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Thursday, 12 September 2019
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 9.32 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (09:33): 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.
Joint sitting of Parliament
SENATE VACANCY
The SPEAKER (09:33): I wish to advise the house that yesterday this house met with the
Legislative Council to fill the Senate vacancy following the resignation of Senator the Honourable
Mitch Fifield. The Honourable Sarah Henderson was duly chosen.
Petitions
Following petitions presented to house by Clerk:
AUSSIE FARMS
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This Petition of residents in the State of Victoria draws attention of the house to the urgent need for stronger
protection of law-abiding farmers and requests:
1.

Aussie Farms status as a charitable organisation be revoked

2.

The Aussie farms website that exposes farming families and threatens their property and the wellbeing
of livestock be shut down

3.

Stronger legal protections to appropriately penalise aggressive protesters and trespassers who threaten
or encourage damage to property or incite trespass and biosecurity breaches.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (281 signatures).
GOVERNMENT BANKING
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This Petition of residents in the State of Victoria draws the attention of the house to the urgent need to reverse
the Labor Government’s mandate for all State Government organisations including hospitals, schools and
cemetery trusts to close local bank accounts and move their money to a centralised government account with
Westpac Sydney branch.
Local money should be held in local bank branch accounts. This will help to ensure ‘big four’ banks in our
smaller communities stay open to retain jobs and local services, and to support Community Banks to donate
vital funds to local community groups, sporting clubs and hospitals.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (30 signatures).
BAIMBRIDGE COLLEGE
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This Petition of residents in the State of Victoria draws the attention of the House to concerns regarding the
failure of the Andrews’ Labor Government to fund the redevelopment of Hamilton’s Baimbridge College.
The petition requests that the Andrews Labor Government immediately provide funding to enable
redevelopment and site consolidation works at Hamilton’s Baimbridge College to support its students, staff
and the wider school community.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (145 signatures).
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WESTERN VICTORIA PUBLIC TRANSPORT
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the State of Victoria draws to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the
lack of public transport services in Western Victoria.
We note that the Andrew’s Labor Government has recently increased travel times and cut services to Western
Victoria, making public transport less accessible for our local people.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria ensure an appropriate level of
investment is made to improve public transport services in western Victoria.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (76 signatures).
WESTERN VICTORIA ROADS
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This Petition of the residents of the District of Lowan draws the attention of the House to strong
community support for the urgent need to increase investment in our State rural and regional roads
in Western Victoria, noting:
1.

Failure to maintain road surfaces to a safe standard presents an unnecessary and unacceptable danger to
local families, commercial drivers and other commuters using our rural and regional roads;

2.

Families and businesses suffer financially when roads are not maintained to a safe standard, through
physical damage to vehicles and decreased fuel efficiency due to fluctuating speeds to avoid potholes
and other road damage;

3.

Disappointment that the Andrews Labor Government have dismantled the $160m Country Roads and
Bridges program, which helped to keep rates down by supporting Local Government to maintain priority
local roads in their community;

4.

The Andrews Labor Government Forward Estimates indicate a cut to the VicRoads repairs and
maintenance budget of $375m per year, to a mere $125m per year for the State, which is deemed
insufficient for the road works required.

The petitioners therefore call on the Andrews Labor Government to provide immediate and urgent
funding for rural and regional roads in Western Victoria.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (209 signatures).
WARRACKNABEAL EDUCATION PRECINCT
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This Petition of residents in the State of Victoria draws the attention of the House to the need for urgent
funding to allow consolidation of the Warracknabeal Special School, Secondary College and Primary School
on the one site.
The petition requests that the Andrews Labor Government immediately provide funding to enable the
Warracknabeal Education Precinct to be completed for the direct benefit of students and their teachers.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (368 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions lodged by member for Lowan be considered next day on motion of
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains).
Documents
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Freedom of Information Act 1982—Professional Standards under s 6V
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—Documents under s 16B in relation to the Freedom of Information
Act 1982—Professional Standards
Surveillance Devices Act 1999—Report 2018–19 under s 30L.
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Motions
EAST–WEST LINK
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (09:36): I seek to move by leave:
That this house:
(1) opposes the Andrews Labor government’s decision to reject the $4 billion offered by the federal
Morrison coalition government for the construction of the east–west link, despite it being clearly listed
as a high-priority project by Infrastructure Australia and also supported by Infrastructure Victoria;
(2) notes that the proposed North East Link, while an important addition to Victoria’s road network, will
exacerbate existing city-bound traffic congestion on the Eastern Freeway, making construction of east–west
link even more important;
(3) calls on the Andrews Labor government to negotiate with the federal government in good faith and
proceed with the east–west link without further delay.

