarendon,
Clarendon Primary School was closed in 1993 and Elaine Primary School, halfway to Geelong, was
also closed. I note with interest that in my neighbouring electorate of Ripon, where the current Shadow
Treasurer is—
Ms Britnell interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for South-West Coast, I have asked you to stop
yelling across the chamber.
Ms ADDISON: As I was saying, I note with interest—
Mr Battin: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, in relation to your ruling on the member for
South-West Coast, she was having a conversation with someone. I am sure there were two people
yelling across the chamber. I know that we have already got issues, but you must warn—
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have warned members—
Mr Battin: You must warn both—
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Gembrook. I have warned members from
both sides of the house to cease talking across the chamber.
Ms ADDISON: I should note that a number of those schools were then merged into Canadian Lead
Primary School. I am sure the member for South-West Coast will be interested in that—that six
schools were closed in Lowan. These closures must have been terrible for their communities, where
the school is often the heart of the community. But I am proud to say that the regional people of
Victoria, who Kennett ignored, who Kennett showed contempt for, were the very ones who
contributed to him losing his job, because they said ‘Enough’s enough’ in 1999—‘Enough’s enough
with your cuts, with your closing of our schools and with your attacks on our communities’.
I am conscious of the time, and I would like the member for Sydenham to have a good opportunity to
contribute as well. I just want to finish by saying that one thing I am pleased about is that Jeff Kennett,
despite all his bravado, admitted in an article in 2012 when he was reflecting on his legacy that in his
fervour to effect change he failed to fully grasp the social implications of his policies. I am happy to
say that the people of Victoria did not fail to grasp the social implications. We know what the social
implications of seven years of Jeff Kennett were. We know the impact they had on education. So I am
going to finish up just by saying that my grievance today was for the scars left by the Kennett
government on our education system and to remind everyone that the Liberals and The Nationals have
form when it comes to closing schools and cutting funding to the education system. I have no doubt
that they will do it again.
RURAL AND REGIONAL ROADS
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (15:29): Today I rise to grieve for the people of rural Victoria.
I am grieving because the roads are broken; many of them are actually stuffed. For five years the
people of regional Victoria have been begging the Andrews Labor government to listen and start
investing properly in our roads. We have bridges that cannot be used. We have roads where the
shoulders are crumbling. We have trucks using roads that were built 50 years ago, and although they
are being accessed today they have not had work done on them other than remedial work that cannot
hold up. This is holding back our state—holding back the whole of Victoria.
I am grieving because we have a Premier who thinks he is the Premier for Melbourne, who has
forgotten where the country is, who has visited China more times than he has visited regional Victoria.
If he came for a drive, as many of my truck drivers offer him to do, on the roads to south-west
Victoria—
Mr Pearson: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I think the member is mistaken. She just
indicated that the Premier has visited China more times than regional Victoria. I do not think that
would be accurate. I would ask that the member amend the public record.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order.
Mr Foley: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, but it is true.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order.
Ms BRITNELL: It is true?
Mr Foley: I was talking about the member for Essendon’s point. It is true. The member for SouthWest Coast tells untruths.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Minister!
Members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, I will not tolerate frivolous points of order.
Ms BRITNELL: Thank you, Minister, for correcting the record and acknowledging that I was
telling the truth. I appreciate your support.
Mr Foley: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, the honourable member wilfully misrepresents my
position, and I would ask her to withdraw.
Ms BRITNELL: I withdraw.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member South-West Coast to continue.
Ms BRITNELL: But I will go on to say that it was recorded in the Weekly Times just recently that
the Premier has not visited the regions in the last short while very much at all, and their point is what
I am saying: the Premier has forgotten regional Victoria. He should come out and take a drive on
Princes Highway west from Warrnambool to Port Fairy, on the road from Heywood to Woolsthorpe,
or along any roads in the regions. I obviously know my roads fairly well, but I have been visiting roads
all across regional Victoria and I am hearing the same story. I am particularly hearing this story from
our councils, who are desperately wanting some sort of investment. They are working hard to get their
local roads up to a standard, and they are asking the question: ‘Why aren’t Victorian roads up to that
same standard?’. I just met with a councillor recently who brought that up again, and I hear that
everywhere. They tell me that they really appreciated our country roads and bridges program so they
could use the money for their local roads. They are struggling, and they are wondering why the
standards they have to adhere to are not the standards for VicRoads.
In this debate we have heard so much about the history of the state 25 years ago, and I ask myself:
why is it that the Labor government is forgetting? Why are Labor members who are contributing to
the grievances debate today forgetting one thing? For the last 16 of 20 years we have had a Labor
government. During that time our roads have been failing year in, year out. For the last five years they
have gotten really, really bad. A girlfriend of mine who travels back and forth from Warrnambool
every second week for her work in Melbourne said it has become even worse in the last two years. It
gets to a point where they crumble and it is just beyond comprehension how we are going to manage
to fix these roads.
But at the end of the day what we have got is an Auditor-General’s report which gives us the road
map. He said quite clearly that the Labor government have no strategy. They have not got a strategy.
They are not assessing the situation of the roads properly. Within the department that the Minister for
Roads has responsibility for, she is not setting out how the department can actually assess the situation
properly, so it is up to self-assessment. I do not know about anyone in this room, but when I was at
school you did not mark your own exams, and I reckon if you did, there is a high chance you might
have got 100 per cent. So my point is: why would you let self-assessment be the way to make sure
things are done well? And we are seeing that they are not. Clearly there are not enough resources going
into it, which leaves the contractors in an absolute difficult position to begin with. But if you are doing
your own assessment of what your work is, clearly as a human nature thing there is a big possibility
that you are going to cut corners—so no strategy, self-assessment and no accountability as well.
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If you do a job, you need to be held to account. That is how basic work practices work. But no, the
minister has let that loose and we do not see any accountability. You can build something and if it falls
apart within three months, so what? If it falls apart in six months, so what? If I was investing in anything
and it fell apart, even consumer law would protect me from that. So why is it not the same approach in
the department? The minister in the other place does need to have a look at that report. It is nearly two
years old. It is time to actually implement some of the recommendations. Asset management 101 is
what they are calling for here. It is time for the minister to figure out that there are two things going
wrong here: firstly, not enough resources, and, secondly, do the job well and do it once.
These roads are causing our state to actually lose money, and it is businesses that are really suffering.
I have got a business in South-West Coast that quarries bluestone. The bluestone pitchers went down
to the Acland Street renovation in St Kilda. The trucks—
A member interjected.
Ms BRITNELL: They did actually. That is bluestone pitcher from the Bamstone quarry. But the
really interesting part was when they took the pavements down they would actually have quite a
number of broken pitchers. That tells me that if you can crack bluestone that is being transported to
Melbourne in a truck, it must be a shocking road that you are travelling on. That is backed up by what
I get told as well by many of the trucking companies. They tell me their undercarriages are only lasting
about a third of the time that they once did. Things like kingpins are snapping. It is incredibly
dangerous that these roads are causing steel components on these trucks to crack. I visited an
engineering firm last week and saw a truck with damage and severe cracks as a result of driving on
these roads. So it is not just tyres; it is not just suspension. It is things like kingpins, which are really
important to make sure that the trucks stay together and safe on the road.
I am told by some trucking companies that their costs have increased by 40 per cent for repairs and
maintenance. You would think that the tyre businesses would be saying, ‘Great. The roads are bad,
and I’m making more money because I’ve got cars coming in all the time with more repairs’. But the
tyre businesses are actually telling me the roads are terrible.
Now, the federal government and our local member, Dan Tehan, understand the importance of our
roads for productivity, making sure people get home safely, and connectivity to the centre of the state
and to the rest of the state. They are incredibly important to our state. The federal government and
Mr Tehan have given $60 million to fix the road from Warrnambool to Port Fairy. He has also given
$80 million under the roads of strategic importance initiative. But where is the state’s contribution?
This is money from the federal government for state roads because the Premier is not taking
responsibility for our state roads. So I put out a petition. I have been sitting for almost three months
now, I think, out on street corners and at bakeries in Heywood, Portland, Port Fairy, Woolsthorpe and
Warrnambool for people to sign this petition. And it is amazing. When I ask people to sign they say,
‘How many times can I sign? Where do I sign?’. Normally when you stand on the street asking someone
to take a pamphlet or do something, they do not want to talk to you. Well, people just cannot be quick
enough to get their signature on. But what is fascinating is the business people that are coming into my
office saying, ‘Can I have one of those petitions?’. The tyre businesses have been more than happy to
sign them because they are just amazed at how much damage the roads are doing to the cars. I think
that is fairly telling.
We have a Labor government that has been bellyaching about Jeff Kennett, but for 16 of the last
20 years it has done nothing in south-west or regional Victoria. Our roads are telling the community
that, and the community are pretty angry. What did we see in the last budget? We again saw a decrease
in money allocated to our roads. We certainly see money repackaged and re-announced, but the actual
money has been going down and down. If you do not believe me, Labor, try and tell country Victorian
people that you have put more money in; just try and tell them that you are investing more in roads.
The evidence is what they drive on every day. It is not being well used and it is not being invested
properly. There is not enough, and it is not being well used.
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Then we saw the Andrews Labor government rip $2.9 billion out of the Transport Accident
Commission budget at a time when the road toll is at its highest for 12 years and when we have country
Victorians over-represented in the number of people dying on our country roads. Not only did the
government take $2.9 billion out of the TAC budget, it also reduced by $400 000 the allocation for
blood alcohol testing. Really? We know that people are dying. Yes, there is distraction, there is alcohol
and there is the lack of seatbelts, but there are also poor roads. If you lose control 100 metres down the
road after hitting a whopping great pothole, it is pretty hard to know exactly what caused that accident.
There are lots of reasons for the road toll, but I think roads certainly have a part to play in that.
What is also challenging is the increase in drug use on our roads. What have we seen from this
government? Nothing. An emergency summit was called back in May to meet with all the
stakeholders, who the government already has, and should have, the ability to speak with every week.
All the players who were brought together for that summit that day—VicRoads, the TAC and
VicPol—are the people who the government should be speaking to and have the imprimatur to speak
to; they are within the departments.
What was that? What has actually happened out of that so far? Nothing. And what have we seen also?
Magistrates up my way in Warrnambool are calling for the government to actually give them the tools
to be able to strengthen the penalties given to drug drivers, begging the government to act. What did
we see? Daniel Andrews announced yesterday, ‘Um, might do a review’. That is nothing. That is just
so poor.
What else is coming out of that summit? I think the government is thinking the way to fix the road toll
is to lower speed limits; they are talking about 80 kilometres per hour on C-class roads. I have no
problem with country roads that are gravel and difficult to navigate being at 80—I probably would not
go 100 kilometres per hour on many of them unless they were very well maintained—but on some of
these C-class roads there is no way we need the speed reduced from 100 kilometres per hour to 80.
What the government is doing is lazy, lazy, lazy policy. Rather than fix the roads, it says ‘Let’s slow
Victoria down’. I remember saying in here one time that you have got to understand productivity if you
are running a business, and Victoria is a business that we need to run efficiently. I remember the member
for Essendon saying, ‘She doesn’t understand, because you don’t make money out of roads; roads aren’t
a business’. Tell that to the business owners who are running their trucks back and forth, trying to get
to the port or to export. And how do the farmers fare? I will tell you how they fare. If you are exporting
goods out of the port and trying to compete internationally, you are very compromised because the cost
of that increase in repairs and maintenance to trucks gets passed straight back to the exporters.
What does Victoria do very well? It produces food really well. We export 60 per cent more than we
consume, because we cannot eat, clothe ourselves in and shelter under all the products we produce,
which is a wonderful thing to celebrate. It is not going to be celebrated if we are compromised and we
are not internationally competitive.
We have lazy policy by this government, which has been in power for 16 of the last 20 years. The
government are going on and on about what Jeff Kennett did badly, yet what are they doing? Talking
about 25 years ago. Let us focus on the last five years. The roads are crumbling, the people of Victoria
are being put at risk, and the state is actually suffering because we cannot compete when we have got
roads that will not connect us and will not give us access to the port, which compromises the vehicles
and the people trying to do their jobs.
As many of my truck-driving friends have said to me, if workplace laws applied to roads, it would be
a WorkCover issue. So, Daniel Andrews, fix our roads.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I remind members to refer to other members by their correct titles.
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KENNETT GOVERNMENT LEGACY
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (15:44): I rise to grieve for working Victorians and injured workers
that were about during the Kennett era of government. We know that it has been 20 years since the
Kennett regime came to an end, and the excesses, the lack of social awareness and the lack of fairness
that the Kennett government inflicted on Victoria still has outcomes and impacts on Victorians today.
But thanks to the subsequent action of Labor governments, we have seen much of that harm turned
around—a reinvestment in our community, a reinvestment in fairness. Looking back after 20 years,
there is no doubt that the coalition government that Premier Jeff Kennett led until 1999 had a lasting,
disastrous effect on our state. I want to go through some of those issues, but in particular today I want
to focus on the effect that had on workers and in particular injured workers.
Previous speakers from this side of the house have spoken about the disastrous effects on education,
including the closure of 354 schools. Certainly in my electorate of Sydenham, which was known as
Keilor back then, I saw the closure of Sydenham Primary School, and we saw massive cuts to all of
our secondary schools and welfare cuts to Taylors Lakes Secondary College back in 1993. We know
that Premier Kennett at the time sold out our kids’ futures to line the pockets of his conservative mates
when it came to selling off property.
He was responsible for privatising essential services, which we have heard a lot about today, such as
public transport, electricity, gas and water and even the state-owned gambling group, the TAB. That
again has seen flow-on after flow-on. Kennett promised that his privatisation would lead to
competition that would benefit Victoria, but he could not have been more wrong. The billions of
dollars raised were not reinvested into education, health or essential services that Victorians needed.
That was the signature style. It was a bulldozing, break-or-bust government driven by a man who
never incorporated a sense of fairness in any of his decisions.
He shovelled sand in the faces of hapless journalists at a media conference. He railed at and regularly
criticised the ABC. Premier Kennett’s legacy has left many scars, and none more than on the jobs that
were cut. Some 45 000 jobs were cut from the state’s bureaucracy. Hospital funding was slashed,
schools were closed and thousands of nurses and teachers jobs were cut. A range of entitlements were
stripped from the state-based industrial award system—not to forget the cancellation of out-of-pay
deductions for public servants who chose to be members of unions.
Mr Kennett later conceded his strategy was to hit the labour movement with so many issues
simultaneously that it would leave them fragmented and struggling to coalesce on any single issue. He
proudly said that. But he misunderstood the strength and the resilience of working people, and he
certainly underestimated the Victorian union movement at the time. I want to pay tribute to those that
stood up to Kennett across those years and put themselves out on the line: the former secretary of
Trades Hall, Mr Halfpenny; and also my former boss at the time when I worked at Trades Hall, Leigh
Hubbard. At the time I was the assistant secretary at Trades Hall, all of 25 years of age at the time.
Mr Foley interjected.
Ms HUTCHINS: Twelve years old, yes. Thank you, Minister, but no, 25. And I helped rally
against those changes that were proposed around the Employee Relations Act 1992, which really
stripped away so many rights and conditions of workers in the public service, including the fact that
those changes would mean if you wanted a promotion, if you got given a promotion in the public
sector, you had to take it on condition that it was a contract, and it was a contract that could be
terminated at any point of your employment. It also became illegal, once those changes went through,
to expose to any co-worker that you sat next to in your workplace what you earned. He was also
extremely dismissive as a Premier of the role of the Victorian public service and in fact said that he
could run this state with five public servants and his two dogs.
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Victorians will never forget Kennett’s attacks on unions and workers’ rights. The industrial relations
changes by the Kennett government were intended to hurt workers. As Parliamentary Secretary for
Workplace Safety, I am very proud that this government has committed to making workplace safety
an absolute priority, particularly through our policies on workplace manslaughter and making that a
criminal offence. The policy that we took to the last election will see fines of almost $6 million for
individuals who are found to have caused neglect in their workplace that has led to workplace death,
and they will face up to 20 years in jail. The proposed new criminal offence of workplace manslaughter
will send a strong message across this state that putting people’s lives at risk in the workplace will not
be tolerated. In contrast to this, the Kennett government made it incredibly more difficult for workers
to seek compensation when they were neglected in the workplace by their employer and by the
employer’s obligations to occupational workplace health and safety. He abolished the Accident
Compensation Tribunal and sacked its 12 judges. He brutally reduced the benefits of injured workers,
removed the rights of injured workers to sue negligent employers and waged war on our unions.
Premier Kennett was also a man of great hypocrisy. By introducing the Accident Compensation
(Miscellaneous Amendment) Bill 1997 he scrapped the ability of employees who were actually
physically and mentally injured at work to be able to pursue a case under common law against their
employer. Employees who lost an arm or a leg or who had become paraplegics or quadriplegics lost
their right to sue, but at the same time Premier Kennett kept his right to sue Victorians who did not
agree with him. That is right: he retained his right to sue under common law for defamation whenever
he believed that someone had hurt his feelings, but unfortunately during those years affected workers
were not able to make claims. This legislation reduced the number of workers who could receive
compensation and made a significant number of workers ineligible for common-law claims.
The impacts were devastating. Transport workers were significantly affected, and workers had to wait
without pay until cases were settled through conciliation. Rehabilitation services were forced to close
down. Over 5000 workers were removed from having access to rehabilitation services, and around
16 000 workers were excluded from the system altogether. Little to no effort was made to find
employment for workers who were unable to return to their previous workplace because of a
workplace accident. Premier Kennett cut the amount of workplace safety inspectors. The number of
prosecutions against negligent employers fell sharply, and despite a real spike in workplace serious
injuries the needs of those who had been injured and families whose loved ones had been killed in the
workplace had their needs totally neglected through the failed occupational health and safety laws here
in Victoria during that time.
The Kennett government showed a total disregard for the rights of workers and their families. They
were responsible for putting the WorkCover system into deep crisis, which risked the livelihoods of
thousands of workers. Of course this was symptomatic of his arrogance. His administration
disregarded important democratic precepts of openness and transparency, and the way his ministers
were silenced before the 1999 election is something many of us who were around at the time will not
forget. His inability to accept that this state belongs to the people and not to political parties spelt his
inevitable end.