Leave refused.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, because of all of the constant interjections from the other
side of the house I could not hear the Leader of the Opposition. Could I ask you to have him read it
out again please?
The SPEAKER: Order! I did hear the Leader of the Opposition’s motion, and I do note that there
were interjections across the Leader of the Opposition though—the Leader of the Nationals is right—
from both sides of the house. I ask members to keep their voices down so we can hear people who are
speaking in the chamber.
Mr M O’BRIEN: I am not sure that my voice could actually do it a second time, so I appreciate
the support of my colleague.
Business of the house
ADJOURNMENT
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (09:37):
I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 15 October 2019.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
MAIN STREET, MORNINGTON
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (09:38): Today I raise for the ninth time in the house the conflict
between pedestrians and traffic at the southern end of Main Street in Mornington. Throughout the
course of the last Parliament I requested action from the then Minister for Roads to prevent the very
real possibility of a fatality in this location. While works have been undertaken, including the
reconstruction of a pedestrian refuge, the new construction of another and the introduction of a
40-kilometre-an-hour speed limit, the situation remains highly dangerous. Traffic counts taken over
three years from 2016 suggest the average daily volume on the street is 18 000 vehicles per day.
One of the elements that is not recognised in that simple figure is that most of that traffic occurs during
business hours. As a local, given the traffic volume I would not try to enter Main Street during business
hours in a vehicle without the assistance of traffic lights, let alone cross it on foot. However, when I
leave the office at 7.30 at night the street is empty. The fact is that the overwhelming majority of those
18 000 vehicles travel down the street between 8.30 am and 5.30 pm, exactly when people are trying
to cross. Recent works have helped, but the high risk of a death or serious injury remains. I implore
the current minister to look at this issue with fresh eyes, find the money to construct a crossing or, if
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necessary, make a submission to the Expenditure Review Committee of Cabinet to fund these urgently
needed works.
R U OK? DAY
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (09:39): Today is R U OK? Day, a time when we are asked to pause and reflect
on our own and others’ mental health and wellbeing. We are asked to check on family, friends,
workmates and those around us. Workplaces, schools, sports clubs and families across the state and
the nation are increasingly using the growing awareness opportunities associated with today to have
honest discussions about mental illness and mental health wellbeing, an issue that we need to confront
and deal better with in our community. But most importantly of all, the R U OK? movement is
challenging the stigma and discrimination and its close cousin, fear of difference, that lies at the heart
of much of our attitudes to mental health.
It comes on the morning after the St Kilda Football Club met to celebrate its best and fairest last evening,
where the life and contribution of Danny Frawley and his efforts to deal with these very issues was
warmly remembered. The work of people like Danny Frawley and the role sporting clubs can play in
our community should not be underestimated in challenging attitudes that need to change around mental
health and the stigma and discrimination. These are very timely messages today. It is why these issues
are a part of the terms of reference for the royal commission into our mental health system, why the
emerging partnership with the commonwealth government to drive down suicide rates is so critical and
why this government is determined to deal with the issues of addiction— (Time expired)
WEEKLY TIMES
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (09:41): Happy birthday to the Weekly Times for 150 years of
informing country people in the bush. Like The Nationals, the Weekly Times too are a strong voice for
country people.
MURRAY-DARLING BASIN PLAN
Mr McCURDY: I want to raise my deep concerns regarding irrigation water trading in the
Goulburn Murray irrigation district. Temporary irrigation water usually trades between $50 and $130
a megalitre. It is currently trading at $620 a megalitre, heading towards $800 and beyond. This is
unsustainable and must be fixed. The Murray-Darling Basin is sick and the plan needs a rewrite. We
must not allow false science to stand in the way of our communities. Lake Alexandrina is a huge
evaporation basin that must be turned back to its original estuarine state. When we consider that
700 000 megalitres evaporates every year from this lake, it is hard to fathom. That amount of water
would irrigate 5000 to 7000 stone fruit orchards. That is 10 000 to 15 000 families that could be
employed from paddock to plate.
We must revisit and rewrite the Murray-Darling Basin plan. That needs to be addressed after this failed
20-year experiment. The things that need to be considered are corporate ownership of water without
land ownership, continuous temporary trading of water year on year and environmental water being
carried over—environmental water is designed to mirror what is happening in real life—and of course
Lock 0 should be built at Wellington downstream from Blanchetown Lock 1.
JUNUBI WYNDHAM
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (09:42): I rise to report on the wonderful progress of Junubi Wyndham community support
group, which is helping young South Sudanese people and families in my electorate of Werribee and
throughout Wyndham. This program is being delivered as part of the Andrews government’s
investment in community support groups across Victoria for the South Sudanese community,
delivered by and for African communities.
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On 23 August I joined with the Minister for Crime Prevention and the members for Altona and Tarneit
at the·Wyndham Community and Education Centre to meet with the local staff from Junubi
Wyndham. We heard about the employment opportunities being created through the program, with
special mention of the close connection with the African centre at the Werribee Open Range Zoo. We
also heard about the different ways that the program is engaging with young South Sudanese
Australians in Melbourne’s west. This program holds activities such as a dance club, which teaches
traditional culture through dance. There is also the homework club, best described by one of its