Mr Kennett now admits that in his fervour to effect change he failed to fully grasp the social
implications. I think that that is a major understatement. His ministry was notoriously secret and
contemptuous when they were challenged by the media or the public. He pompously ignored regional
Victoria, and ultimately that was why he lost his job. Today he is the gift that keeps on giving for those
opposite—the Liberal Party. There have been numerous things that he has said since leaving politics
that have had both a diabolical effect on some members of our community, particularly minority
groups, and also effects on those opposite through his little sly comments. He openly criticised former
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull, describing him as a failure as a Prime Minister. He earlier this year
openly criticised the appearance of one the members opposite—in fact a frontbencher—comparing
him to a frog.
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Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I understand the grievance debate is
wideranging and we are talking about 25 years of history, but I think Mr Kennett’s current situation is
completely irrelevant to the debate. I ask you to bring the member back to the grievance.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order.
Ms HUTCHINS: In 2008 former Premier Kennett linked a member of the LGBTI community to
paedophilia purely because of his sexuality. In 2011 he said that there is no substitute for having
parents of both genders:
Happy heterosexual marriages are the best environment for the mental health of children …

I could go on and on, but I am not going to because the reality is that despite all of these comments we
cannot overlook the fact that the years of the Kennett government created disastrous consequences for
many Victorians. We are still rebuilding the WorkCover system and the rights of workers after the
crisis that he created.
In my time as assistant secretary of the Victorian Trades Hall Council here in Melbourne I did have
the opportunity to meet with the former Premier on many occasions. On one occasion in particular the
Premier had a desire to have an anniversary cake in the Burnley Tunnel to celebrate X amount of years
of being Premier. But at the time there had been a very serious workplace accident in the Burnley
Tunnel, and in fact members of the union that had been working on the tunnel had taken industrial
action. The Premier was at the time desperate to get this issue sorted so that he could have his cake
and eat it too and also have some nice photos taken for media. He summoned some of the
representatives from Trades Hall from the various unions to 1 Treasury Place. I led that delegation
going in, and it became obvious after about 10 hours of negotiation that he was not going to budge on
his occupational health and safety laws, which was really at the crux of this issue. He left the
negotiations and came back in about five times. He left that evening after we had been there for about
8 hours. He came back in—he had clearly been out for dinner and clearly had a few drinks—and said,
‘Right. Where are we up to?’, and of course we said, ‘Well, we’re not getting anywhere with the
cooperation of your staff’. He leaned back in his chair and actually popped two buttons off his shirt as
he did it, and I then had to point out to the Premier of the day that in fact his bellybutton was on display
in front of the entire leadership of the trade union movement on the other side of the table. It was at
that point—that very point—that we were able to make a breakthrough and make some changes to be
able to resume and resolve that dispute moving forward.
But of course we were unable to stop the legislation in the long term, and that is the real effect that has
been left on so many families who are possibly not even in the workforce today but are still victims of
that time. They may have lost loved ones in workplace accidents. They may still be nursing loved ones
who have long-term injuries from those times. I am glad to say that I am part of a government that
takes workplace safety seriously, unlike during the Kennett years.
Question agreed to.
Bills
MARINE AND FISHERIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:59): I am delighted to make a contribution. Another day, another
bill and another raft of reasoned amendments. I would be curious to actually consult the parliamentary
library to work out whether there have been so many reasoned amendments moved in this place before,
because I think we are now up to four reasoned amendments for three bills and I am not quite sure
when the last time was that this place would have seen so many reasoned amendments moved. As I
indicated yesterday it would seem that the National Party have learned a bit about procedure over the
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winter recess and have learned about this thing called a reasoned amendment. Now they are embracing
reasoned amendments as a mechanism with sheer joy, because again we have got the member for
Gippsland East this time moving a reasoned amendment.
I could say that when you move a reasoned amendment you are effectively saying to the government
of the day, ‘Go back to the drawing board and do some further work on this bill before you bring it
back’. I think reflecting on that particular mechanism, and the background to that mechanism, I think
it speaks volumes about the way in which those opposite governed this state, because they spent four
years where they did nothing, where they did not deliver a single project and where they did not really
start a major project—well, they did not start any major projects. They achieved nothing for four years.
When you have got a party that behaved in that way it is hardly surprising that they are continuing
those work practices in opposition: why do work today when you can just push it off down the road
and worry about it at some other point in time?
But, look, they are not alone, because clearly the member for Prahran has also discovered the reasoned
amendment. Having watched the member for Prahran I think it is fair to say that he is never happier
than when he is sitting at the feet of the Liberal Party or the National Party and following their
instructions. I seem to recall in the 58th Parliament that he was at his happiest when he sat at the feet of
the former member for Box Hill, the Honourable Robert Clark, as Robert schooled him on procedure
and as Robert schooled him on the tactics to undermine, to weaken, to damage and to attack the mandate
of the most progressive Labor government this state has ever seen. That was when he was in his happiest
environment—doing the bidding for the Tories. Because that is all he is; he is nothing more than a clerk
who has been sent on behalf of another Clark to do the bidding of conservative politics.
So yet again we see him coming in here moving a reasoned amendment to a progressive piece of
legislation, trying to sidle up and cosy up to the coalition to assist them in their bid to ensure that
conservative politics can continue to be advanced, aided and abetted by the Greens political party. And
what a curious reasoned amendment it is. He is asking that we produce scientific evidence to ensure
that recreational fishing is environmentally sustainable in the Gippsland Lakes. I mean, really? I mean,
fair dinkum! We have got a bill before the house that is taking out commercial fisher men and women
and commercial fishing operations out of the Gippsland Lakes and we are allowing recreational
fisherpeople to go into those lakes and fish, and this bloke is questioning whether that is
environmentally sustainable. I mean, fair dinkum!
Where do the Greens find these people? I mean, honestly, I have been around a long time, I have been
in and out of politics for a long time, and I have never come across this species of people. I just cannot
understand them. You know what they are? They are the 21st-century equivalent of wowsers. They
are just a bunch of wowsers. Anything that has a got a vague level of fun or excitement they are
opposed to. I mean, it is just hopeless. They come in here again and again and again and they are
constantly trying to sledge the Labor government and they are constantly trying to undermine the
Labor government. They are not interested in having some sort of broad progressive coalition—I
mean, why do that? Their mission is not to work with us, their mission is to destroy us.
Now, I loathe and despise the Liberal Party, but the one thing I will give the Liberal Party is that they
are here to try and defeat us. Right? I get that. If I was on their side, I would be doing exactly the same
thing. The Liberal Party, though, do not come here to try to destroy us. That is what the Greens political
party want to do; they want to destroy the Labor Party and they want to destroy the labour movement.
And time and time and time again you see them coming in here and cosying up to the Tories, trying
to do their bidding and trying to undermine the most progressive administration this state has ever
seen, and it is on display on a regular basis. It sickens me that yet again they come in here and are
trying to undermine us. It is not a question of whether they turn around and say, ‘You know what?
Broadly we reckon you’ve got it right, but we wouldn’t mind if you sort of play around the edges a bit
and give us a bit of a chop out’. Well, you would turn around and say, ‘That’s fair enough. On any
given day, that’s fair enough. We are in this broad progressive coalition delivering progressive
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administration to the great people of Victoria’. You would say, ‘That sounds very commendable’. But
no, no—it is constant behaviour.
It is a pattern of behaviour of the Greens political party—trying to undermine, denigrate, damage and
destroy this party—because at the end of the day they loathe the labour movement and they loathe
working people and they loathe the pursuits of working people. They do not like people having a drink
and they do not like people having a punt and they do not like people going fishing or going shooting.
They just cannot help themselves. You could do any of those things, and it is just like, ‘You are a
sinner. You are a terrible human being. We are going to sit in the cheap seats and we will lecture to
you. We’ll just try and undermine you at every step of the way that you’re not good enough’.
Well, I have got a message for the Greens: we are not going to be lectured by them—these
commentators on the sidelines in the cheap seats trying to undermine and denigrate this wonderful
Labor Party and this great labour movement. We believe in parliamentary democracy. That is what all
of us on this side of the house signed up for. It is a great joy to be able to be chosen by your peers to
represent the labour movement in this place in order to grasp political power to amend and change the
statute books to deliver progressive policies in action. That is what we signed up for. I know those
opposite, the Liberal Party and the National Party, think in a similar way in the sense that they want
political power for their ends. But these people, the Greens—all they want to do is just destroy us.
They just want to destroy us.
Look at this ridiculous reasoned amendment by this guy—I mean, fair dinkum: ‘Recreational fishing,
we’ve got to make sure it’s environmentally sustainable’. Well, we are taking out commercial fishing
from the lakes. We are allowing ordinary punters to launch a tinnie and go out there and have a fish
on a Friday night or on the weekend and come home and have a nice time of it, and these guys are
trying to stop us. You just cannot take them seriously. And the other point to make is: where are they?
They are never here. They never do any work. They are not to be seen. They are just hopeless. They
swan in here briefly for prayers in the morning—reluctantly now—they are here for question time and
then they go. I mean, they have probably clocked off for the day. You want to talk about a bunch of
people that are working so-called gentlemen’s hours—these guys are just hopeless. When they come
into this place they move this pathetic reasoned amendment and then they go scurrying off to their
offices. They have probably just gone home for the day. You cannot take them seriously. These people
are to be condemned. They want to destroy us. Well, I condemn them, because at every step of the
way they have sought to undermine and denigrate the labour movement. You never see them happier
than when they are fulfilling an order from the Tories. That is what they are: they are just nothing more
than the personal valet of conservative politics in this state. They are to be condemned.
I am absolutely pleased and delighted that we have the opportunity to bring forward legislation like
this. I am delighted that we are able to belong to a movement that has resulted in us occupying the
Treasury bench, because that is what our people sent us to do. We are here to deliver and implement
progressive policies, and we will not be sidelined, we will not be sidetracked and we will not be
distracted by these pathetic stunts from a pathetic party that is to be condemned.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (16:09): It is a pleasure to follow the member for Essendon. Are we
actually on the fisheries bill? Are we? Is that where we are? It is the Marine and Fisheries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019 I think we are on, but I was not sure for 8 minutes. I do share a bit in common
with the member for Essendon. We do have a couple of mutual friends. And our love for the Greens—
we certainly share that as well. Nonetheless, the bill before us seeks to phase out the 10 Gippsland
Lakes fishery access licences over a two-year period with the objective of having those licences
cancelled by 1 April 2021. The other major component of the bill is to specify the compensation that
will be offered to the Gippsland Lakes fishery access licence holders and the process for that
compensation.
Firstly, if I can say, fishing is a massive industry in my electorate, in the Latrobe Valley and in the
wider Gippsland region. The recreational fishing industry is massively popular, and I might say I love
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a bit of fishing myself, having just renewed my recreational fishing licence again. I noticed the fees
have gone up, too, by the way. But nonetheless it is important from not only a recreational fishing
perspective but—
Mr T Bull interjected.
Mr NORTHE: I will tell you about that in a minute—about my fishing activities. But it is also
important to the number of boating businesses, fishing industries and camping industries. Those
industries really rely on the spend of our recreational fisherpersons, and to continue that is really
important. I understand the government’s objective in trying to get more people active and out
undertaking fishing activities. It is something that I support.
The member for Gippsland East might note that as young anglers out at the Traralgon Creek we always
used to catch a trout at the Traralgon Creek—unfortunately not so these days. In more recent times I
might head out to Port Welshpool, Port Albert or, up in the member for Gippsland East’s area, Bemm
River. They are just fantastic fishing destinations. There is nothing that I love more, actually, than
dropping a line in, having a good chat, listening to a bit of music—the Strzelecki Stringbusters—and
having a couple of beers, not over the limit of course but having a couple of beers. There is nothing
more relaxing. It is an activity that so many Victorians enjoy.
On a more serious note I think it is imperative that when we are talking about fishing we really need
to strike a balance between our commercial fishing activities and our recreational fishing activities.
The facts are that more and more people are eating seafood these days. Certainly I am a lover of most
seafoods, and with a growing population we still need to provide the seafood that restaurants,
industries, fish and chip shops and everybody else require. We do not want to be cutting off our nose
to spite our face, in many respects, so having that balance is really important. And if it is that
commercial licences are to be compulsorily removed—and I say ‘compulsorily’, not on a voluntary
basis—then adequate compensation needs to be offered to those licence holders. The member for
Gippsland East has moved a reasoned amendment, and in doing that he spoke about a lack of
consultation and some concerns around the compensation packages being offered. If those concerns
are accurate, and I have no reason to dispute that, then I too remain concerned about the compensation
arrangements that have been provided to commercial licence holders.
Indeed in the last sitting of Parliament there was a bill that I moved a reasoned amendment to where
there was basically no modelling undertaken to understand the impacts of an industry upon a
community. That was, I should say, introducing the renewable energy target of 50 per cent by 2030.
If we do not understand the impacts of making such major changes, then we should not have the
discussion or the debate around the legislation. If in this case the compensation is unclear or up in the
air or not agreed to, then we should go back and have a conversation and have the debate again once
all parties are satisfied. Again I reiterate that proper consultation and modelling need to be undertaken
and fair and just compensation needs to be provided to those businesses.
Talking about consultation or lack thereof, just digressing slightly, in my own community in relation
to Hazelwood Pondage—the government previously had stocked Hazelwood Pondage with
barramundi, and unfortunately with Hazelwood power station closing the future of the pondage is
bleak—one of our local fishing clubs, the Latrobe Valley Game Fishing Club, has basically been
provided with an eviction notice to vacate their clubrooms in the next few weeks, without a home to
go to. So we have this game fishing club which has more than 100 members and memorabilia going
back decades effectively being kicked offsite without a home to go to. To be fair, I had some
conversations with the Minister for Fishing and Boating and her office last week and we are trying to
work with the Victorian Recreational Fishing Peak Body (VRFish) to resolve that matter, but we
cannot afford to lose 100 members of a game fishing club within our community. We hope to resolve
that very quickly. As I say, it is not just the recreational anglers; it is the money that they spend within
our local businesses, whether at local fishing shops or at boat suppliers or otherwise. It is a massive
industry within the Latrobe Valley.
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It is true, I must say, that many of my constituents who are primarily recreational fishermen and
women do not like the concept of commercial fishing in the lakes, and obviously that is a selfish motive
in one respect, which is that of course whenever you go fishing you want to catch a fish and some
believe that the commercial operators are impacting upon that. But it is not just in the Gippsland Lakes.
We get quite a few people contacting my office about over in South Gippsland, where there are some
commercial operators who operate at Sandy Point and Port Albert and other jurisdictions who have
concerns.
Mr T Bull: Corner Inlet.
Mr NORTHE: Corner Inlet—that is right. But again you have got to strike a balance. You just
cannot boot commercial fishermen out and expect that you can meet the demand that so many
restaurants and eateries require. I must say there was an article in the Latrobe Valley Express just this
week I think—29 August it was—that talked about Bruce Collis, who is a Traralgon-based commercial
fisherman. Just last week he won an award at the Delicious produce awards in Sydney for being the
producer of the year. Bruce does a lot of his fishing out of Corner Inlet, by the way, and Bruce was also
Victorian Seafood Industry Awards best primary producer back in 2013. Interestingly, Bruce’s story is
that he was working at Hazelwood power station before it closed down. Obviously he did this on a parttime basis and has got back into it. Again, making the point, it is about making sure that we do have
commercial fishermen. Bruce provides his produce, such as King George whiting, southern garfish,
rock flathead, silver trevally and calamari—I am getting hungry now—to some of the best restaurants
in Australia and particularly the Rockpool group. That is coming out of the Gippsland area, and
obviously the top chefs love that fresh seafood that we can produce right here in Victoria.
In summary, I do not have an issue per se with the intent of the bill, but I am concerned and will
support the member for Gippsland East in his reasoned amendment on the basis that if we are going
to compulsorily acquire the licences of these commercial fishermen in the Gippsland Lakes, then there
must be fair and adequate compensation to them to make sure that they are able to get on with their
lives and not be short-changed for the years and years and decades and decades that they have served
the Gippsland community and beyond. We need to ensure that the equipment that they have provided
is adequately assessed and that they are supported and compensated for that licence being taken away.
In saying so, I will close by saying fishing is such an important industry to Victoria.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
Minister for Suburban Development) (16:19): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
DANGEROUS GOODS AMENDMENT (PENALTY REFORM) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Opposition amendments circulated by Mr WAKELING under standing orders.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (16:20): I rise to speak on behalf of the coalition as the
spokesperson on the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. The intent of this bill
is to increase penalties for offences under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 and to create a new offence
for reckless conduct in respect of dangerous goods that endanger persons. This is a relatively short bill
with just a handful of substantive changes to penalties and a few technical amendments.
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Can I firstly state that I am grateful to the staff in the minister’s office and the department for arranging
a briefing on this bill for the opposition, and I would also like to thank the various groups and industry
associations who have consulted with the opposition on this bill. It is fair to say that there has been a
mixed view from stakeholders on the bill before the house. Some associations believe that penalties
should be increased but have stated that the increases in this bill are excessive and over-reactive. Other
groups welcome the increases in penalties but believe that the focus should be on storage and point to
a lack of enforcement by authorities, whilst other associations believe that the increases in penalties
are unduly high, want to see amendments to the bill and have complained that the government has
failed to consult with industry on this bill prior to its introduction.
The Liberal and National parties will not be opposing the bill before the house, but we believe that
more can be done on this very important issue. We will be seeking to amend the bill so that we can
have better reporting on illegal stockpiles and reporting on WorkSafe inspections as well as reporting
on the disposal of hazardous materials.
In the past few weeks the Parliament has undertaken an inquiry through the Legislative Council into
recycling and waste management, and I thank those members of the coalition from the other place
who participated in this inquiry—namely, Mr Atkinson, Ms Bath, Ms Crozier and Mr Davis. The
inquiry tabled its interim report on 27 August 2019, and the report mentioned various problems, which
include that there is a lack of end markets for hazardous waste material and that there is insufficient
capacity within the state to dispose of this type of waste. It also indicated that the government was
looking to increase penalties for those who illegally dump chemical waste. The increase in charges
and penalties has been welcomed, and the Victorian Waste Management Association is quoted as
saying, through their chief executive, Peter Anderson, that:
… operators caught illegally stockpiling waste and dangerous chemicals should be put out of business.