students as a place to go to get help with reading and meet new friends.
In Sudanese Arabic, Junubi Wyndham represents the idea of one person and one community, and was
so named to represent the shared identity of all South Sudanese people. The program is an example of
what happens when governments empower communities to address complex issues. It strengthens our
greater local communities while preserving cultural traditions and knowledge. I would like to thank
the staff at the Wyndham Community and Education Centre and all those involved in developing and
delivering the Junubi program.
CAULFIELD VOLUNTEER AWARDS
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (09:43): Volunteers are the backbone of our community, and
earlier this week it was a privilege to host the Caulfield Volunteer Awards in partnership with the
Caulfield Park Bendigo Bank. This year we had 120 local residents attend the Caulfield Volunteer
Awards at Glen Eira town hall, and I wanted to particularly congratulate Helen Gelber from Access
Inc., Adrienne Sylva from Caulfield South Community House, Ezra Susskind from Chabad Youth,
Avi Susskind from Hatzolah, Gary Mallin from J-AIR, Cynthia Pollak from Jewish Bereaved Parents,
Di Gunn from Knit One Give One, John Park from the Mackie Cricket Club, Ella Sandler from Netzer,
Sandra Whitbourne from Oakwood School, Kylie Jeffares from Ripponlea Primary School, Gillian
Schofield from Rotary Club of Caulfield and Gary Brand from 10th Caulfield Scout Group. Without
the hard work of these volunteers our community could not exist. They are wonderful in the work that
they do.
I also want to pay tribute to the Caulfield Park Bendigo Bank, which gives out so much money to our
community each year. For each of these awards, the recipients also receive $1000 from the Caulfield
Park Bendigo Bank to help out with the community organisations that they support. I want to thank
Gary Hershon, the president of the bank, and all the board members and the staff, who do a fantastic
job. I also want to thank Emma Boyar for MC’ing what was a great evening. We look forward to
continuing these awards and giving more out in the future.
OCEAN GROVE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(09:45): On Friday, 30 August, it was with great pleasure that I opened the refurbished Ocean Grove
Primary School. The $4.1 million state government-funded refurbishment includes a fantastic new
gymnasium, installation of new relocatable classrooms and a terrific open courtyard for outdoor
learning. In addition, I was also able on the day to announce an additional $105 000 which has been
allocated to build a much-needed new perimeter fence. Ocean Grove Primary School is a first-class
school, one that has seen thousands of kids go through its doors since it was originally opened in 1890,
just on 130 years ago. In more recent years, as the local member, I have been very pleased to work in
close partnership with the school community to ensure it has the quality education and the quality
facilities that are needed.
On the day I was pleased to be shown around the school by the school captains, Layla Derrick and
Lenny Allen, and the vice-captains, Edie Scott and Koby Millar-Burton. In cutting the ribbon to
formally open the refurbishment, I was ably assisted by the school’s youngest student, Lexie
Klingberg, and the oldest student, Matt de Lange. I take this opportunity to acknowledge the whole
school community, particularly the school council led by president Chris Hicks; former principal
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Darryl Diment and his former assistant principal, Gavin Nelson, who were on my back all the time to
make sure that we got this; current acting principal Scott McCumber; assistant principal Kristy
Hannan-Cuthbertson; and importantly all the dedicated teachers and staff for their outstanding work,
especially over the duration of the refurbishment works. To all, a job well done.
WINDSOR PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (09:47): Good local public schools are so essential to a livable community,
so it was really pleasing to spend some time at Windsor Primary School as part of the principal for a
day program, join principal Peter Seddon and meet some of the staff, including some student teachers,
of course meet the students, get a sneak preview of what I am sure was a terrific whole-school
performance and get an understanding of Peter’s and his team’s approach to educating and supporting
young people from their approach to school leadership to what happens in the classroom. It was also
really pleasing to see some students whom I had met previously in a visit to a local kindergarten now
progressing through their local primary school. It showed me just why Windsor Primary is such a
wonderful local school for our community. I look forward to the upgrade of Windsor Primary
progressing and the school getting the modern facilities they need in their historic building.
MELBOURNE BIKE SHARE SCHEME
Mr HIBBINS: I also wish to express my disappointment in the government’s decision to scrap the
Melbourne Bike Share scheme. Almost every world-class city has a successful public bike share
scheme. But Melbourne’s half-baked scheme never got the support it needed from government to
work. It was almost as if it were set up to fail. There were never enough bikes and stations. I used to
see people riding down Chapel Street on them all the time, visiting Prahran Market, but we never got
any stations put there. There was a lack of proper bike infrastructure in the inner city. We should have
looked at how we could address helmet laws and the free tram zone, and it could have been
incorporated with Myki. I urge the government to reconsider their decision and fix this scheme.
R U OK? DAY
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (09:48): I attended the Victorian Parliament’s men’s health breakfast
this morning with 25 other blokes, and we were privileged and uplifted by AFL legend and educator
of and advocate for men’s health David Parkin, OAM. We reflected not just on footy and our own
health but on those we have lost through mental and physical health hardships and how to live a
balanced life. Again this year in my community we have lost good people, men, by their own hand.
On R U OK? Day we ask and challenge ourselves to understand others.
I am drawn to the strength of Hugh Mackay and his book The Good Life, where he talks about a good
life being one ‘devoted to the common good’ and its value to and impact on others. He said:
We may aspire to lead a life animated by kindness and based on respect for others, but, for all kinds of reasons
to do with our personalities, our temperaments and our circumstances, our life often falls short of that gold
standard.

He also said that there are those people in our communities:
… who feel socially isolated, marginalised or alienated and who, as a result, are at greater risk of depression,
despair and even suicide. Friendship, connectedness, engagement, community: these are the great life-savers,
the great sources of human fulfilment. We are by nature social creatures—herd animals—and we cut
ourselves off … at our peril.

I urge people to reach out to others and to work together as we tackle this great human frailty.
ARARAT AND STAWELL TRADE TRAINING CENTRES
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (09:50): In 2013 the federal government funded two trade training centres
in Ararat and Stawell. The commercial cooking trade training centre in Ararat received government
funding of $2.5 million, while $900 000 was allocated to Stawell’s automotive trade training centre.
It was hoped that the Stawell one would address a statewide skills shortage in panelbeating. At the
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time the principal of Ararat College said that the centres would service young people in Ararat, Stawell
and surrounding areas and that they were centralising the training for automotive services in Stawell.
Yet what we have now seen some years later is that the provider of those services at Stawell, Kangan
Institute, has decided to pull out of Stawell and there is no funding left for Stawell to be able to go
through the process to get a new provider. As a result we are seeing that there will not be this course
in Stawell after 2020. I have written to the minister about this, and I am sure he will reply, but I have
raised this in the Parliament because this is a case where something that was put into a regional centre
now does not have the funding to continue, and it is really important that we get this fixed now.
MR VELVET EARS
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (09:51): I rise to commend to the house a wonderful film that I had the
honour of launching in Ballarat on Sunday entitled Mr Velvet Ears. The film documents the intensely
emotional struggle of both a person with dementia and their care partner as they are moving a loved
one from home to permanent residential care. The film is part of a project called Pulse of My Heart,
which involves making an annual film tracing the lives of two extraordinary women, Anne Tudor and
Edie Mayhew. Edie was diagnosed with early onset dementia in 2011, and Anne has been her
dedicated carer and partner for 35 years. I have known Anne and Edie since 2014 and watched their
story unfold. I was honoured to bear witness to their great love at their wedding in Gordon two years
ago.
Anne’s work to create a better understanding of dementia has been extraordinary, from these films to
creating a dementia-friendly trail in Woowookarung Regional Park. There are almost 500 000 people
living with dementia in Australia, and there are approximately 1.5 million people involved in their
care. There are more than 26 000 people with younger onset dementia. Films like this are extremely
important in breaking down the stigma of dementia. I commend to the house the Melbourne launch
on 14 October at the Wheeler Centre, and I want to thank Anne and Edie for sharing their story and
for showing us that love transcends all.
SUNRAYSIA INSTITUTE OF TAFE
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (09:53): Today I would like to congratulate SuniTAFE, which received
the 2019 Victorian Large Training Provider of the Year award. The award was presented at the
65th anniversary of the Victorian Training Awards and is proof of the quality of vocational training in
the Mallee region, demonstrating that the wider Sunraysia community does not always have to travel
far to receive excellent education and training in areas that vary from agriculture to hospitality to
construction, which crucially prepare young people particularly for the workforce. It is a true credit to
the staff of SuniTAFE, the courses and facilities on offer, the student cohort and the CEO, Geoff Dea.
I look forward to working with SuniTAFE as it continues delivering the highest quality vocational
education in the state. SuniTAFE has now been nominated to enter the Australian Training Awards,
and I wish them all the best at the national level.
MILDURA OLDER IRRIGATION AREA
Ms CUPPER: I would also like to thank my community for its strong advocacy on issues related
to the Mildura older irrigation area (MOIA). Last week we had the Minister for Planning visit Mildura
on a fact-finding trip to see and hear about this issue firsthand. I would particularly like to thank Jim
Belbin, who has been a local champion of this cause, leading the charge for flexibility in the MOIA
planning schemes. He has dedicated an enormous amount of time and research to the matter,
articulating the case with great clarity and effectiveness, and the more than 350 families directly