He went on to say:
These people are flouting the law … The law is there, but if we keep having incidents like this—

which was the Campbellfield fire—
it proves the law isn’t strong enough.
As long as they put themselves above the law in their commercial endeavours, and put their own business
interests ahead of human life, we should get tougher.

That is what this bill seeks to do. The bill, as I said, is seeking to increase penalties. It sets out to
increase a series of penalties for breaches of the Dangerous Goods Act 1985. These include the penalty
for failure to comply with a direction from a WorkSafe inspector, which is increasing to 500 penalty
units, which is $82 610 for individuals, and 2500 penalty units, which is $413 050 for body corporates.
The penalty for failure to take precautions to prevent tampering, theft, fire, explosion, leakage or
damage to the public from dangerous goods or interfering with dangerous goods is increased to
1800 penalty units, which is nearly $300 000 for individuals, and 9000 penalty units, which is
$1.5 million for body corporates. The penalty for transporting or arranging transportation of goods that
are classified as too dangerous to transport is increased to 1800 penalty units for individuals and
9000 penalty units for body corporates. The penalty for failing to transport goods in a safe manner,
likewise, will be increasing to 1800 penalty units for individuals and 9000 penalty units for body
corporates. We are informed these changes will bring penalties in line with similar penalties under the
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004.
The bill before the house also seeks to create a new offence, with clause 8 to add a new offence of
reckless conduct in respect of dangerous goods that places or may place a person in danger of death.
We are informed that this provision is in line with section 22 of the Crimes Act 1958, which is for
reckless conduct endangering life, which is a penalty that attracts a maximum of 10 years
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imprisonment. This new penalty is higher than the penalty for recklessly endangering people at
workplaces under section 32 the Occupational Health and Safety Act.
According to records of the Sentencing Advisory Council, there were 143 people sentenced in the
higher courts for reckless conduct endangering life in the five years to 30 June 2018, and around 120
of these sentences were for a term of imprisonment. Interestingly, in the five years to 30 June 2018 the
median sentence of imprisonment for recklessly endangering life was a mere two and a half years,
with the maximum sentence recorded being five and a half years. So when the government talks
about—as we suspect they will in the months ahead—individuals who negligently cause death in the
workplace facing up to 20 years in jail, we should note previous sentencing practices of the courts,
which have had a median sentence of a paltry two and a half years, not up towards the 20 years which
was potentially available to it.
It is also interesting to note that this new provision, which is related to the placing of a person in danger
of death or the likely placing of a person in potential danger of death, the government is seeking to
apply the negligence provision, which I find quite interesting and industry has found interesting given
the fact that that test is currently under consideration from this government to be removed as part of
their industrial manslaughter proposed changes. I just find it interesting that here we have a bill before
the house under the control of the Minister for Workplace Safety that is talking about actions that will
lead to death or likely lead to death, and the test being applied is the current test of negligence. I just
find it interesting and place that on the record in terms of recklessness.
When we were briefed on the bill we were informed that the bill forms part of the government’s
response to the recent industrial fires around Melbourne. As members will recall, there were major
industrial fires at a warehouse in West Footscray in August 2018 and at the Bradbury Industrial
Services in Campbellfield in April of this year. There were also massive blazes, albeit of recyclable
and other waste materials, at the SKM Recycling plant in Coolaroo in 2017 and at a tyre yard in
Broadmeadows in 2016, plus obviously other spates of fires this year.
These fires have shone a light on the non-compliant and illegal stockpiles of waste in our community,
particularly when it comes to the storage of toxic waste and flammable liquid. In the Sunday Herald
Sun on 16 June this year, the MFB described the waste sites in our suburbs as ‘ticking time bombs’,
and I quote:
MFB has attended a number of fires involving toxic stockpiles, and sadly expects to attend more …
“These sites are akin to ‘ticking time bombs’, representing significant risk and insecurity for MFB firefighters
and local communities.”
…
“Those fires represent examples of market failure and shortcomings, as well as some situations of blatant noncompliance by private industry …

And in Dandenong on 4 June in the Greater Dandenong Leader, it goes on to say:
Most of Victoria’s 3000 dangerous goods sites are in the Greater Dandenong region, putting locals at risk of
hazardous waste fires, a parliamentary inquiry has heard.
And WorkSafe Victoria chief of business operations Marnie Kay Williams told the inquiry they carried out
2000 inspections across the state between July 2018 and March 2019, finding 235 sites in breach of safe
storage rules.
“A number of those 3000 sites are in Dandenong … and a number of the liquid waste processing facilities are
out there as well,” she said.
She said 1400 of the 3000 dangerous goods sites were petrol stations.
“Between July 1, 2018, and March 31, 2019, we conducted in excess of 2000 inspections under the
Dangerous Goods Act, and these have resulted in a total of 497 dangerous goods focus notices, and
235 contraventions …
Ms Williams said areas in the northern suburbs also had a high density of dangerous goods sites.
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We know that, and we saw that played out in the media and across the skylines, particularly in the
north and the west, when fires took effect.
We also know that questions have been raised about some of those landowners and those who are
active participants in this storage process. Reading from an article of 20 July in the Saturday Age, it
states:
The man linked to the toxic West Footscray warehouse that erupted in flames last year has illegally buried
50 million litres of chemical waste on farmland in western Victoria, threatening the water supply for the
Wimmera district.
…
The underground stash, 15 kilometres from the town of Kaniva, is suspected to contain more than twice the
amount of toxic waste already seized by authorities investigating what is the biggest illicit dumping operation
in the state’s history.

It is of grave concern that this gentleman—who I understand and have been advised has been
incarcerated for activities other than those related to the storage of these illegal substances—has a
pattern of behaviour, allegedly, of not only storing these chemicals in warehouses in metropolitan
Melbourne but also dumping them in regional Victoria. What is worse is that these activities are
operating not in a controlled manner, not in a manner which is approved by government through the
requisite agencies, but potentially illegally in our suburbs.
These illegal stockpiles of hazardous waste, as I said and as has already been stated, are ticking time
bombs, and many still are situated potentially close to residential areas. I talked about Kaniva in
regional Victoria, but we have also seen what is happening in our own communities. The situation in
Kaniva, whilst it is out in farmland, has potential impacts on the environment. If it gets into the
waterways, it potentially can end up in the Murray Darling Basin, and that will certainly have a
significant impact on the environment in that region.
These are not the only cases of illegal stockpiles of hazardous materials; there have been others. But
many people in the community have only learned about these illegal stockpiles because of media
reports. Can I say that we actually think that Victorians should not learn about illegal stockpiles in
their community purely because of either the efforts of an investigative journalist or seeing it played
out on the nightly news because one of these facilities explodes. We believe that it behoves the
government to do more than simply increase penalties. We think Victorians have a right to know what
is happening in their community, and we believe that the government has the capacity, through the
amendments that we are putting forward, to in some way go towards providing the information that
Victorians deserve to know about what is happening with regard to dangerous goods.
The amendments that the opposition have circulated seek to enhance the bill before the house by
adding a requirement for WorkSafe to report to the minister on unauthorised stockpiles of dangerous
goods that are known to the authority, the number of inspections carried out and when dangerous
goods have been disposed of. What the opposition is seeking to do is require WorkSafe to report on
an annual basis, at the end of each financial year, and for it to be tabled in the Parliament by 31 October
each year and thereafter be placed on WorkSafe’s website.
These amendments will provide vital information that Victorians rightly need to know about what is
happening in their community. It will report the number of persons who have stored or transferred
dangerous goods without authorisation. At the moment that information is not public. Victorians do
not know how many people, individuals or companies, are operating illegally in this space. If the
authority knows this information, if the authority has records of these activities, then it is important, it
is prudent, that that information is provided to Victorians, because that is the only way that Victorians
will know, one, what is happening and, two, whether or not we are actually achieving an outcome of
reducing the prevalence of this illegal activity occurring in our state. The only way we will know that
is by the release of this information on an annual basis so that people can clearly see in an annual report
whether there has been a decrease, an increase or a constant in the number of unauthorised actions.
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The second requirement that the authority will be required to report on is the addresses of premises
where dangerous goods have been stored without authorisation. What that will do for the first time is
that if the authority knows of addresses where these illegal stockpiles are in Victoria those addresses
will be required to be made publicly available. It is not good enough for Victorians to learn that they
have an illegal stockpile in their suburb, in their community or in their street until there has been an
investigation by a journalist or there has been a whistleblower in the authority releasing that
information or, worse still, until there is a fire and that is the first time they learn about the fact that
this stockpiling has been occurring in their community. If this information is known to the authority,
if sites are known to the authority, then we believe it is reasonable and we believe it is responsible for
the government to inform Victorians on an annual basis of those addresses.
That will do two things: firstly, and importantly, it will inform Victorians of what is occurring in their
community; but secondly, and more importantly, it will certainly provide Victorians with an
opportunity to ask the authority the obvious question: what activities are the government, through the
authority, undertaking to ensure that these illegal sites are being cleaned up? Because what we do not
want is a situation where the authority is aware of these sites for many years, where activity or actions
are not undertaken and where we only see action taken by the authority once a fire takes effect or once
a whistleblower discloses the information. If the government is taking action to have these sites
removed, well, again, by this information being provided publicly, Victorians will know on an annual
basis whether these sites are being cleaned up.
Again, another component that we believe should be reported publicly is the quantity of dangerous
goods and the technical names, chemical names and trade names, if any, of those goods that have been
stored or transferred without authorisation. This does not require the department to obtain information
they do not have, but if the department is aware of illegal activity, if it is aware of the amount of
chemicals that are being transferred and the types of chemicals that are being transferred, then we
strongly believe on this side of the house that Victorians should know that information. If there is an
illegal dump within their suburb, Victorians have a right to know where it is, they have a right to know
how much is being stored and they have a right to know what is being stored on that site. That is not
unreasonable. Everyone in this house and in the community wants these sites cleaned up. It is
imperative that pressure is placed not only on those acting illegally to stop their practices, which is
what the penalty is seeking to do, but also on the authority, as the requisite government agency, to act
strongly in order to ensure that these sites are cleaned up.
The fourth requirement, which is part of the reasoned amendment, requires the department to publicly
disclose the number of inspections that are carried out by the authority. Questions have been raised by
industry, questions were raised through the inquiry and questions have been raised by the general
public about a lack of action by inspectors. I place no judgement on the activity of the inspectors. As
a member of this house and as the lead speaker I thank them for the work that they do. But, again, the
only way you can actually effectively identify their activity is to publicly report the number of
inspections they are undertaking. You can then compare on an annual basis the number of inspections
that WorkSafe inspectors will be undertaking. That way Victorians can draw their own conclusions as
to whether or not inspectors are undertaking their work in a manner that meets the needs of the
community and what would be deemed to be a community standard.
The fifth and final point to be reported in the annual report will be the locations of premises or places
where dangerous goods have been disposed. One thing that was raised through the inquiry was
concern, as I said from the outset, that there is a lack of end market for hazardous waste material and
an insufficient capacity within the state to dispose of this waste. We believe it is important that the
public knows where the locations are that Victorians can legally dispose of dangerous goods. We
believe that that is important, because it will shine a light on this issue and make it transparent so that
Victorians understand what is happening and know whether or not there are adequate disposal points
within Victoria to manage this important issue.
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With the population growing at a rate of 150 000 each and every year, we know that there is a greater
focus on industry increasing to meet the demand of a growing population. We know that there is
potentially a greater focus on the transportation and then disposal of hazardous and dangerous goods.
We believe it is imperative that this government takes the requisite action to provide that information.
As indicated in my amendment, this information will be made public on an annual basis. It is not
requiring the government to do anything extra in terms of activity other than simply reporting
information that the department already has within its own records.
The community has a right to know the addresses of premises where dangerous goods are being stored
without authorisation. This allows members of the public to know where these ticking time bombs, as
the MFB calls them, are in their community and whether or not they are potentially hazards in their
community. The community has a right to know the quantity and names of dangerous goods that are
being stored without authorisation. We know that there is a lack of end market for hazardous waste
material. This amendment will provide more detail on where the gaps are in the market and where we
need to do more work to close those gaps.
The amendment also requires reporting on the number of dangerous goods inspections carried out by
WorkSafe. This is to enable the public to see if the regulator is getting on top of this issue of illegal
stockpiles. As I have said, the amendment also requires the reporting of the locations of premises or
places where dangerous goods have been disposed of. This is a very important issue for the Victorian
community. The community is expecting strong leadership from government on this issue. As I
indicated from the outset, the coalition will not be opposing the bill. The coalition is not opposed to
the increase in penalties. But we know penalties in and of themselves are not going to help fix this
problem. If people are operating illegally, if people have got phoenix companies established where
they have no assets, an increase in penalty will do nothing to stop that type of behaviour. If there is
criminal activity involved in terms of the illegal transportation and storage of dangerous goods, merely
increasing penalties in and of itself does nothing to actually clean up these sites.
The first thing you need to do is inform the Victorian community where these sites are. Victorians
have a right to know: ‘Do I have an illegal dump within my suburb?’. That is not an unreasonable
question. Victorians have a right to know where that site is. They have a right to know what is on that
site. They have a right to know the volume of material and the type of material. The reason you are
providing that information is not just about information; making it public shines a light on those sites
to ensure that the authority—led by the government—has a strategy, has a plan, to deal with those
sites to ensure that they are cleaned up. That is what Victorians expect and that is why the opposition
has moved this amendment. This amendment will help to strengthen this bill and ensure once and for
all that these illegal activities no longer continue in this state. That is in the interests of all Victorians.
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (16:49): I rise to speak on the Dangerous Goods Amendment
(Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. I think for a lot of members in this chamber whose communities have
been affected these changes could not come soon enough. The fact is we should never have been in
the situation we were in last year. It is really poignant to bear in mind that most of this has been illegal
activity which has severely endangered the lives of way too many communities and workers, and it is
very timely for us to be bringing these changes in. After significant discoveries of stockpiles of
dangerous goods which contravene existing legislation it is evident that existing offences in the act are
not sufficient to deter illegal activity and non-compliant behaviour.
As a state, we are currently confronted with many challenges in the occupational health and safety
space, but we are also taking the leadership and reform to ensure businesses and employers are
properly held to account when they jeopardise workplace and community safety. The Victorian
government’s actions to protect Victorian workers and make workplaces safer is grounded in our firm
belief that every person has the right to go to work and return home safely, and of course we believe
that applies to our communities that are closely located to industrial estates.
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Thankfully nobody has died as a result of the recent industrial fires. However, the threat that this illegal
conduct has posed to our communities is very, very real. A key priority for the government is
protecting workers and the community from operators who illegally store hazardous waste materials.
Unfortunately that has been on the rise. Recently there has been a rise in businesses storing highly
hazardous waste secretly and illegally, sometimes in facilities that have not been built for purpose,
particularly in the north-western suburbs of Melbourne. This type of illegal and systematic behaviour
was illustrated by one of Melbourne’s worst-ever industrial fires, and that was in West Footscray in
August last year.
Communities and workers are outraged at the unscrupulous actions of just a few in this industry who
have put so many lives at risk. The West Footscray fire burned for 17 hours before it could be
controlled. It forced the closure of over 50 schools and childcare centres, and the trauma and the stress
these events imposed on communities is undeniable. I know from investigations and inquiries made
that there was trauma brought to many households, and even household pets were affected.
The Bradbury fire in Campbellfield resulted in one worker being seriously burned and another was
taken to hospital in a stable condition with an eye injury—two workers who have had their working
lives seriously impacted by the reckless conduct of their employer. Previously Environment Protection
Authority Victoria officers found that the company was storing more waste than was permitted under
its EPA licence and that storage containers were not adequately labelled. Despite this, the company
thought they could get away with ignoring warnings, which had dangerous and traumatic impacts on
many workers, not just in that business but in surrounding areas as well.
As always, the Andrews government has acted quickly. As a result the EPA and WorkSafe began a
major investigation that led to the discovery of over 16 million litres of dangerous waste across
13 illegal storage facilities in the northern suburbs—that is 16 million litres! To date, more than
6.7 million litres of chemical waste have been removed from four of those sites, and WorkCover and
the EPA are doing an amazing job of systematically cleaning up these sites. There are still stockpiles
of dangerous goods equivalent to the size of 32 Olympic swimming pools located near residential
areas and schools in Coolaroo and surrounding suburbs.
What are we doing about it? This legislation is going to go a long way to help clean up this situation
literally. But unfortunately those opposite do not get how the current bill actually operates. The
amendments that have been distributed in the house actually act as a bit of a deterrent. Those opposite
do not appreciate that the people who are currently contravening the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 and
other laws are not currently meeting reporting obligations in the first place. They are in hiding. We are
talking about an illegal operation on a pretty major scale—a big cash-in-hand industry—and there
have been links to criminal activity as well as a flouting of these laws by those that have been involved
in taking this waste, storing it and actually abandoning it in these warehouses.
I notice those opposite also claim that there was no consultation. I would like to put on the record that
there was consultation. In fact I addressed a breakfast with dangerous goods sector leaders, the CEOs
and the managing directors, alongside WorkCover just 10 days ago to talk them through these changes.
Quite frankly, the response I got on taking them through what the legislation was proposing and what
the changes were was that they were absolutely welcomed at that gathering. In fact many of the
operators there were saying, ‘We strive to uphold standards and abide by the laws. We have other
people in the industry undercutting us, and they need to be put out of business because they are
operating illegally’. This legislation is absolutely doing that. Given the disastrous consequences of the
events we have seen and the ongoing high level of risk from the storage of these goods, our reforms
will drive compliance and create a stronger deterrence.