affected in our local region are very grateful. My entire electorate looks forward to hearing the outcome
of the minister’s visit.
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HUGHESDALE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (09:54): Last week I had the absolute pleasure of opening another
school building in my local community—promised, funded and delivered by the Andrews Labor
government. This time it was my old school, Hughesdale Primary School. I always have fond affection
for that school, as I do for every other school. But this incredible new building has eight classrooms—
it even has an elevator—new modern learning spaces, loads of space overall, and it is shared between
the grade 6s and the foundation classes, prep classes, because they have a buddy system at Hughesdale
Primary School, which works really well for the new kids coming on.
I also had the pleasure of addressing the grade 3 class, and I want to thank them and the teachers for
giving me an opportunity to talk about my experiences as a past student at Hughesdale Primary School.
The students were fantastic. The grade 3s have done so much research, and they asked me questions
about what my favourite food at the canteen was when I was at Hughesdale Primary, what I did at
recess and lunch, my favourite teachers—all those things. They reminded me of things that I had
forgotten over the many, many years since I was at Hughesdale. It is an incredible school, and they
are beautiful and intelligent kids.
I also want to thank the principal, Lisa Gough; the school council president and her team, the council
generally; and the parents and the students who have put up with the disruption over the last couple of
years in building this new building. It is a wonderful school, and it will serve the community well for
many years to come.
VERMONT SOUTH BOWLING CLUB
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (09:56): I was delighted to attend the Vermont South Bowling Club
(VSBC) last Sunday and join in to bowl the first bowl of the season on the brand-new green. My
congratulations to all those involved in organising this magnificent new green. I also congratulate and
thank the committee members and all the other numerous volunteers, who work so hard to keep this
tremendous club going so well. I wish all the bowlers at VSBC well for the forthcoming season.
FOREST HILL COLLEGE
Mr ANGUS: It was a pleasure to once again participate in the principal for a day program. This
year I attended Forest Hill College and had an extremely interesting day. It was a pleasure to interact
with students and staff and see the school in full operation. As always, I left with a greater insight and
understanding of the operation of a large and complex school. My thanks to school principal David
Rogers, the school leadership team and the teachers and students for having me along for the day.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE MOBILE OFFICES
Mr ANGUS: Over recent weeks I have been conducting mobile offices around the Forest Hill
district. Residents have been speaking to me regarding various matters, with two issues frequently
being raised. The first issue is that of cost of living. My residents are hurting financially, especially in
relation to gas and electricity bills. The dramatic increase in the cost of these utilities is directly due to
the mismanagement by the state government of our utilities, namely taxing Hazelwood out of business
and restricting the supply of natural gas. The second recurring issue is that of sentencing. Countless
people said to me that they were absolutely disgusted at the so-called justice system, especially recent
cases where ambulance paramedic bashers were effectively let off and yet a driver who accidently
crashed his bus was imprisoned for over five years. I share my constituents’ concerns.
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE SCHOOL PRODUCTIONS
Mr ANGUS: In recent weeks I have been pleased to attend various school productions. Once again
they have all been of a very high standard and very entertaining. School productions require a huge
amount of effort and provide a terrific opportunity for students to get involved— (Time expired)
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GARRY MATLOCK
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (09:57): It is a year of anniversaries in the Bentleigh electorate.
Congratulations Garry Matlock on 50 fantastic years at Bentleigh Football Netball Club. Garry played
283 games and kicked 316 goals before serving as president for many years. His friend Russell
Holmesby said:
A large part of his contribution has been to build strong links between the senior and junior club, and he has
been instrumental in creating the netball and women’s football teams that today make the club such a strong
community entity.

Thank you to Garry but also to his lovely family.
DJ COAKLEY EAST BENTLEIGH SENIOR CITIZENS CLUB
Mr STAIKOS: DJ Coakley East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club celebrates its 50th birthday this
year. I have had a long association with this club and was honoured when I was presented with
honorary life membership in 2009 at the ripe old age of 23. This is a seniors club like no other. They
have an incredibly talented concert party and band, and I look forward every year to their joint
birthday-Christmas function, which always ends with a show. Congratulations to Nita Buchanan,
Gwen Brown and their fellow committee members.
EAST BENTLEIGH SOCCER CLUB
Mr STAIKOS: I recently joined in the celebration at Bentleigh RSL of East Bentleigh Soccer
Club’s 40th anniversary. Forty years ago the late Mario Caruana decided to start the club after
spending a lot of time driving East Bentleigh kids to another club in Brighton. His wife, Ivy, is still
involved to this day. All these years later, East Bentleigh Soccer Club has more than 800 players,
including 150 girls.
MOORABBIN KANGAROOS FOOTBALL CLUB
Mr STAIKOS: And finally, happy 40th birthday, Moorabbin Kangaroos. A particular shout-out
to Margaret Torpy, who has been serving the club since 1987. She is truly the heart and soul of the
club, and it was no surprise to me when she became the first female to be— (Time expired)
TARNEIT STUDENT ART COMPETITION
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (09:59): I would like to take this moment to congratulate all of the
senior students in Tarneit who participated in my inaugural senior art competition. The aim of this
competition is for senior students to design and create a picture that encapsulates a designated theme
and write up a memorandum discussing their piece. For this year the theme of the competition was
‘Community’. The winner of this competition will have their picture hung up in my electorate office
and receive a small prize of $500. I was fortunate enough to have the Minister for Creative Industries,
the honourable member for Albert Park, examine and judge the five pieces that were submitted.
I congratulate the winner of this competition, Apshita Farah from Tarneit Senior College, for her
painting, Together, which I believe perfectly encapsulated the diversity and unity of the Tarneit
electorate. I would also like to thank Brittney Mernik and Clodine Ishimwe from Tarneit Senior
College, as well as Jessie Sun and Lily Chen from Westbourne Grammar for their participation in the
competition.
I was absolutely astounded at the creativity and talent that is blossoming at our local schools, and I say
directly to all the participants: I am so very proud of you. I thank the two schools for getting their
students involved in the competition, and I encourage all secondary schools in Tarneit to give the
competition a go next year.
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BLACKBURN JUNIOR FOOTBALL CLUB
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (10:00): Congratulations to the Blackburn Junior Football Club for
another great season. Out of 16 competitive sides 11 teams made finals, including five out of seven
female teams. Across the club, seven teams went on to make grand finals, with four teams emerging
victorious: under 12 Blacks boys, under 12 Reds girls, under 16 premier division girls and under 18
premier division girls. A special shout-out to junior club president Peter Parker and all the coaches,
support staff and parents for a wonderful year.
ROSE HENSHER AND THOMAS WHITE
Mr HAMER: Congratulations to Box Hill High School students Rose Hensher and Thomas White.
Rose and Thomas recently represented Rotary district 9810, covering Melbourne’s eastern and
southern suburbs, at the national Model United Nations Assembly competition in Canberra. Rose and
Thomas were awarded the highly prestigious Totenhofer Peace Prize in recognition of having made
the greatest overall contribution to issues concerned with the promotion of world peace during the
competition.
TARALYE
Mr HAMER: I would like to thank Taralye for once again hosting a terrific market day at the end
of August. Based in Blackburn, Taralye is one of the world’s leading early-intervention centres for
children with hearing loss. Since 1968 it has been teaching children with hearing loss to listen and speak
and currently supports more than 260 children and their families across Victoria. Its annual market day
is a fantastic day out for the Taralye community as well as local families in the Blackburn area.