The government has taken leadership and decisive action to clean up this waste and ensure that the
people responsible are held to account for their crimes. Reforms to this legislation, such as new
section 31D, include a new reckless conduct offence that will see rogue operators who flout dangerous
goods laws and place a person in danger of death face up to 10 years imprisonment, and companies
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will be fined up to $6 million. Specifically, under the bill individuals will face up to 10 years
imprisonment for engaging in reckless conduct in the manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or
use of dangerous goods that may place another person’s health in danger or life in danger. Body
corporates that are found guilty of this offence could face fines of up to $6 million. Saying that you do
not know what is being stored in your premises is not good enough. People need to take responsibility
and step up.
Existing maximum penalties for endangering health and safety, property or the environment will be
increased from four to five years imprisonment and fines for individuals will also be increased. Fines
will also be increased for failing to comply with the direction of a WorkSafe inspector and for failing
to take reasonable precautions to prevent tampering with property leading to danger to the public.
These are fantastic changes that are being proposed here and they are being matched by the resources
of WorkSafe and the EPA in doing the clean-up but also further inspecting other sites. I commend the
work that they are doing. I want to congratulate the Minister for Workplace Safety, her staff and her
department for acting so quickly in this situation and making sure that the workers that are around
these sites, those that are currently involved in the clean-up, are actually protected in their day-to-day
jobs and in doing the good work that they are doing.
I want to wrap up by going to the fact that in the last financial year WorkSafe inspectors have
conducted almost 1600 dangerous goods visits and issued over 400 improvement notices to dangerous
goods-related contraventions. I think that goes to show that we are taking this issue very, very
seriously. I want to acknowledge the work of the clean-up team at WorkSafe, who continue to work
on the remediation of these sites but also do the outreach to ensure that future sites are being cleaned
up or are earmarked for clean-up. But really what we need to do is to stamp out this sort of behaviour,
and I believe that the amendments that are before the house today around this bill will help do that. I
recommend the bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (16:59): I am delighted to rise and make a contribution on the
Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. We know that a primary purpose of this
legislation is to increase the penalties for those who contravene the Road Transport (Dangerous
Goods) Act 1995 and obviously to introduce new offences for reckless conduct in respect of dangerous
goods. I do want to get on record a few of the areas where the increases will change. I will just go
through a couple of these. There is failing to comply with a direction from a WorkSafe inspector. That
fine goes from $16 500 to $82 000, so we are talking a fivefold increase, and for corporates a sixfold
increase from $66 000 to $413 000. So people are really going to hit the hip pocket if they are
deliberately failing to comply with a WorkSafe inspector.
For failing to take precautions to prevent tampering, theft, fires, explosions, leakage or damage to the
public from dangerous goods or interfering with dangerous goods, again, we go from $82 000 to
$300 000 for individuals and from $413 000 to nearly $1.5 million for body corporates. Again, that is
an incentive in itself. I think there is more to this bill, and I will talk about the amendment that was
made by the member for Ferntree Gully that I do hope the government takes heed of. The other two
points that I really want to discuss include transporting or arranging transportation of goods that are
classified as too dangerous to transport. Those fines go from $82 000 to $300 000. Again, for
corporates it is $413 000 up to $1.5 million. The other one I will touch on is failing to transport goods
in a safe manner. Again, it is $82 000 to $300 000, and the same figure, $413 000 up to $1.5 million.
I might come back to a few more of those penalties in the moment.
The community of Wangaratta certainly understand dangerous goods and transportation risks and
what is involved. Jack and Jenny Murray, who still reside at Tarrawingee just outside of Wangaratta,
were devastated nearly 10 years ago on December 2009 when they lost their granddaughters Jordan
and Makeely and their son-in-law David Bridge when their car was struck by a fuel tanker. It was
Christmas. They had been to Tarrawingee for Christmas. It was on 28 December that they were
heading back to Ulladulla on the south coast when they were hit by that fuel tanker, a dangerous goods
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truck. Jack and Jenny’s daughter Debbie, the mother of Jordan and Makeely, received 80 per cent
burns to her body.
Over the years I have met with Jack Murray on various issues. In 2011 Debbie bravely spoke at the
three-day inquest. These are the sort of changes we can make to try and assist families who have been
through this. Mr Murray has certainly called for modifications to dangerous goods tankers over the
years. Although increasing fines is a good incentive, and that is how this legislation is written, it is also
important to be mindful to encourage more responsible transportation of dangerous goods. There is no
doubt in my mind and in the minds of the Murray family—Jack and Jenny Murray—that these
measures must be taken in conjunction with more modern braking systems. Jack Murray has been
talking extensively about wanting to introduce electronic stability control, ESC, in new trucks and
certainly retrofitting them to old trucks.
Sadly, Debbie, their daughter, could not live with the pain of losing her family, and she ended her life
two years after that accident. So sometimes in this place I think we need to be reminded that the
legislation we pass does make a meaningful difference to families and people who have been affected
in these areas. I completely understand logistics and as a country MP respect the products and goods
that have to be moved around, but the way in which they are moved and the safety in which they are
moved is what is absolutely important and vital for all of our communities—for people on the roads
and for families that live near the roads.
We have highlighted amendments, as I have mentioned, by the member for Ferntree Gully. I hope that
this government are certainly not arrogant enough to think that they are the font of all knowledge and
that they will actually consider these amendments. Sometimes we hear from the other side that they
just straight away howl down the amendments that we make. As I say, not everybody has all the
answers and certainly the government does not in all aspects, so it is important that they consider our
amendments because it is important that that happens from time to time.
As I say, lifting penalties is only one way to send that message about dangerous goods. We know that
there were industrial fires in West Footscray and Campbellfield in 2018 and 2019, and that has
certainly brought to light various unlicensed stockpiles of hazardous waste, including toxic waste, in
some of those areas. So lifting penalties is really an after-the-fact remedy. It is probably not going to
stop those who go out and seek to break the law. I think better investment or further investment by the
government could lead to them having a fuller understanding of where these illegal stockpiles are and
maybe a better understanding of where they are and how they can deal with them before they have to
worry about the fines. I think there is an equal investment that can go in there rather than just putting
fines up. It can be seen as just revenue collection. The reality is no government wants to see revenue
from fines like this because it is making our communities more unsafe to live in. Yes, if the fine is
used as a deterrent, that is great, but I think there are other measures to be put in place as well.
Again, this government pull the safety card all the time when they want to justify anything—it saves
lives, it is a safety issue. So if it is really important and the government really want to ensure safety
outcomes, I urge the government to consider our amendments because I think it is important that they
do so. As I have said, the member for Ferntree Gully introduced those amendments. Waste has become
an absolute nightmare for this government, and every once in a while they need to take their own
advice and ask someone for advice and listen to others.
We know there are still up to 50 million litres of chemical waste dumped in a site near Kaniva, and
there are probably others. In the interest of transparency and if the government know where chemical
waste is—if they know where illegal stockpiles of waste are—then the public deserves to know that as
well. As I say, tougher penalties are an assistance, but they are not likely to deter organised criminals.
But certainly a strategy to uncover these stockpiles may be a better way to highlight the issue.
If I just go back to some of these changes in fines, as I was talking about before, the bill increases the
penalty for deliberate offences under the act which endanger people, property or the environment from
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$165 000 or four years imprisonment to nearly $300 000 or five years imprisonment. That is for
individuals, and for corporates it is from $826 000 to a whopping $3.3 million. Again, I think it is
significant. I have no problem with those fines, but I think there are other measures that we can
continue to pursue. It also adds a new offence for recklessly engaging in conduct that endangers life
to the act, with penalties of $627 000 or 10 years imprisonment, or $6.4 million for corporates.
Again, these are significant changes, and I consider they are good changes in that respect. But I will
just encourage the government to listen to our amendments because there are more ways to approach
this topic. It is an issue we need to get on top of. Waste in all fashions is causing this government a lot
of headaches. I think it is important that they look outside the square occasionally and listen to some
others, and this might be the appropriate time to do that.
Ms HALL (Footscray) (17:08): I think for the rest of my life I am going to remember the
circumstances of the morning of 30 August 2018 and exactly how the fire that engulfed our
community played out. At 5.00 am I could hear the sirens and I could hear the explosions. I was already
awake because I was 39 weeks pregnant and I had a baby that had decided to come that very morning.
On the morning of 30 August we battled through the traffic, and we were under an immense literal
black cloud.
Getting to hospital that morning was pretty chaotic. The sirens throughout the inner west were
constant. Everyone was worried. I remember listening to ABC radio on the way to hospital and there
was a lot of confusion and concern. The news was emerging about what was in that warehouse in
West Footscray. At that time, when I knew I was about to have a baby and we were trying to get
through the traffic, I was also really worried about what was happening in my community. I was
worried about my niece and nephew’s school, West Footscray Primary School.
As the news unfolded that morning, all of the schools were closed. People were told that they should
stay home and shut their doors and windows. I think, even though a year has passed since that terrible
day, my community is still very much coming to grips with what happened. It is hard to believe that
that much time has passed already. Ned turned one two weeks ago. But we will always carry with us
the stress and the worry that was shared by everyone in Footscray and the western suburbs that
morning. Our local waterway, Stony Creek, which had been lovingly restored over decades by very
committed local volunteers, was destroyed after the fire. It was polluted beyond all belief with a black
sludge that killed all of the fish and the frogs that lived in the creek. Members of the community and
emergency services workers have reported ongoing health impacts from the fire. The fire occurred
because a warehouse was full of 44-gallon drums filled with acetone, ethylene, herbicides and other
industrial chemicals that never should have been there.
I am angry about the criminal activity that led to the West Footscray fire, and I feel like we are very
lucky that no-one died. We will never tolerate rogue operators and criminals who put our lives at risk.
If you are working with dangerous goods, your conduct and your behaviour needs to reflect the
seriousness of that. To be reckless with your own life is one thing, but if you take risks with the health
of our community and our environment you should be punished for that. This amendment to the
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 will ensure that you are held accountable if you do.
The amendment creates a new reckless conduct offence, and it will apply to any individuals who
engage in reckless conduct in the manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or use of dangerous
goods that places a person in danger of death. This offence also carries a maximum penalty of 10 years
in prison. I know that the people in my community, who are still trying to clean up the environment
and respond to concerns caused by that fire, feel a sense of relief that we are introducing these changes
and taking such strong action.
This is an offence that is in line with consequences imposed for conduct that places or may place
persons in danger of death under the Crimes Act 1958. There is no doubt that the conduct causing the
fires that have happened in my community and in other places across Melbourne is understood with
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the same severity. Body corporates are not exempt either, with penalties of up to $6.4 million for noncompliance. Existing penalties for failing to comply with the Dangerous Goods Act will be increased
to five years imprisonment and a fine of $290 000.
I would like to take this opportunity to place on the record my gratitude to the firefighters and the
emergency services workers who attended this fire. I think there are around 190 of them in total. We
are extremely grateful for the speed and professionalism with which firefighters responded. They
arrived minutes after the first call. But by then it was too late; the entire warehouse was alight. The
dangerous fumes and toxic chemicals were being released into the air and into our waterways. And
we are not alone in the fact that our community is recovering and still responding to the effects of that
fire. Campbellfield and Coolaroo have had fires of their own caused by the stockpiling of toxic waste.
Today we are delivering on an important commitment to impose tough penalties on the operators who
shirk their obligations to keep our communities safe for everyone. The lives of first responders, our
community members and our environment were harmed and put at risk because of the actions of some
reckless individuals who did not care. After these fires the Andrews Labor government saw the need
for a WorkSafe-led task force to take action to remove illegally stored waste and chemicals from
warehouses across the state. So far 13 sites have been identified as requiring clean-up by the task force.
Over 6.8 million litres of dangerous goods have been removed from these sites.
Profits cannot take priority over lives. This new offence will capture companies and individuals
conducting their businesses in ways that risk a repeat of what we went through in Footscray. It was
already an offence under the Crimes Act to act in a way that places or may place persons in danger of
death. I see absolutely no reason for businesses to be held to a lesser standard, especially when the
consequences of their negligence can be greater than that of an individual. This specific offence in the
Dangerous Goods Act will send a very strong message to operators: you will be held responsible for
mishandling dangerous goods. This offence will be the most serious penalty in the Dangerous Goods
Act, and for good reason. Lives were put at risk in the fires, as we have seen recently, for no good
reason, and we are very lucky that none were lost.
In the last financial year WorkSafe inspectors conducted almost 1600 dangerous goods visits and
issued over 400 improvement notices for dangerous goods-related contraventions. The amendments
increase the penalties for non-compliance with these notices. The need for stronger deterrence is
irrefutable given the fires that have happened across Melbourne’s north and west. These changes mean
that those who abandon their responsibility to our community will be held to account. The penalties
create a strong disincentive for operators to choose to cut corners and risk community safety.
I am pleased that the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change is at the table right now.
I would like to commend her for her support through the Environment Protection Authority Victoria
in responding to the West Footscray fire. There has been a huge amount of work from Melbourne
Water, the EPA, the City of Maribyrnong and community groups like Friends of Stony Creek, who
have been working tirelessly to remediate the site and make it safe once again. One of the initiatives
from the EPA that I think is really great is that officers for the protection of the local environment are
going to be embedded in councils and going out and inspecting sites like this to make sure that they
are safe and taking proactive action.
This last weekend we launched the rehabilitation plan for Stony Creek, and the future is bright. It is
going to take a long time to get there, but together with the community, this government is committed
to improving the environment.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (17:18): I am pleased to join this debate on the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019, which, as the title suggests, is about increasing the penalties
on a range of offences and creating a new offence of reckless conduct in respect of dangerous goods.
It was interesting listening to the member for Footscray. You get a sense of the impact of each of these
incidents on the affected communities, and I think that is probably one of the reasons why so many
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people remain so frustrated—and I certainly remain so frustrated—that we are now so far down the
track and so little has been achieved, because this whole crisis has gone on for way too long.
It is a crisis in respect to toxic waste and it is a crisis in respect to general waste, which can potentially
turn toxic. I think it is quite telling that in fact the minister that has brought in this legislation is the
Minister for Workplace Safety, not the minister who has charge of the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA). That has been part of the ongoing problem. We have had basically:
‘Problem? What problem?’. And then: ‘Oh no, it’s local government’s fault’. Then the next week it
was the federal government’s fault. Today in question time it was industry’s fault. The buck stops with
the EPA. The buck stops with the people that are supposed to do the job, including the minister. There
has simply, sadly, been no action.
So I am delighted to see the Minister for Workplace Safety take a small step in the right direction,
because that is the first time in two years we have had any action. It is now over two years since the
first Coolaroo fire on 13 July 2017. Since then we have had the West Footscray fire a year ago, then
we had the Campbellfield fire earlier this year. But it is not just those three fires, of course. There is
the tyre dump at Stawell and 50 million litres of toxic chemicals in the ground at Kaniva. We have got
the Lara stockpile and 13 industrial sites in the north of Melbourne. There are at least nine SKM
facilities. Four now have been resolved by burying the material in the ground; the other five we know
there is still a problem with. When you dig into the detail of those sites, the numbers are frankly mindboggling. If we look at Lara: 350 000 cubic metres of waste, by some reports 4000 used tyres and
several drums of oil, and we know that for an extended period stockpile heights were routinely
exceeded. The CFA expressed concerns about fire safety. Nothing happened.
We have had the interim report from the Legislative Council committee. With regard to the task force
WorkSafe told that committee that between 16 million and 25 million litres of illegally dumped
chemical waste had been discarded. I think that statement is a problem to start with: between 16 million
and 25 million litres. That is a 9 million-litre gap—very, very dangerous chemicals—and we do not
know? Come on.
The second and equally concerning aspect of that is that 65 per cent—again, according to the
committee—of the chemicals discovered at that site are class 3 flammable liquids, which means they
combust at 60 degrees Celsius. During the run-up to Black Saturday I can remember driving along the
Tullamarine Freeway, coming back from Bendigo, and my car thermometer was indicating
52 degrees. What is it going to be like inside that warehouse? That is pretty scary. Perhaps even more
concerning than the 16 million to 25 million litres was when the stockpile was discovered. The
committee reports that by 13 July this year only 5 million litres had been removed. So possibly as little
as 20 per cent of that stockpile has been dealt with in a period of many, many months.
I mentioned Kaniva. Back in July this year, ground-penetrating radar was used on a drone to identify
20 areas at a property where chemical waste had been buried in pits. I will just go back to the figure:
50 million litres in one site. I know it is a largish piece of land, but it is horrendous. I know, as I am
sure the member for Lowan will mention, that it borders prime agricultural land.
I do not often agree with the Australian Workers Union. I do not set out to disagree with them, but we
quite often have a different view of the world. But they gave some evidence to the Council committee
and suggested that recyclers are given adequate notice of intended visits from the regulators, which,
in their words, ‘allows the dodgy operators to move products off-site or allow it to be hidden from
site’—and that happened at Campbellfield as well.
Peter Stafford from the Metropolitan Fire Brigade talked about the mix of chemical waste and building
and construction materials. In his words:
… co-mingled recycled stuff, chemicals, tires, construction and demolition material. It does not matter what
industry and what material you look at, they use the same process: stockpiling lots of stuff, making lots of
money and then just leaving it for us to clean up.
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A witness who I think, from memory, worked for the Hume council but is also a local resident was
talking about Bradbury’s and said that the EPA waited until Bradbury’s had got to storage of
450 000 litres onsite—three times what they are entitled to store. Then they were suspended, and they
got the volume down to 300 000 litres—then the fire. Imagine what it would have been like if the fire
had started at 450 000 litres.
There are obviously occupational health and safety issues, and they are significant. But again the EPA
talked about the capacity to suspend a licence to accept waste as a strong regulatory tool. I would
suggest it is a strong regulatory tool if the company is in a position of trading in an ongoing manner
and it is concerned about the consequences of actions, but when they are financially strapped and their
back is to the wall, as has been the case with at least two of these companies, then the risk of a licence
suspension is frankly a slap on the wrist. The AWU again said it is:
… inadequate for the EPA to suspend the licence without enforcing a timetable for the removal of the excess
waste and ascertaining exactly what type of waste was being stored.

I could not agree more. The other point about this is the EPA gave evidence that once they know that
the licence conditions have been exceeded it takes two weeks to go through the process before they
can start to enforce it. Well, without trying to be melodramatic about it, people could die in that time.