KEN REEDY
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (10:01): It is with great sadness that the people of Hampton Park
have mourned the recent passing of Ken Reedy. Ken was, for many, a pillar of our community and is
remembered by all who knew him as a great man and generous friend. Ken lived in Hampton Park his
entire life and played a large part in shaping it into the vibrant area that it is today. He remained
steadfast in his dedication to his community through his continued volunteer work and involvement
in the Hampton Park Progress Association, the football club, the CFA and our local Uniting Church.
He was a life member of these organisations and will be remembered as an integral part of what makes
our community great.
As an inaugural member of the Hampton Park CFA, he was awarded a Queen’s Medal in 1974 and
was later honoured as Citizen of the Year in 1983 by the then Shire of Cranbourne. Ken was also, in
part, responsible for the development of our local scouts and the building of their hall. He was deeply
committed to local schools and programs which brought people together. Ken was a true gentleman
and is someone who will be dearly missed. Even those who did not have the privilege of meeting him
will see his legacy in the KM Reedy Reserve in Hampton Park and all the local initiatives which he
championed and supported.
Ken was unfortunately unwell for an extended period before his passing but was surrounded by loved
ones and his wife of almost 70 years, Joy Reedy. I in fact never saw them apart. Ken having lived until
90, we can take some comfort in knowing that his long life was one of much accomplishment in which
he was respected and admired by so many as a founding member of Hampton Park. Vale, Ken Reedy.
CITY OF KINGSTON VOLUNTEERS
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (10:03): Last Wednesday I was delighted to join City of Kingston mayor
Cr Georgina Oxley and her fellow councillors to celebrate the achievements of all the city’s volunteers.
The City of Kingston values the wonderful contributions that volunteers make to our community.
Volunteers assist in a number of areas to deliver a range of services and programs. In sport and
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recreation, arts and culture, environmental management and so much more, volunteers provide
valuable knowledge and enrich the lives of the people and groups they are helping.
I would like to particularly congratulate Feliciano Roxas and Marie Porter for their 20 years and
15 years, respectively, of volunteering. Both are from the Filipino community organisation known as
the Pilipino Elderly Association of the South East Region.
GREATER DANDENONG COMMUNITY LEADERS PROGRAM
Mr TAK: I would like to thank Inspector Mark Langhorn and Leadership Victoria for the fantastic
work they are doing with the City of Greater Dandenong young and emerging community leaders
program. On Sunday, along with the Minister for Women, I met with 20 young leaders aged between
18 and 25 from migrant communities who live, study or work in Greater Dandenong, as well as young
local police officers involved in the program. It was inspiring to hear about how participants are trying
to make change in their community, and I look forward to supporting the program going forward.
BAYSWATER ELECTORATE SCHOOLS FUNDING
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (10:04): I rise this morning to speak on some exciting announcements
in the space of education and this Andrews Labor government’s record investment in the last budget
into education. Recently we have all seen the announcement of an extra $515 million of funding for
school maintenance—a record investment, the single largest boost to maintenance funding in the state
of Victoria.
Thirteen of my schools are beneficiaries: Bayswater Primary School, $53 640; The Basin Primary
School, $330 136; Bayswater North Primary School, $63 053; Heathmont East Primary School,
$74 341; Boronia West Primary School, $49 263; Boronia Heights Primary School, $83 221;
Bayswater South Primary School, $62 244; Bayswater West Primary School, $150 135; Marlborough
Primary School, $142 238; Great Ryrie Primary School, $87 242; Bayswater Secondary College,
$90 859; Heathmont College, $165 342; and Boronia K–12 College, $211 667. All in all that is
$1.563 million for local schools in the Bayswater district, which will mean the facilities have a better
opportunity to stay modern, safe and properly maintained.