It is a problem.
The issue is the whole waste system is broken, and it has taken two years to get to this point where we
have an eight-page bill. It is a disaster waiting to happen, and it is a disaster which has almost
happened. We have gone awfully close. Frankly, we dodged a bullet—but that is not going to keep
happening. It is a comprehensive failure of the waste management system.
The member for Ferntree Gully has moved an amendment which is intended to require the minister to
report on the storage, transfer and disposal of dangerous goods; to disclose the number of persons who
have stored or transferred dangerous goods without authorisation in any year; and to disclose the
addresses of the premises where dangerous goods have been stored, the quantity of goods, the number
of inspections carried out and so on. Until the public is aware of the extent of this problem, and until
the department, the EPA and every other regulator is answerable for their failure to enforce these rules,
we are going to continue to have problems.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:28): We should make it clear from the outset that this bill is
part of a raft of reforms that the Victorian government is implementing. The action is being taken. The
strategy is being delivered. If you have a look it, it is an issue that is of national significance. This bill
sends the strongest message to rogue operators. It is clear-cut. It creates a new offence with a jail
sentence of up to 10 years for those who:
… recklessly engage in the manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or use of dangerous goods that
places, or may place, a person in danger of death.

Ten years jail. Body corporates that are found guilty of this offence will face fines of more than
$6.4 million. And then there is a whole range of other significant reforms and penalties. So that is at a
level to send this message clearly to the rogue operators and to the criminal element that have now
been detected.
And have a look at what else is going on with the government. We have got this issue being raised at
the highest level—at COAG. So the national body, on behalf of all of our governments, is actually
looking at what we need to do to address this. We have had the Prime Minister as well saying that
Australia will no longer export its waste. The Premier has taken a lead in these initiatives also.
How did this really come about? We saw a domino effect after the Chinese government stopped
importing our waste. This has happened in a whole series of different ways. I speak as a member
whose electorate has been affected by this. We had the fires in waste stockpiles in Coolaroo and
Campbellfield. Recalling the Coolaroo fire two years ago, it burnt for almost two weeks and sent toxic
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smoke plumes right across Melbourne as far as St Kilda. This is a situation that we are now in because
China has forced this to the crisis point and the chain reaction has followed.
Let us have a look at what has been done on this issue of national significance. We have had the
Andrews Labor government take a strong stand to address these matters through a whole range of
cabinet ministers in the Parliament and, as I said, recently at the COAG meeting. This has produced a
coordinated approach and a united strategy for Australia to work towards banning recyclable waste
being exported overseas. The ban, while not immediate, will include all levels of government giving
their environment ministers the role of defining a time frame for plastics, paper, metals and glass to be
taken out of the broader waste system. This is a national initiative and an important collaboration. I
am sure that all Australians, particularly my constituents, will be delighted to see that we have a united
approach because of the significance of this issue.
I also want to look at what happened here. The Premier immediately took decisive action, as did the
Deputy Premier and the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, who is at the table. I
can tell you that I was just in meetings with her and my local community representative from the City
of Hume before making this contribution—the minister has been there every time. We are trying to
work through the policy. Cheap shots do not count in this; this is too important. So this is the kind of
strategy and this is what this government is doing to try to address this. It will take time and it is not
going to be easy; these are complex matters.
As I said, we had rogue operators acting outside the law, the China issue occurred, the stockpiling
became toxic and then the fires occurred and the plumes went across the city. So this is the way that
you have to address these perilous issues. You need the collaboration and not just the cheap shots—
they do not get you anywhere. It is about how you actually make this occur, and then what are the
series of remedies?
I want to also thank the Minister for Workplace Safety and Attorney-General for bringing this in,
because I went to the fire at Coolaroo just after it happened and I remember seeing the first responders.
They had to go into the factories, and they did not know what was there in the back streets of those
suburbs. So I want to commend them for their courage and their bravery.
We are also looking at how we use the three tiers of government and the different agencies to actually
trace what is being illegally warehoused. That is one part of this initiative. Then we are looking at
another remedy in terms of how we separate out the waste right from the kerbside—right from your
front door—and also at international initiatives to turn waste into energy and how we can actually
analyse that. So that is what the Andrews government is doing—looking at how we avoid landfill. We
are now ruling out export. What is the range of technologies for recycling, waste-to-energy,
composting and a whole range of other propositions?
I note that it was in the media yesterday that there is a company looking to come to the City of Hume
that is looking for a planning application there to look at the waste-to-energy proposition. I have been
very interested to see what can happen here. Is that a way that we can advance the circular economy,
and how do we actually make better use of materials and drive better propositions? Basically there are
two business models on the circular economy: those that foster re-use and extend the life of a product
through repair, remanufacture, upgrades and retrofits, and those that turn old goods at the end of their
service life into as-new resources by recycling the matters they contain and the materials they contain;
the other model on the circular economy is further broken down into two distinct processes, one for
biological materials and the other for technical materials, with a continuous flow of materials through
the cycle. So they are the two ways that this is analysed.
In terms of the waste-to-energy proposition, I remember seeing a New York Times article about what
happens in Copenhagen. If you look at what they have done there, they have an incinerator and they
have actually been importing waste from the UK. Their argument will have to be scientifically proven,
but they say that they can actually use modern technology to turn waste into energy, and the steam that
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is emitted, they argue, is less of a pollutant than the ambient air around Copenhagen. So that is one of
many models.
The technology is advancing, and I think the government will actually have to look at what are the
market mechanisms that can be used here, what are the household initiatives that we can take and how
do we make sure that we stop the landfill as best we can. This is an issue that has been worked on
thoroughly. It is being approached by the various agencies in a coordinated way, from WorkSafe to
Environment Protection Authority Victoria. This is where the government is now in trying to advance
this situation that we find ourselves in. I am delighted that there is a national approach. The leadership
is there, as are the policy settings, the strategies and the attempts to get market solutions as well as
government initiatives. As I said, even to the local media yesterday, it is now coming to the area that
I represent.
Some of the other penalties have also been significantly increased under this bill, and I think that that
is what the government is trying to do with this strategic approach to address the problem and to try
and make sure that we can handle all the different issues: get rid of the rogue traders; get a better idea—
an audit—of what is actually in these warehouses and in the back streets of our cities; and eventually
be able to hopefully turn this waste into energy, which I think would be the best result.
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (17:38): I rise to speak on the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty
Reform) Bill 2019. As has been made clear by the member for Ferntree Gully, the coalition will not
be opposing this bill. However, we will be moving reasonable and important amendments that we
hope the government will incorporate into the bill. Whilst an increase in penalties against those who
illegally stockpile dangerous and hazardous waste, putting our community at risk, is welcome, the bill
will do nothing to address or resolve the waste crisis that this Labor government has allowed to explode
under its nose.
In many respects this bill is just window-dressing and political spin for a problem of the government’s
own making, which it has demonstrated consistently to be completely incapable of solving. Instead of
debating penalties for stockpiling unsafe waste, we should be debating legislation that ensures
Victorians are not subjected to these dangerous waste stockpiles in the first place. These stockpiles
should never be allowed to reach such unacceptable levels, and our regulators should be doing a much
better job regulating—prevention is much better than cure. The government has been on notice for
years, with a series of serious industrial fires due to dangerous hazardous waste, and it has been failing
Victorians. Rather than actively putting policies into place to deal with the looming challenges of
stockpiles of waste—whether recyclables, which when stockpiled can themselves become dangerous,
or hazardous chemicals that are a ticking time bomb—the government has sat idly by and has let the
current waste catastrophe unfold.
This waste disaster is of the government’s own making. It has been completely asleep at the wheel
and has demonstrated a complete lack of leadership. Instead of the government directing its agencies,
such as Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA), to regulate appropriately and proactively
manage the challenges that have been on the cards for years, this government instead shut down major
operators, leaving dangerous stockpiles of waste. The government is failing Victorians.
At the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings in June, for example, we found that due to
the incompetence of the Labor government more than 22 000 tonnes of recyclable material had been
sent to landfill. This resulted in a massive windfall to the government through the landfill levy that the
local councils have been forced to pay. The Parliamentary Budget Office estimates that in the 10-week
period that waste company SKM was shut down by the government, councils had to pay an additional
$1.7 million to dispose of the waste. With the collapse of SKM the government simply handed over
10 million taxpayer dollars to its receivers to pay outstanding debts and shift stockpiled waste to
landfill. It is an absolute indictment of this government’s inability to deal with the waste crisis that has
been years in the making. Victorians deserve better.
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That is why the coalition’s amendments to this dangerous goods bill are so crucial. The amendments
will put the onus on the government and the bureaucracy to know how much dangerous waste and
goods are in storage and where this material is located. It will make this information public, introducing
transparency because Victorians deserve to know. It will ensure that the relevant government agencies
are continually monitoring the amount of dangerous waste stored in the state, which will naturally force
the waste to be proactively managed and cleaned up rather than stockpiled. They are amendments that
will actually give this bill some much-needed teeth and represent a proactive solution to the
government’s waste crisis, rather than the reactive measures contained in this bill that will only be
engaged after the dangerous goods have been allowed to reach such dangerous levels.
Victorians should also be clear about how this bill will operate and how it is likely to be enforced. In
her second-reading speech the minister referred to the fact that these so-called reforms follow the
discovery of storage of dangerous goods and severe industrial fires caused by hazardous waste. The
first of these fires occurred back in July 2017 in Coolaroo, more than two years ago. This fire lasted
for 20 days, over 100 firefighters attended, four people were hospitalised and 12 required medical
attention.
The next one occurred in August 2018 in West Footscray. The fire involved 44-gallon drums of
unknown chemicals and industrial waste burning for days before it could be extinguished. The fire
was categorised by the MFB as an 8th alarm, the highest category given to emergency responses.
Some of the chemicals leaked into Stony Creek, causing the death of fish and aquatic life and
exceeding human health and recreational guidelines. As of today the EPA still recommends that the
public avoid contact with the water and eating fish from the creek. Yet there was not a whisper of
action from this Labor government in response to the second fire caused by dangerous waste that put
Victorians and the environment at risk.
It was not until the most recent fire in Campbellfield in April this year that the government finally
decided to act. The fire resulted in a massive amount of polluting smoke covering Melbourne’s
suburbs, resulting in the closure of many schools and nearby residents having to be evacuated from
their homes. Why has it taken so long for the government to act or respond in a meaningful way? Why
did it take three serious industrial fires in the space of two years before the government thought it
might need to do something about it? The government has, sadly, been missing in action and shown
itself to be a complete waste of space.
Victorians should also be aware that the new penalties in this bill will not apply to these shocking
industrial fires at Coolaroo, West Footscray and Campbellfield. The bill expressly stipulates that the
increased penalties do not apply retrospectively. As a result, only the lower penalties will apply to these
events if any enforcement action is to be taken at all. If the government had taken its job seriously in
response to the Coolaroo fires more than two years ago and increased the penalties after this event, the
higher penalties would have applied to the West Footscray and Campbellfield fires. It just demonstrates
how derelict and complicit this government has been in relation to Victoria’s waste crisis.
The other thing that Victorians deserve to know is how confident they can be that the regulatory
agencies charged with ensuring Victoria’s waste is stored at safe levels will do their job in bringing
these operators before the courts. It is fair to say that the EPA has a fairly miserable record when it
comes to enforcing Victoria’s environmental protection laws. In the 2017–18 financial year the EPA
only brought 22 prosecutions. In the year before, the 2016–17 financial year, the EPA only brought
11 prosecutions. These increased penalties are not going to have any deterrent effect unless they are
enforced by the regulators, and the EPA has a lot of work to do before it can regain the confidence of
Victorians.
WorkSafe is the responsible authority for bringing prosecutions under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985.
How many prosecutions do you think WorkSafe has commenced under the Dangerous Goods Act
since 2014 and under the watch of this Labor government—50, 30, 20? Well, there have been only
10 prosecutions in the last six years under the Dangerous Goods Act by WorkSafe. It does not appear
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that the regulator has any real focus on this area, and it is hard to see how these new penalties will have
any impact if they are not enforced. The increased penalties will be pointless unless the government is
serious about enforcing them, which so far it has proved it is not.
It also leaves open the question of what penalties the courts will ultimately impose. On Friday we saw
the County Court slash in half the penalties imposed on the owners of the Corkman pub. Charged with
unlawfully disposing of industrial waste at an unlicensed site, these cowboys dumped asbestos-laden
material only a few hundred metres away from a school and childcare centre. The maximum penalty
for this offence is $777 000. You would think that this kind of despicable act would result in a hefty
penalty—the maximum, perhaps. But instead of throwing the book at these rogue operators, the court
slapped them with a lettuce leaf and imposed a $100 000 fine, representing a mere 12 per cent of the
maximum penalty.
If this government is fair dinkum, it needs to appeal the court’s decision and perhaps consider further
amendments that require the court to impose minimum penalties that will actually deter these people.
Otherwise we will keep seeing these embarrassing decisions whereby cowboy operators treat
insignificant penalties simply as a cost of doing business. I urge the government to seriously consider
the coalition’s amendments for measures that will actually shine a light on these rogue operators and
track in a proactive way dangerous waste that can put the community at risk. Victorians deserve to
know this information, and I call on the government to accept the amendments and help keep
Victorians safe. Victorians deserve to know where dangerous waste is stored, and I commend the
coalition’s amendments of the bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:48): Where do I start? That was a very confusing contribution
made by the member for Evelyn, and I do appreciate the fact that the member is a new member. I
could make an observation that, yes, there have been three fires. This is true.
Ms Vallence interjected.
Mr PEARSON: I will take up the interjection in a moment. So there was a first fire, and that could
have been seen as a harbinger for further fires or it could have been at the time seen as an occurrence
that in any event can happen in terms of other instances. The second incident was actually in August
2018. I appreciate the fact that the member is new, but let us suppose that the member is right. Let us
pose what the member said: you should have done something after August 2018. The Parliament was
prorogued in September 2018 in preparation for the election. So even if there was an opportunity for
the government to hastily develop a legislative response, there would not have been an opportunity to
have done so at that point in time because Parliament had been prorogued and obviously we had the
election.
I am trying to indicate to the member that when you act in haste you frequently repent at leisure, that
when you are dealing with complex industries where you have got some significant challenges you
need to have a very carefully thought through legislative and regulatory response and that these things
take time. The member also seemed to ignore the fact that we could not have foreseen that China
would make the decision that they would no longer take our waste. That was a unilateral decision
made by the People’s Republic of China.
Members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON: I will take up the interjection in relation to the decision by China to cease taking
our waste. That was not five or six years ago, as the members would indicate. I do not know the precise
date, but it was actually comparatively recently. So again we could not have foreseen that that was
going to occur. Again, from listening to the member for Evelyn’s contribution I am confused as to
what she was actually asking us to do, particularly in relation to saying that laws should be made
retrospective. I do not think you could actually turn around and say, ‘Let’s pass a law now and increase
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the penalties on people who have been found guilty of an offence and have been charged and sentenced
and fined’. You do not turn around and put those sorts of retrospective provisions in place.
The member for Ferntree Gully indicated that the coalition is proposing some amendments. It is
unfortunate that the first that the government was made aware of these amendments was when the
member tabled them today. That is the first time that the government had seen them. Had the member
spoken to the government, we would have been given the opportunity to explain to the member that
what they are proposing would actually risk putting the communities in the areas and the community
more broadly in danger.
The member did put on the record that he was provided with a briefing, but it is unfortunate that in the
course of that briefing he did not use that as an opportunity to discuss his amendments or indicate his
desire to make those amendments that he has proposed. The government is committed to transparency,
and that commitment extends to our agencies wherever it is possible. Important pieces of information,
such as the number of inspections, prosecutions and notices, are publicly reported in the annual report
each year; however, the amendments that have been proposed by the opposition here today would
potentially put ongoing criminal investigations in jeopardy and endanger the community.
The government will therefore be opposing the amendments proposed by the opposition because
publishing the addresses of premises and listing the types of dangerous goods by name is akin to giving
a treasure map to those who may seek these chemicals for illegal purposes. Where there is a risk to the
community, such as the 13 sites where WorkSafe has taken control, communication takes place with
those who live or operate in the local area where there may be a risk—they are spoken to. The
government has ensured that there is active and ongoing communication with the community in all
areas where there is a clean-up underway. These agencies must be transparent, but they must also
operate in a way that is in the best interests of the community. The amendments proposed by the
opposition would force the minister to report information related to ongoing investigations,
prosecutions and cost recovery and to make it public through Parliament even if that risks a successful
prosecution or if it is not in the public interest. So I have tried to, for the benefit of the opposition,
indicate the reasoning as to why we are opposed to the amendments circulated by the member.
Again, I do appreciate that the member for Evelyn is new. As with all of us, when we start we try to
find our way and we try to scope out an argument and learn on our feet about advocating on particular
issues, but dangerous goods, hazardous goods and these industries are very, very complicated issues.
When you are looking at market failure, and when you are looking at regulatory failure, the
consequences can be quite profound.
I recall being here in the 1990s working as an advisor to John Brumby as the opposition leader, and I
remember being out in the old chook shed doing some work at lunchtime on Friday, 25 September—
I think it was—in 1998, when the Longford gas plant exploded. This was a case where there had been
a blockage in one of the lines, heat exchanger GP905 got really cold all of a sudden because the
condensate was quite cool. That resulted in the operators trying to warm it up; they put hot oil through
it. The sudden change in the temperature of the heat exchanger resulted in a fracture occurring, and
condensate leaked and hydrocarbon gas was leaked and that triggered an explosion. I spent a number
of months—I was actually spending a bit of time with the member for Northcote’s father in those
days—and we spent a lot of time at the Longford Royal Commission, which was established to inquire
into that particular event. Two workers lost their lives, a number of workers were seriously burned and
injured, Victoria lost its gas—I think it was a couple of weeks before we got the interconnector up and
running—and it was a really profound incident in the state of Victoria.
I raise this issue because it is not as simple as what the member for Evelyn says. When you are dealing
with complicated industries, when you are dealing with heavy industry that might be quite old and
there might be legacy infrastructure in place, the notion that you can just say, ‘Well, there’s a
regulatory failure here, let’s just come in and legislate and it will all be fixed’—it just does not work
that way, particularly when you are looking at the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, which is an
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overarching piece of legislation that covers off a number of industries. You really need to go through
these matters carefully. I spent months working on the Longford Royal Commission with the member
for Northcote’s father, and it was a really detailed, involved inquiry, and it was very, very technical
and very specific. The regulatory overlay needs to be able to cover off heavy industries, like gas, it
needs to cover off recycling, it needs to probably cover off the petrochemical industry—it is really,
really complicated.
So for the member for Evelyn to come in here and say, ‘Oh, well, you should’ve got together and you
should’ve realised in August last year there was a problem, and you just should’ve regulated your way
out of it and you haven’t done that so therefore you should be condemned’, I do not think really
demonstrates a clear appreciation of how involved these industries are, how complicated they are, how
each industry is really quite specific in its own way and that you need to try to have a regulatory
framework that can regulate all these industries at once and have a uniform legislative approach to this
and have appropriate penalties in place.
The bill is a really important bill. Again we are seeing the opposition trying to prevent the government
from legislating this week. I absolutely support the bill that is before the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (17:58): I rise to speak on the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty
Reform) Bill 2019. This bill increases penalties for offences under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985
and creates a new offence for reckless conduct in respect to dangerous goods that endangers people.
This comes in response to three major toxic fires that have occurred at sites over the last three years:
Coolaroo in July 2017, West Footscray in August 2018 and Campbellfield in April 2019. These fires
had significant health effects and environmental effects and of course raised significant community
concern. So certainly we welcome stronger penalties for those who are doing the wrong thing when it
comes to toxic and dangerous waste, but these penalties will only be as good as the enforcement system
that accompanies them.
The recent interim report from the Inquiry into Recycling and Waste Management that was initiated
by the Greens found that poor regulation enforcement had given rise to a culture of poor and negligent
practice. Now, there are several factors that contributed to this risk that were found by the inquiry,
including illegal dumping and storage of hazardous materials, overstockpiling of recyclable and other
waste, lack of markets for waste, location of resource and recovery facilities and buildings that were
not fit for purpose, and an inadequate system of proactive monitoring and enforcement of chemical
waste storage.
The government has seen this issue, and we cannot entirely pin it on private operators, because the
government has had the responsibility to enforce the rules and the regulations that look after Victorians’
public safety. And in terms of waste and recovery, when we look at the broader issue of the waste crisis
that we are facing, this government has just left it up to private operators in the market. As the AuditorGeneral’s report found, there has been a complete lack of leadership and policy from the state
government when it comes to waste. The Auditor-General’s report found that Victoria has had no
overarching statewide policy on waste since 2014, no clear direction for agencies responsible for waste,
strategies that do not provide clear and coherent guidance, strategies that are not being implemented
effectively and a lack of clear roles and responsibilities in the waste and recovery sector. It was an
absolutely damning report of the failure of government to show leadership when it comes to waste and
recycling. You cannot just simply pin the current problems on the private operators or local councils.
In relation to the risk from the change in China’s policy the previous speaker, the member for
Essendon, indicated, ‘Oh, well, this was an arbitrary decision and nobody could ever have predicted
it’. But as found in the Auditor-General’s report, 2013 was when we first saw some of the changes in
the policy in China, which should have foreshadowed some of the broader policies. In July 2017 China
announced that it would restrict waste impacts, but the government did not know whether China would
actually do it and did not take the proactive response that was required at the time. This problem we
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have seen coming. It has been a failure of policy and leadership from the state government. That is
why we are in this mess at the moment.
Just back onto dangerous goods and toxic chemicals, given the risks of stockpiling and the record of
poor management of hazardous waste in this state it is now concerning that we are seeing potentially
a new industry in Victoria that is set to generate tens of thousands of tonnes of hazardous waste
annually. That industry is waste-to-energy incineration. Now, I want to make this clear—there are not
too many members in the chamber—waste-to-energy is just a no-go. I would plead with the
government when they are looking at what they can do to solve the waste crisis: waste-to-energy just
simply is not it. Do not go ahead with this.
There are now four major proposals for waste incinerators in Victoria that could potentially consume
our entire municipal and even some commercial waste streams without any further organic recyclable
waste being removed. These incinerators threaten to stop and stifle our shift to zero waste in the
circular economy by locking councils into long-term contracts for waste generation and not waste
reduction. I am aware of certain cases in the United States, if I am correct, where local municipalities
have actually been taken to court by the incinerators for not providing the amount of waste that they
were contractually obliged to provide. We do not need that sort of situation here in Victoria. Despite
being a signatory to the Stockholm Convention, committing us to phasing out these toxic, persistent
organic pollutants, we have now got plans to create a new and very large source of them. We know
that Lyndhurst is our only landfill that accepts large volumes of hazardous waste, and it is set to be full
in the coming years. With an incinerator operational for about 30 years, that is going to be tens of
thousands of tonnes of hazardous waste produced. Where is that going to go? What community is that
going to go into? Can we deal with that amount of waste? I would say no.
The fact is also that waste incinerators generate climate pollution. In some United States
Environmental Protection Authority studies and other studies across Europe they find that they are
more polluting than coal-fired power stations for energy output. Waste incineration is not a renewable
source of energy; it is an extractive industry that burns waste made from resources, primarily oil. Let
us not substitute one dirty practice for another. We have got to look at real solutions to get us out of
the waste crisis.
I think Victorians would absolutely be right in just thinking, ‘What is going on with the waste crisis
here in Victoria when tonnes of recycling is going to landfill?’. We have got around $400 million in
the Sustainability Fund, raised through a levy on household bins for this very purpose: to fix the waste
crisis. We have only really seen drip-feeding coming from the government—little bits here, little bits
there—without a holistic change to fix the waste crisis.
Just in the last sitting week we finally got a ban on single-use plastic bags. That is step one of many
steps. We need to go further in getting rid of those unnecessary single-use plastics. We need to get the
container deposit scheme working. Every single state and territory has either got a scheme or is
planning to do a scheme. That is incredible. It has the overwhelming support of the public as well.
Then there is organic waste recycling. Getting organics out of the waste stream will be a massive
benefit. Organics are some of the most polluting waste there is. We need kerbside organic waste, and
it should be the state government that takes the lead on that particular proposal, given the difficulties
individual councils have in actually making that financially viable. Some councils find it difficult
because of the number of flats and apartments they have got, so it should be state governments that
actually take the lead in that.
We need to set things like mandatory procurement targets. The government does have a social
procurement strategy, but we need mandatory targets in there for physical materials and also things
like food. So much food that is commercially viable is absolutely wasted and thrown out for various
reasons. Commercial companies do not want to put a different product on the shelves or because it is
a test product or something like that. The government needs to facilitate this so that that food does not
end up in landfill.
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Of course there is also the infrastructure investment needed to create a local recycling industry here in
Victoria. We could have a plastic recycling plant that could essentially take the remainder of our plastic
waste and recycle that here in Victoria. These measures need to be put in place. The previous speaker,
the member for Essendon, put forward a saying, ‘If you move in haste, you will have regrets later’.
Well, there is no chance of this government having regrets due to moving in haste, because they
certainly have not moved in great haste when it comes to this waste crisis. I think they are going to
regret taking their time on this.
I would urge the government to make sure that the Environment Protection Authority Victoria has
proper regulation in place for dangerous and toxic materials. Increased penalties are an element, but
they need to be properly enforced. Do not go ahead with any waste-to-energy incineration. We do not
need it here in Victoria. It is going in the wrong direction. Get on with fixing the waste crisis.
I would also point out, just in terms of waste-to-incineration, an open letter to the Premier and local
councils from a number of organisations, including the Boomerang Alliance, Zero Waste Victoria, the
National Toxics Network, Transform Waste, the Australian Conservation Foundation, Environment
Victoria, Cash for Containers, Environment East Gippsland and Plastic Bag Free Victoria. They are
all calling for:
… an urgent moratorium on any approvals, subsidies and support for all types of waste-to-energy incinerators,
which includes those using mass combustion, gasification, pyrolysis technologies and cogeneration projects
with the coal, paper and cement industry sectors … there are a number of large proposals being fast-tracked
without full environmental and human health impact assessment, and that assessment of their impact on
recycling now and in the future has been grossly inadequate.
Waste-to-energy incinerators are more polluting than coal and gas-fired power stations for energy output, they
generate tens of thousands of tonnes of hazardous waste in the form of ash each and every year, and threaten
to undermine our transition to a circular economy by locking in local councils to long-term contracts with the
same unsustainable linear model of resource extraction, production, single-use, waste generation and disposal
that has failed us for decades.

Waste incineration—waste-to-energy—is not the way to go. So many good proposals are on the table
now to fix the waste crisis. And do you know what? They could be implemented. The funds are there
to implement them. I urge the government to get on and do it.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (18:10): It gives me great pleasure to speak on this very important
bill. What underpins this intervention by our government is a range of things, including a strong
interest in environment protection, a strong interest in safeguarding the health of Victorians and a
strong interest in enshrining what is effectively a community licence that every business that operates
in this state and effectively the country is required to have. You do not have an unfettered right to
operate a business. You operate a business within the realms of what is both the law of the land that
you operate the business in and also the realm of community expectation, which is sometimes not
reflected in the law. That applies to a whole range of businesses, starting with your local cafe, and we
have seen wage theft by a whole range of hospitality businesses come to light. That is a matter of law,
but it is always a matter of community expectations and community licence. We have also seen the
loss of community licence with the big banks and the Financial Services Royal Commission. Whether
or not some of those matters will achieve prosecution through the courts for illegality, there is
definitely a loss of community licence. This is the issue we are grappling with over the stockpiles of
waste that have led to fires which have endangered the community.
There is an absolute need for government intervention when there is a loss of that community licence.
I think the member for Footscray’s description of the fire in Footscray that morning was so impactful
because she talked about it as a local and as someone who was at a vulnerable point in her life—about
to have a child. She was not only looking after her own welfare but also that of her unborn child at that
stage. She spoke about it as a local member very, very powerfully. That is the impact on waterways—
Stony Creek and a whole bunch of other community assets. It is not like a new car that gets written off
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and you can buy another one. Waterways are not that replaceable. So that impact that she described
was a significant impact. It really brought home why this intervention is required.
I just want to address some of the ill-informed comments from the other side. As the member for
Broadmeadows said, this is not a place for cheap shots. This is something for serious policymakers
and serious governments. We have a range of interventions in this space; this bill is just one of them.
What we are effectively trying to do with this bill is recognise that the penalty regime that currently
exists for people who manufacture, store and transport hazardous goods and do so in a way that
endangers the lives of individuals in the community is not sufficient. We have seen that. The penalties
are not sufficient as a deterrent and they are not sufficient in terms of proportionality to the impact that
offence can have on people and their lives.
We have seen the fires at Campbellfield and we have seen the fires at Coolaroo. They had huge safety
impacts, as the member for Footscray described it, for schools and school closures, for businesses, for
people and for firefighters on the front line—huge impacts. The current penalties are not sufficient.
We have seen penalties of $800 000 at the maximum end for body corporates, which is the highest
fine currently available. We have four-year imprisonment terms, which is the highest form of penalty,
in a sense, in the statute books at the moment. What we are seeking to do with this bill is extend that
to fines at the maximum end of $6.4 million for body corporates—a huge, huge difference from the
$800 000 fine which exists now—and 10-year imprisonment terms. That is a fine and a penalty regime
that is more like the regime that exists currently within the Crimes Act 1958 for conduct that places or
may place a person in danger of death. That is the standard that I think we expect and need in this area.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Order! The time has come for me to interrupt
business. I call the Clerk to ring the bells to call members to the joint sitting. The Assembly will resume
after the joint sitting has concluded, and the bells will ring again at that time.
Debate interrupted.
Sitting suspended 6.15 pm until 6.22 pm.
Debate resumed.
Mr DIMOPOULOS: As I was saying, the one thing we are doing with this legislation is
establishing a new offence of reckless conduct in respect of the manufacture, storage, transport, sale
or use of dangerous goods that place or may place a person in danger of death. As well as increasing
the penalty regime for the existing offences, we are creating a new offence to capture this kind of
conduct that endangers community safety and life.
As the member for Broadmeadows said, this is not a one-policy response approach. This is an entire
framework, and I will start with what the state has done: a legislative commitment and a financial
commitment to support the industry and leadership at a state level to support the industry to get through
this significant bump in the road and continue on with the safe and appropriate disposal of waste in
the appropriate form, whether it be recyclable or otherwise. Also we have, in my view, led the national
conversation, which culminated in a significant meeting of state and national leaders to effectively
come up with a national response.
This bill is just one part of a framework that this government is committed to to ensure recyclables
and waste are disposed of in an appropriate way, in an environmentally sound way and in a way that
preserves community safety. On top of that we have enhanced the powers of not only WorkSafe but
also the Environment Protection Authority Victoria. WorkSafe, for example, as others have said, have
undertaken more than 1600 inspections of dangerous goods sites. They have also issued
400 improvement notices. I remember speaking on a couple of bills in relation to the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria, both in terms of enhancing its governance and its enforcement powers
and also in supporting it through a significant investment. I cannot recall exactly, but it was somewhere
in the vicinity of $160 million-odd over the last couple of budgets of this government. This is the kind
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of action that this area needs. This is the kind of action that the community deserves and in fact asks
governments for.
On top of that, as the member for Broadmeadows talked about and the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change has talked about many, many times—as have others—we are trying to stimulate a
circular economy in relation to waste under a range of proposals that the government is considering. But
it is an opportunity for us to create what is effectively a market for waste, which leads to economic
opportunities in areas that we support—for example, job growth, local innovation in terms of technology
and a whole range of other benefits and spin-offs that come from creating a new industry or supporting
the creation of a new industry. This is the kind of conversation the Andrews Labor government is having
around these areas. It is not just the singular focus of the opposition. I think the member for Ovens Valley
talked about having penalties being a very poor outcome, or something to that effect, because they are
imposed after the fact. That is just one element of our response. In fact the inspections that I talked about,
the visits, the leadership that we have shown and the support that we have provided to the industry, SKM
and the councils to try and get over this road hump effectively come before the problem. They try to
avoid the problem. This legislation is one element in closing that loop.
I support the bill. I think it is a very important bill. As I said at the beginning of my contribution, it is
one that is needed. Government intervention is needed because the community has lost some respect
in relation to some of the industry players in this area for good reason—because they have acted in a
way that has endangered the lives of Victorians. This is where I talked about the loss of social licence
that comes with operating a business, and this is where the government has said, ‘No, this is not good
enough. We will institute an architecture that closes some of these loopholes effectively or ramps up
the pressure on the industry to behave in a way that is becoming of them and becoming of the safety
and health of Victorians’.
I commend the leadership of the Attorney-General and obviously the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. It is remarkable leadership given they were landed with something
that was not of their making, nor of this government’s making, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (18:27): I am so pleased I am able to make a contribution on the Dangerous
Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. This is because in my electorate of Lowan it has been
found that we have the largest ever illegal toxic waste dump in Victoria’s history. The reason that I
want to spend the majority of my contribution on the significant dump site is because when I have
listened to the Labor MPs who have been contributing to this debate, even though this bill is around
toxic waste dumps, there have been many that have mentioned the factory sites in Melbourne but not
one has bothered to mention the site in Kaniva, which has 50 million litres of toxic waste which is
threatening our local agricultural region. It is threatening our local waterways. It is threatening the
health of our local community. Even though we have got this on record, even though the government
is aware of this and even though we have got legislation that supposedly would deal with the matter,
the government is silent, and it is simply not good enough.
We have heard from various members about the impacts of the factory fires, and I honestly feel for
the people who live in those regions, because it is extraordinarily difficult to deal with the lack of a
Victorian system for how we manage toxic waste in this state. It is very, very similar to the recycling
crisis that we face in the state of Victoria at the moment in that the government over the past five years
knew that there was an issue around recycling, they knew there was an issue around the management
of toxic waste, and they refused to deal with it.
As a result, when it comes to toxic waste management in the state of Victoria we have seen the
development of a black market. There is no accountability or responsibility for the businesses who are
creating this waste to ensure that it is disposed of in a way which protects our people, our property,
our waterways and our agricultural regions. Unfortunately, due to the Labor government’s lack of
action in this area, we now have this mega deposit—this largest ever toxic waste dump in Victoria—
which is not being dealt with appropriately.
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I note that this bill has two main purposes. One is around increasing the penalties for various offences
to reflect the serious nature of those offences, and there is also the element of creating a new offence
for reckless conduct in respect of dangerous goods that endanger life. I would like to put this
framework on top of the Kaniva issue to see whether it would really make much of a difference.
The majority of this bill refers to activities which place a person in danger of death. While this is an
enormous toxic waste dump in Kaniva, it will not directly put a life at risk, and therefore the majority
of this bill does not actually deal with instances where people are dumping toxic waste in dugout pits
in areas of Victoria where there is not a high-density population. So the only element of this bill, which
is supposedly going to be this significant deterrent for people not to follow the acts of others and create
toxic waste dumps in remote areas of Victoria, is one element which is about endangering people,
property or the environment, which will result in an increase of penalty from $165 000, or four years
imprisonment, to $297 000, or five years imprisonment. Now, if nearly $200 000 and four years
imprisonment was not enough of a deterrent beforehand, there is absolutely no way that $300 000 or
five years imprisonment is going to act as a deterrent.
We are not dealing with this in a way which is going to make a fig of difference to people who live in
remote areas of Victoria where the greatest threat of toxic waste is the threat to our local environment.
It is the threat to our waterways, which we rely on to supply water for not just our communities but
also our agricultural regions. This is prime growing country through the Kaniva region. They have had
a great season this year; the crops are looking absolutely amazing. But we have got this worry in the
community of ‘What’s the impact of this waste?’.
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) have been absolutely dragging their feet when it
comes to dealing with this issue. That comes back to the government of the day and the minister of
the day. It is absolutely unacceptable that the EPA and the government first became aware of the site
at Kaniva in July 2018, over one year ago, and it was over a year before the EPA finally briefed the
community about it. They kept this secret from the community for over a year. Why did the
government insist on keeping this a secret when it poses such a significant risk to our local area and
our local productivity?
It is completely unacceptable how the government have dealt with it, and still the government are
dragging their feet, still there is no confirmation of when this site will finally be cleaned up. Fortunately
we have had some discussion in the media, and that got the EPA moving along a bit. I started asking
some questions. I have been speaking to the local community and helping them to vocalise their
concerns as well.
Fortunately it looks like we are seeing some action. Only last week—so well over a year since the
discovery of this site—the owner of the property was finally issued with a clean-up notice, but the
details still have not been made public about what the elements are around that and about the time
frames. I have asked about that. I had a briefing on Monday, and there was no information given at
that time—it was not available—as to what actions have been put on that owner so that we can provide
that vital information to the community. It has not really gone out anywhere, so the community has
not had the information to develop their own risk plans.
I was amazed when I spoke to the Kaniva community last week. There are adjacent landholders who
have significantly different amounts of information available to them. Some of them disclosed that the
EPA have actually taken action to bury some of the toxic waste because it is so flammable. It is
extraordinarily unbelievable that the EPA are dealing with an issue like that by actually burying waste
underground rather than taking the action that is required to remove it from the site and just say,
‘We’ve got to take care of this. We’ve got to take care of the environment. We’ve got a responsibility
to the environment, not a responsibility to a person who has form and history with other dump sites
around the state of Victoria’. In particular I believe there are up to 13 factories which they also own,
which has been the subject of other debate today.

BILLS
3308

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 11 September 2019

So why is Kaniva put last? Why is it that the further you live from Melbourne, the lower you are on
the list when it comes to this government dealing with your issues? This has an enormous impact on
Victoria’s productivity. We are a huge growing area. If this area is contaminated in any way at all, it
will have a huge impact on Victoria’s reputation as a growing region and also for the GDP. It is an
enormous risk to our region, and I demand that the government and the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change finally take this seriously. There are a range of questions which
must be answered by the minister but have not been answered by the minister. It is an enormous
priority, and this bill will not deal with it.
The locals want to know what is in this waste and how much there is. I am astounded that still the
community do not know how this toxic waste is stored. I believe that some is stored in 1000-litre
plastic drums and the rest of the waste is in 205-litre drums, which might be plastic but might be metal.
They might be corroded metal and leaking into the ground. We do not know.
The EPA have put bores down in the area. The bores go down into the aquifer, which is 60 metres
down. If any of this toxic waste leaches into the ground immediately below where it is buried, it could
go into our waterways, which flow directly into the Kaniva water supply. It needs to be dealt with
quickly, and the only way to appropriately deal with it quickly is to clean it up and get rid of the waste.
This is not something that needs to happen over some longer period of time; it needs to happen now,
and the government has accountability and responsibility for that.
I realise there are steps that need to be gone through, but I am absolutely astounded that it had to wait
for a year before a clean-up notice could be issued. I realise that the owner of the property was in
prison at the time, but what if they have been in prison for 20 years? What happens to the region then?
If the EPA are not going to take appropriate action to protect our region, protect our environment, then
what is their purpose? And if they have got a good purpose, why isn’t the minister holding them to
account? Why isn’t the minister holding them to the existing requirements, regulations, fines, penalties
and offences that are currently in place—because we are not seeing that at the moment?
We need to make sure that the community get answers and they get answers soon. I know there are a
number of questions, including: what is the waste, how much is there but most importantly when are
you going to clean it up? When is it going to be cleaned up? They also want to know why the EPA
took too long. That will be the subject of further investigations, I am quite sure.
I would like to say that I thoroughly support the amendments put forward by the member for Ferntree
Gully, in particular the requirement to note the address of premises and the quantity of dangerous
goods. There was a property sold adjacent to this land dump during the finding period—during the
period of the EPA knowing about it and when it was sold. This amendment really needs to be
supported by the government to make sure the community have transparency.
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (18:37): I am pleased to have the opportunity tonight to speak on the
Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. This is of course a very important bill
before the house, a bill that goes to the heart of safety and sends a strong and clear message to all
Victorians that this government will always prioritise community safety and the health and wellbeing
of residents.
I listened closely to contributions from the member for Broadmeadows and the member for Footscray.
I particularly want to echo their comments around the work of the emergency services, our MFB, SES
and Victoria Police, who have done a considerable amount of work in this space—work that indeed
in many instances they should not have had to do, work that certainly both the government and their
families would not have wanted them to do, but work that is of course required.
We know that dangerous and hazardous goods are produced by a large range of practices that do occur
on a regular basis in this state, but particularly important to this piece of legislation is how these
chemicals and hazardous materials are treated, how they are handled and how they are stored. This is,
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as I mentioned earlier, paramount to community safety and to the health and wellbeing of our
respective communities.
Broadly, as we evolve as a community, as we evolve as a state, as we evolve as a nation, there are
significant steps forward in science, in tech, in industry, in processing and in manufacturing.
Significant progress is certainly made each and every day. There are significant breakthroughs in all
of these industries, but ensuring that the government works hand in hand with these breakthroughs
and making sure that the industry in its entirety moves forward is particularly important. Unfortunately
what we see, Acting Speaker Blandthorn, as you so well know, is that there are steps that are missed.
There are those that do not follow the law. There are rogue operators. There are people that simply do
the wrong thing. This legislation is designed to deal with that cohort of people. This legislation is
designed of course to send a strong and powerful message to those that do the wrong thing that they
will be penalised for it—and rightly so.
This government believes in, invests in and wants to work hand in hand with industry and with
operators to create sound environmental policy and policy that works for all of our communities. As
our population grows significantly in this state—a really high rate of growth, more than
100 000 people per annum, with new communities moving into areas like my electorate, areas right
across the north, in the west, and in the south-east of the state we certainly know that through this
growth there are more and more communities coming to our growth corridors and coming to this
state—we need to make sure that planning and all government agencies are aware of exactly where
various items are going. But in recent times, as I have said, it is disappointing and disgraceful to see
in many cases that poor practices have resulted in threats to community safety.
We on this side of the house will not stand by whilst rogue operators store, manage and handle
hazardous wastes illegally. Chemicals that should not be stored in this way are stored in this way, and
a strong, rigorous compliance regime is needed to make sure that things are well and truly improved.
This bill beefs up the penalties that those that engage in poor practices receive. Disappointingly, we
have seen fires erupt in warehouses across Melbourne’s north because of the illegal stockpiling of
waste and dangerous goods. The member for Broadmeadows spoke about Campbellfield, not too far
from my home in Sunbury, and certainly to see those black plumes of smoke across the skyline, with
schools and businesses forced to shut down, was something that was very disappointing for
communities particularly in the north—and I certainly know, Acting Speaker, you would be familiar
with these areas—and for communities right across the state.
The benefit of living in Victoria, of living in this country, is of course that we enjoy a great natural
environment and a great way of living. These practices are threats to that way of living. What we see
are stress and trauma caused to communities by such events, and of course the fires that occurred with
the stockpiling of waste both at Coolaroo and Campbellfield were particularly concerning. This bill
delivers on a commitment to impose tough penalties for those that shirk their obligations to properly
handle and manage dangerous goods, and it is an important piece of legislation.
If I go specifically to the bill, it delivers on the government’s commitment to strengthen penalties
under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 and creates a new offence for reckless conduct in respect of the
manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or use of dangerous goods that places or may place a
person in danger of death. It increases penalties for various offences under the Dangerous Goods Act,
which reflects the seriousness of the offending, and it deters illegal activity and non-compliance with
requirements under the act.
Currently the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 regulates the handling, transport, manufacture, storage and
sale of substances that are corrosive, flammable, combustible, explosive, oxidising or water reactive
or have other hazardous properties. Common examples are flammable liquids like petrol, kerosene
and turpentine, corrosives, flammable gases and non-flammable gases—a whole range of in many
cases highly dangerous goods, highly dangerous chemical compounds that are a threat if they are not
handled properly.
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The member for Essendon spoke about the complexity in this space, and I think it is worth pausing
and reflecting on the various mixes of substances, of handling practices, of treatments, effectively, that
are used in this space. There is a lot of science behind the way these chemicals are looked after—or in
many cases not looked after—and this is why this piece of legislation is particularly important. We
know, and we have heard this evening, that WorkSafe is the relevant authority for the Dangerous
Goods Act 1985, and the regulation of dangerous goods is important in that space. We know that the
explosions, the fires, the serious injuries, the deaths and the large-scale damage have significant impact
on our communities—communities that expect and deserve better—and we know that stockpiling
these waste items poses a significant and unacceptable risk to the community.
I mentioned the first responders earlier in my contribution. I just want to once again say to all of those
who respond in these circumstances that we put on record our thanks and appreciation for everything
that you do, not just in this area but right across the state, right across each and every community in
the city, in the growth corridors, in the regions and in the country. The government must acknowledge
the work that is done and say thank you to all of those members of the emergency services that do
such important work. Those workers and all communities deserve a suite of safeguards, of reforms,
that continue to protect communities each and every day. We know that operators not only put the risk
of communities at play but also the risk of workers. The risk that improper practices create for workers
every day cannot be overstated, and it is critical that operators take their obligations seriously. We
know that 13 sites have been identified as requiring clean-up by the task force, and so far
6.8 million litres of dangerous goods have been removed from these sites.
It is clear that this is an important piece of legislation. It goes a long way to ensuring that those that
want to do the wrong thing receive a strong and powerful message that it is not acceptable in this state.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (18:48): I am very pleased to speak in support of the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. The Dangerous Goods Act 1985, which this bill amends,
regulates the handling, transport, manufacture, storage, sale and use of substances that are corrosive,
flammable, combustible, explosive, oxidising or water reactive or have other hazardous properties.
We have become acutely aware of the damage that can occur from the stockpiling of dangerous goods
through the recent fires in Melbourne’s west and north, which I will speak more about shortly, because
it is these fires, along with the known sites of current stockpiling and the enormous risk to community
safety and the environment that they pose, that have highlighted the need for greater deterrence
measures and have indeed led to this bill. Everyone who has spoken on this bill agrees the current
situation is not good enough. This bill is a step in addressing those shortfalls, and the provisions in this
bill will ensure that those who flout the dangerous goods laws will receive a serious penalty that
reflects the seriousness of their contraventions and thereby provides much greater deterrence than is
currently the case.
The bill creates a new reckless conduct offence for those that engage in reckless conduct relating to
dangerous goods that places or may place another person in danger of death. This offence will be the
most serious offence under the act, and it will attract a maximum penalty of up to 10 years
imprisonment or approximately $620 000 for individuals or $6.6 million for a body corporate.
The bill also increases the maximum penalties for offences relating to the storage and transportation
of goods, and it increases the fines for failing to comply with the direction of a WorkSafe inspector
and for several other offences of failing to comply with duties under the Dangerous Goods Act. I
welcome these increased penalties because they provide greater deterrence and because they much
better reflect the gravity of the risks posed by these actions. As a result I would hope that we do not
see any more chemical stockpiles in our suburbs.
I was particularly motivated to speak on this bill as my electorate is one that has these chemical
stockpiles. Those who manufacture, store, transport, transfer, sell or use dangerous goods have a duty
to keep their workers, the community and the environment safe. The mishandling of these goods poses
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a real threat to our community, as we saw all too well in the recent fires in Melbourne’s north and
west, including West Footscray, Campbellfield and Epping. These fires were caused by the stockpiling
of various types of waste, including dangerous goods, and posed a serious risk to community safety
and the environment.
In August last year the devastating fire at the illegal dump site in Somerville Road in West Footscray
brought Melbourne’s western suburbs to a standstill. This was one of the worst industrial blazes in
Victoria in decades. It burnt for days, it contaminated the nearby Stony Creek and it forced the closure
of local schools and businesses. Then in April a Campbellfield warehouse stockpiled with dangerous
chemical waste erupted into another industrial blaze. This saw plumes of black smoke covering the
northern suburbs and drifting as far south as Melbourne’s CBD. One hundred and seventy-five
firefighters battled this highly toxic fire for days. Buildings and vehicles were turned into fireballs,
chemical drums were sent flying above the warehouse and two young workers were hospitalised. One
of those workers, who received serious burns, is believed to have been injured when a chemical drum
he was carrying exploded. Firefighters reported experiencing illnesses including nosebleeds, lung
infections, skin rashes and memory loss after being exposed to the highly toxic smoke and other
contaminants that are produced by the burning of chemicals such as solvents, paints and inks. It is
completely outrageous that the safety of others is put at such risk by these rogue operators flouting the
current laws and creating deathtraps in our suburbs.
There have been other fires resulting from waste stockpiles as well as a number of sites at risk of
potential fires where stockpiling has occurred. In December last year warehouse properties in Epping
and Campbellfield were found to be packed to the rafters with industrial-sized bins and drums
containing more than 1.5 million litres of chemical waste. All of these sites pose a very real risk of
being the next toxic blaze. The clean-up of these sites is underway, but it is a very challenging task
that will take many months.
The resources of regulators have been stretched following the discovery of a further three warehouses
in Craigieburn. These sites, containing bulk containers of chemical waste, were identified by
WorkSafe in March this year, and since that time security guards have been camped out at the site and
local firefighters and authorities are permanently on high alert. The sites are less than a kilometre from
homes and about 2 kilometres from the Merri Creek, which runs through most of the northern suburbs
and feeds into the Yarra River. I am pretty familiar with that particular site because it happens to be
very close to an early voting centre in the November 2018 election. There are a number of businesses
in that area. There are hundreds of workers, and the safety of all of them and the surrounding
environment is at risk due to the actions of these rogue operators.
There are 13 sites in Melbourne’s north containing stockpiles of chemical waste. They have no
manifests of the dangerous goods stored on the premises, no emergency plans, inadequate fire
protection and no spill protection, and the premises are not fit for purpose. The removal of the
chemicals will take months, and all of the sites require 24-hour security, atmospheric monitoring and
spill containment measures.
The Minister for Workplace Safety said in April that she hoped to have legislation before the
Parliament by the end of the year to increase penalties. This bill does that, and it delivers on the
commitment made by this government to crack down on people who flout dangerous goods laws and
to strengthen penalties under the Dangerous Goods Act.
The stockpile at the Campbellfield warehouse, where there was that toxic blaze, included
450 000 litres of chemical waste.
There are 13 sites in Melbourne’s north containing stockpiles of chemical waste. It is estimated that
up to 16 million litres of chemical waste is stored on these 13 properties. So far around 6.8 million
litres of dangerous goods have been removed. This is very disturbing. The serious risk to community
safety and the environment posed by these stockpiles is massive.
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Those who engage in reckless conduct in relation to dangerous goods, those who endanger health and
safety, property or the environment, and those who contravene the directions of the regulator ought to
receive penalties that reflect the serious risks that are posed by their conduct. And these penalties ought
to be serious enough to provide a significant deterrent to others. Whilst these penalties do not apply
retrospectively to the sites already identified, this bill sends a very clear message that conduct that puts
lives at risk will not be tolerated. What is particularly concerning about the Campbellfield blaze and
what makes it really clear that the current penalties provide little deterrence is that stockpiled on the
site was more than three times the amount of chemical waste allowed under the licence, inspections
had occurred and the regulator had issued a clean-up order weeks earlier and the day before the fire
the regulator was there again and did another inspection and nothing had changed. The stockpile
remained and the regulator’s directions were ignored.
We all know that these stockpiles are incredibly dangerous. I did hear mentioned earlier in the debate
that Melburnians or Victorians ought to know where these properties are, that they have a right to
know. To a degree I agree with that. They need to know if they are in their suburbs, but I do have a
concern with identifying the addresses of those premises. These premises are under 24-hour
surveillance for a reason. We do not want people tramping around those premises when they are
incredibly volatile.
That worker who was carrying a drum that exploded was not throwing it around. These chemicals are
so volatile that entering those premises and disturbing them can cause death. That is why these sites
take months and months and months to clear. One of the workplace inspectors said that clearing these
premises was like a game of Jenga, which as members would know involves very carefully removing
one piece at a time and hoping that the rest does not come tumbling down.
So we do need to send a very strong message, and I believe this bill does send a very strong message.
It is not the only message that we are sending; it is part of a range of measures that are being put in
place because the current circumstances cannot continue. It is not good enough. We have to stamp out
these rogue operators, and we also need to make sure that the current sites where there are stockpiled
chemicals are cleaned up and that our suburbs remain safe. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (18:58): I rise to speak briefly on the Dangerous Goods Amendment
(Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. It is a bill that the opposition is not going to be opposing. I rise to speak
in support of the amendments proposed by the member for Ferntree Gully. I note the comments made
by the member for Yuroke, and she is absolutely right: rogue operators are a danger to residents’
health, to their safety, to property in our various electorates and indeed to the environment. The
member for Yuroke could not have made a better case for supporting the member for Ferntree Gully’s
amendments.
It is very true to say that all of these issues, including the safety of others, are very, very important, but
it is most important that people know the sort of dangers that are potentially next door to them, around
the corner or in their backyards. If the member for Yuroke and indeed the members on the other side
of the house are willing to say later on tomorrow when we reach the guillotine that they will not support
the amendments proposed by the member for Ferntree Gully, what they are saying loud and clear to
their constituents is, ‘You don’t have a right to know. We don’t want you to know the dangers that are
being posed by these rogue operators. We don’t want you to know that your health is in danger. We
don’t want you to know that your safety is in danger. We don’t want you to know that properties
around you are at risk of significant contamination. We don’t want you to know that your local
environment can be damaged by these rogue operators’.
So I would say that the member for Yuroke and indeed other members here have made a very strong
case for supporting the member for Ferntree Gully’s amendments. I hope that we do see the
government move to make the amendments that should be made because it is very important and. as
I said, our constituents should know if these dangers are in their backyards.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am required under sessional orders to interrupt business now. The
member may continue his speech when the matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Adjournment
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (19:00): (1148) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for the minister to ensure that there
is a viable and long-term sustainable waste and recycling strategy for the Knox community. I have
received some very concerning correspondence from the mayor of the City of Knox, Cr Jake Keogh,
in which the council have requested advocacy by members of Parliament on behalf of their residents
regarding waste and recycling matters concerning the Knox community.
Council actually went to the effort of calling a special council meeting and passed a motion which puts
forward a request for the state government to work with industry to increase the sorting capacities of
various facilities; to provide leadership between all levels of government, industry, business and the
community to deliver solutions and actions to strengthen and provide sustainability to their recycling
system; to provide positive action towards a circular economy for waste and recycling; to strengthen
the recycling industry to provide high levels of transparency in order to support future recyclables
disposal contracts; and not to apply the landfill levy to the disposal of recyclables to landfill,
particularly where councils do not have a viable alternative or a contract in place.
Some of the reasoning behind the concerns raised by the Knox City Council include insufficient
infrastructure and recycling processing services in Victoria, which has resulted in recent service
capacity issues, including recycling going to landfill. The government needs to show strong leadership
and deliver a whole-of-government approach as the waste and resource recovery sector is impacted
by numerous government portfolios, not just the environment portfolio. The portfolios of regional
development; jobs, innovation and trade; roads; small business; training and skills; and energy,
environment and climate change are all impacted in some way or another.
Sustainable procurement principles and practices need to be reviewed and implemented across all
levels of government. Consumers need more information about what happens to their recycling. They
need to know about the various types of material that can be recycled, where their recycled materials
end up and what the future use of their recycled materials could be. I think very strong leadership on
this could be shown by purchasing products such as those made by Replas, which is converting
recyclable products into plastic furniture and the like which is used around the state.
Knox City Council has taken the extraordinary action of writing to members of Parliament and calling
for advocacy on their behalf—on behalf of ratepayers—to the government to take action, to show
leadership and to do something about this important crisis that is affecting us with regard to waste and
recycling as it affects residents in Knox and across the state.
STRATHMORE SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (19:03): (1149) I would like to raise an adjournment matter tonight for
the Minister for Education, and the action I seek is that the minister come out to Strathmore Secondary
College and officially open the renovations at the college when they are completed.
Strathmore Secondary College is a wonderful school. It has got an enormous amount of goodwill and
support from the local community. I am really thrilled and pleased that in the May budget last year the
government made a significant commitment of in excess of $13 million to rebuild Strathmore
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Secondary College. This work has been undertaken, and it has been fantastic to be out on site and to
see the works currently underway. I would be delighted if the minister could come out and officially
open these renovations once they are completed.
GIPPSLAND AGRICULTURAL GROUP
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (19:04): (1150) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Agriculture in the other place, and the action I seek is financial support for the Gippsland Agricultural
Group, which is doing some very outstanding work in East Gippsland in relation to dealing with the
current drought.
To explain what is going on there I have to provide a bit of history, and some of the history is around
crop and soil trials that they are engaged with and that they are having considerable success with. To
date the trial work that has been done has been under the banner of Southern Farming Systems, but they
are an entity that is based in western Victoria and they have suggested a local group take it over, hence
the formation of the Gippsland Agricultural Group. It is made up of a number of local farmers who are
doing some terrific work, and they are doing a lot of trial work on 10 hectares at the moment. They have
had considerable success in growing a whole range of species. They cross-sow these species into their
normal pastures, which gives them a little bit of a bet each way. If it stays dry, these crops grow; if it
rains, their pasture takes over. It is sort of like an investment in the future in drier years.
They are in discussions to take over an adjoining 100 hectares and this will allow a lot more trials in a
whole lot of areas, including livestock, crops and grain, pasture and of course soils. The addition of
this 100 hectares will allow them to conduct these trials, but they need the infrastructure to go with
that. The Shire of East Gippsland and the Shire of Wellington have been in discussions with this group.
They have made the right noises in relation to supporting them. Their total bill for the upgrade is
$300 000, and I am requesting that this government, given our area is in very significant drought at
the moment, provide $150 000 to the Gippsland Agricultural Group towards their overall objective
because some farmers in our local area are already benefiting very, very significantly from the great
work that they have done in relation to their trials. But they have really only touched the tip of the
iceberg, for want of a better expression.
If the government can see its way clear to supporting this group in the rather groundbreaking efforts
that they are undertaking at the moment, that would be very, very well received by our local
community. The drought support there to date, I must say, compared to New South Wales has not
been great at all, and this is one small investment that this government could make that would make a
big difference to the farmers in that community to allow them to grow their crops in these drier
conditions that we are experiencing at the moment.
MELTON ELECTORATE BUS SERVICES
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (19:07): (1151) I direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is for the minister to come to my electorate to launch the new bus route
recently announced and discuss how reliable public transport can deliver for my constituents.
The Melton electorate is a growth suburb with a quickly growing population. As new residents move
into the area there is an impact on the existing transport infrastructure. The Andrews Labor
government recently announced that it will invest in new bus routes, with contracts being awarded to
Sita Buslines. With this announcement Melton will soon receive the new bus route 454 while also
making alterations to route 459.
Route 454 will run between Melton and the new Cobblebank station with services every 40 minutes
seven days a week, providing more public transport options for local residents. This new service will
help get students to schools within short walking distance of the bus route. These include Staughton
College, Al Iman College, Melton Christian College, St Anthony’s Primary School and Melton South
Primary School. Anyone driving or living in these areas knows that they are heavily impacted by
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congestion, so the ability to remove any cars from the road by providing reliable public transport will
go some way towards reducing congestion in this area. With the addition of this service, the route 459
bus service will be realigned with an increase to 30-minute services in peak times to get more locals to
more areas. This route connects the communities of Melton West and Melton South with important
areas in Melton such as the Woodgrove Shopping Centre.
These new routes come as the Labor government gets on with building the Ballarat line upgrade which
will deliver much-needed extra services during peak times and trains every 40 minutes off-peak to
service growing communities in Melbourne’s outer west and Ballarat. The new Cobblebank station
will cater to the new suburbs around Melton, which have seen a rapid increase in population, while
the project will also allow for the future electrification of the line from Melbourne to Melton.
The pressure placed on growing suburbs using older public transport systems can be difficult for
constituents. Congestion is an issue that is raised with me on a regular basis. Will the minister come
to my electorate to launch these new services and discuss how reliable public transport can deliver for
my constituents and help relieve the pressure of congestion?
AURA VALE LAKE PARK
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (19:09): (1152) My adjournment matter today is to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and I ask the minister for a very simple action: to respond
to a letter sent to her office on 18 March this year. The minister has decided to ignore this particular
issue about Aura Vale Lake Park, which is one of the parks within the Gembrook electorate. It is a
park that the government, rather than act on, has decided to close. There has been graffiti at the park,
there has been damage and there have been people hanging out through the park that obviously, we
will say, should not be there.
With the population growth through the south-east it is vital that open areas like this remain open. We
have got a group down there who would be more than happy to help out and offer their time voluntarily
to maintain some of the parts of the park, but the problem is they cannot get any support from the
government. They have tried to contact the minister’s office but with no response from anyone. We
wrote to the minister’s office on a couple of occasions, including, as I said, so long ago—that was
before the start of the footy season and we are now in the finals. The minister has been so lazy and
will not respond to this because she knows that it is an issue that she is ignoring. The minister has seen
the overgrowth of what is happening through the environment there and has closed off a park that is
so important to my local community. Our local community want to see that come back on board.
I would like to offer the minister—I note the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
is at the table today—that we can table the letter that we did and also the photos that have been taken.
I seek leave to table all of these documents in relation to what has happened with this.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The time for tabling documents has passed, but you can make them
available at a later date.
Mr BATTIN: I will make them available straight after this. Actually I will hand them across to the
minister if she would like them, because it is our letter that originally went there and it is also in relation
to the photos, where we have got graffiti, urinals that are destroyed and items stuffed down toilets that
have blocked them. The environmental impact of this is absolutely horrific, and what it has done is it
has stopped families using a park that was so popular through the Gembrook electorate. It used to have
so many people go through there to use the barbecues and use other facilities, and now we see it closed
because this minister is asleep at the wheel and has failed to identify some of the issues in Parks Victoria.
HUME TENNIS AND COMMUNITY CENTRE
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:11): (1153) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Local
Government, and the action I seek is for the minister to provide me with an update on the delivery of
the Hume Tennis and Community Centre play space upgrade. This project is being supported by the
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government’s Growing Suburbs Fund and will provide a great new play area that young people of all
abilities and ages can enjoy. More than $13.7 million has been invested into the Hume municipality
for 11 projects through the first three rounds of the Growing Suburbs Fund, including the Arena
Recreation Reserve pavilion that I had the pleasure of touring with the minister last month. This new
play space will also be a welcome new addition to the Craigieburn community, and I look forward to
hearing from the minister regarding its delivery. I would also like to thank my work experience student,
Tahlia Freeman-Morton, for preparing this adjournment matter for me. It was a pleasure to have her
in the office.
BIRRALEE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr GUY (Bulleen) (19:12): (1154) My adjournment matter tonight is to the Minister for
Education, and I seek action in relation to a number of deficiencies at the Birralee Primary School in
Doncaster. I have been contacted by a number of concerned parents as they have raised issues with
the minister via letter. They are hoping he can respond to them. I want to place those issues on the
record, because the school is a very good school. It is not suffering from just population pressures; it
is suffering from popularity pressure because it is a very, very good school with a very good reputation
and a very good principal and of course teaching staff as well. In 2014 the student enrolment was 188.
In September 2019 it is now 536. As you can imagine, numerous portables have been put in place to
accommodate this growth, but it clearly is not enough. I have received their correspondence that I want
to put on the record, and I ask the minister to act upon these concerns.
The first one the school parents raise is around a bigger hall and new gymnasium, which the school is
technically eligible for. The current hall cannot hold 536 students plus teachers and parents. The
importance of creating a whole school relationship, both junior and senior schools combined, is such
an important factor in education and teaches students to appreciate each other and their achievements
no matter how old they are and what grade they are in. They should all be able to be given the
opportunity to show their self-worth and accomplishments to each other, not just their junior or senior
year levels. Families of students in all grades should be able to share in these moments together. The
parents ask: why should a child in senior school miss out on an achievement that their sibling has
experienced in a junior level or vice versa? They would like to give their students, teachers and parents
the opportunity to enjoy the many benefits of whole-school activities in all types of weather.
The second area they would like addressed is the sports oval. As previously stated, with a current
enrolment of 536 the oval they have is, especially in winter time, a mud mess. The students are unable
to participate in any school sports activities due to the quality of the oval. They are seeking an artificial
grassed oval, which would allow the students to use the area all year round without the worry of student
injury.
The third is very important, and it is around the number of student toilets. Currently in the junior toilets
there are two cubicles and one urinal in the boys and four toilets—one being an ambulant toilet—for
the girls. In the senior toilets there are four cubicles for the girls, none of them being ambulant, and
two boys cubicles and one urinal. This is incredibly unsatisfactory considering there are now
536 students enrolled at the school and in total there are 12 private cubicles and two urinals. That is
unsatisfactory, and I ask the minister to please—please—address these parents’ concerns and act on
the issues they have raised.
MELBOURNE POLYTECHNIC
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (19:15): (1155) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Training and Skills and Minister for Higher Education in the other place. The action that I seek is that
the minister accompany me to the Fairfield campus of Melbourne Polytechnic to meet with students
and staff at this wonderful institution.
The Northcote electorate is serviced by two campuses of Melbourne Polytechnic, with the Preston
campus sitting just to the north and the Fairfield campus nestled down near the Yarra. On a day when
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many members have commented on the catastrophes inflicted on the people of Victoria by the Kennett
government, it is perhaps very timely that I talk about the Fairfield campus of Melbourne Polytechnic,
for it was the Bracks government in 2001 that breathed new life into the buildings that the TAFE
campus now occupies after the Kennett government shut down what was the Fairfield Infectious
Diseases Hospital in 1996, a facility that was a genuine world leader when it came to the testing and
treatment of HIV/AIDS—but I digress.
I am proud of Melbourne Polytechnic and what it has become. I am also very proud of what the
Andrews Labor government has done for TAFE—saving TAFE from the very dire position that those
opposite put it in. The Fairfield campus is home to horticulture, creative arts and performing arts
programs, and while comparatively it is a small campus, to some degree the Fairfield campus of
Melbourne Polytechnic is emblematic of exactly how important this government’s free TAFE
initiative is.
I know that the success of the program has brought challenges—and my office has helped some of my
constituents through them—and I know that the government and the minister are acting constantly to
improve the experience. As the minister spoke about recently, more than 25 000 students have
commenced training in free TAFE courses across Victoria in the first half of this year—a 92 per cent
increase in commencements in these courses compared to last year—but importantly 57 per cent of
those students are women. Free TAFE courses in traditionally male-dominated courses, such as
horticulture run out of Fairfield, have experienced a doubling of female commencements. The benefits
to the broader community and to the broader economy of women’s participation in these industries
cannot be denied, so these statistics make me profoundly proud.
I am also very heartened by another free TAFE offering at the Fairfield campus, and that is the
certificate IV in child, youth and family intervention. Free TAFE is for priority courses, and there can
be no greater priority than this. We know that we need more workers skilled in child and youth support
along with family violence prevention and support workers. Free TAFE is quintessential Labor policy.
TAFE removes barriers, TAFE provides pathways and TAFE can be transformative. I welcome the
minister to accompany me to the Fairfield campus of Melbourne Poly to see the amazing work done
and the fantastic results of the free TAFE program.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19:18): (1156) I raise a matter of importance for the attention of the
Minister for Education. The action I seek is for the minister to provide urgent capital funding for
schools in the Forest Hill district. As I have raised in this place many, many times, several of the
schools in the Forest Hill district are in dire need of funding for infrastructure improvements.
There are 21 schools in the Forest Hill district, 17 of which are state schools. Many of these state
schools are in desperate need of significant infrastructure works—for example, Vermont Primary
School, Vermont Secondary College, Orchard Grove Primary School, Livingstone Primary School,
Highvale Primary School and Camelot Rise Primary School, just to name a few. I have not got time
in this contribution to list all the infrastructure deficiencies at these individual schools. I have
repeatedly called on the government to provide funding to enable these schools, all of which are high
performing and in demand, to improve their facilities and provide a satisfactory environment for
students to learn and staff to work. Sadly for my community, the numerous deficiencies in the various
schools’ buildings that have previously been brought to the attention of the minister have been ignored.
I am regularly contacted by school council members and various school parents who provide me with
updates about the ongoing infrastructure issues at their schools. I also again note that prior to the last
state election the Liberal-Nationals coalition committed to provide capital funding of $4.8 million for
Vermont Primary School, $2.2 million for Orchard Grove Primary School and $250 000 for
Livingstone Primary School. However, with Labor governments being in power in Victoria for 16 of
the last 20 years, it is clear that schools in the Forest Hill district have largely been ignored. Thankfully
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during the coalition’s four years of government, millions of dollars were spent on infrastructure
improvements at Forest Hill schools.
I yet again call on the minister to provide the necessary funding to enable the aforementioned state
schools, as well as the other state schools in the Forest Hill district, to undertake the desperately needed
infrastructure works that are required. I look forward to receiving a satisfactory response from the
Minister for Education containing favourable consideration of this request and indicating when the
capital funding will be provided.
ELTHAM ELECTORATE WRITERS
Ms WARD (Eltham) (19:20): (1157) My matter is for the Minister for Creative Industries, and the
action I seek is for the minister to visit my local community and have a chat with local writers. I know
the minister is well aware of the depth of creative talent in my community—writers such as Alan
Marshall and Judith Rossell, playwright David Williamson and filmmakers like Tim Burstall, and of
course my community is home to Montsalvat and the late Sigmund and Sebastian Jörgensen. The
creative industries are very important to my community and as an industry is a strong contributor to
our local economy. I see the member for Yan Yean here. It is the same for her. I ask the minister to
come to my electorate and share a cup of tea with my local writers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I call the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change to
respond to the members for Ferntree Gully and Gembrook and to refer matters raised by other
members to relevant ministers.
RESPONSES
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (19:21): I thank the member for Knox and also the member for Gembrook for their
adjournment matters raised tonight. I will be very pleased to look into these matters and ensure that
they get a speedy response to the matters they have raised. I will make sure that is provided to them,
as I said, as soon as possible.
With respect to other matters for various ministers: the matters raised by the members for Essendon,
Bulleen and Forest Hill to the Minister for Education are matters to do with Strathmore Secondary
College, Birralee school in Doncaster and generally school funding; I will make sure that the Minister
for Education receives those matters for a response. For the member for Gippsland East, for the
Minister for Agriculture, I certainly will raise the matter regarding funding for the Gippsland
agriculture group.
From the member for Melton to the Minister for Public Transport with respect to a new bus route, I will
refer that matter on appropriately. From the member for Yuroke for the Minister for Local Government
with respect to an update on the Hume tennis centre play space; from the member for Northcote for the
Minister for Training and Skills and Minister for Higher Education, a request with respect to Fairfield
campus of Melbourne Polytechnic; and lastly, from the member for Eltham for the Minister for Creative
Industries, I will pass on the request for a visit to meet with some of the local writers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The house now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.23 pm.
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Joint sitting of Parliament
SENATE VACANCY
Members of both houses met in Assembly chamber at 6.18 pm.
The CHAIR (Hon. SL Leane): Order! I now invite proposals from members for the appointment
of a person to hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator the Honourable
Mitch Fifield.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier): I propose:
That the Honourable Sarah Henderson hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of
Senator the Honourable Mitch Fifield.

The Honourable Sarah Henderson is willing to hold the vacant place if chosen. In order to satisfy the
joint sitting as to the requirements of section 15 of the commonwealth constitution, I also declare that
I am in possession of advice from the acting state director of the Liberal Party of Australia that the
nominee is the selection of the Liberal Party of Australia, the party previously represented in the Senate
by Senator Fifield.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition): I am delighted to second the proposal.
The CHAIR: Are there any further proposals?
As there is only one person who has been proposed, I declare that the Honourable Sarah Henderson
has been chosen to hold the place in the Senate rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator the
Honourable Mitch Fifield. I will advise the Governor accordingly.
I now declare the joint sitting closed.
Proceedings terminated 6.19 pm.