On top of that there are two specific projects: the upgrade of toilets at Marlborough Primary School,
$100 000; and $195 000 at The Basin Primary School to make sure that we reseal their car park to
make it a safer environment for parents, families and students who attend that school. That is on top
of the investment in the last budget to rebuild part of Bayswater Primary School of $1.39 million to
make sure we give students the best opportunity to learn and the best spaces to do it in. There is
$1.32 million to make sure we deliver a state-of-the-art oval at Boronia Heights Primary School to
make sure kids can stay active, healthy and fit.
We are getting free breakfasts, free lunch, free TAFE and free three-year-old kinder, because we get
on and we deliver for education in this state.
MONTMORENCY SECONDARY COLLEGE
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:06): Congratulations to the cast and crew of Montmorency Secondary
College on their fantastic performance of the Little Shop of Horrors. It was an outstanding production.
The talented cast put on a great performance, and I enjoyed the diverse score brought to life by a
fantastic orchestra, with music ranging from rock’n’roll to Broadway show tunes.
Congratulations to the following cast members: Spencer Waymire, Matilda Sinfield-Jones, Patrick
Reichenbach, Daniil Rauzin, Vanessa Wilson, Ava Keiper, Holly Jackson, Callum Dorsett, Sophia
Church, Logan Farrell, Ben Milkins, Eric Watkins, Tess Baldwin, Zane Saavedra, Scarlett Uhlmann,
Jazz Stone, Sienna Brent, Charli Manley-Breen and Rachel Johnston.
The ensemble cast: Abbey Campbell, Bri Deans, Emma Kearsey, Neek Christie, Erin Tierney,
Siobhan Griffiths, Amy Baldwin, Charlotte Freestone, Poppy Phillips, Kendra Ashlin-Davis, Cara
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Licciardo, Elise Waldram, Zara Osborn, Kayla Waldram, Kira Lemire, Emilija Petkovska, Amber
Hale, Rebecca Turner, Scarlett McLean, Rylee Saavedra, William Adcock, Holly Leaman, Hudson
McLean, Jackson Smith and Jesse Pickering.
The orchestra: Emily Easthope, Caitlin Cartwright, Natalie Chua, Amy Unwin, Imogin Prictor, Julian
Sinfield-Jones, Annette Hobba, Margaret Wozniak, Molly Siede, Ryan Siede, Michael Elliot, Shelby
Traikovski, Lachlan Barnes and Harry Kayll.
The backstage and crew: Mark Lohrey, Jayden Stenton, Paige Manley-Breen, Spencer Grant, Lachie
Skinner and Mikaela Williams.
The production team: Jason Mill, Sharon Cooke, Stephanie Short, Georgia Robinson, Jessica Franklin
and Lisa Ball.
The set and design: Studio 134, Keira Gillottie, Alaska Nixon, Victoria Mitchell, Neek Christie and
Sinead Rothwell.
Additional congratulations to Kim Faulkner, the student representative council, the college captains,
Allan Robinson and Clara Di Biase.
SUNSHINE LANTERN FESTIVAL
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (10:07): I would like to commend and announce the Sunshine
Lantern Festival will be on again this Sunday. This is a festival that attracts over 50 000 people to the
heart of Sunshine. In particular I would like to thank the Vietnamese traders of Sunshine for yet again
making it possible.
ST ALBANS MOON LANTERN FESTIVAL
Ms SULEYMAN: Also in the coming weeks we will see St Albans host the Moon Lantern
Festival.
Committees
LEGAL AND SOCIAL ISSUES COMMITTEE
Reference
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety) (10:08): I move:
That this house refers an inquiry into current anti‐vilification laws, their possible expansion and/or extension
of protections beyond existing classes to the Legal and Social Issues Committee for consideration and report
no later than 1 September 2020 and the committee should consider:
(a) the effectiveness of the operation of the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001 (the act) in delivering
upon its purposes;
(b) the success or otherwise of enforcement of the act, and the appropriateness of sanctions in delivering
upon the act’s purposes;
(c) interaction between the act and other state and commonwealth legislation;
(d) comparisons in the operation of the act with legislation in other jurisdictions;
(e) the role of state legislation in addressing online vilification;
(f)

the effectiveness of current approaches to law enforcement in addressing online offending;

(g) any evidence of increasing vilification and hate conduct in Victoria;
(h) possible extension of protections or expansion of protection to classes of people not currently protected
under the existing act; and
(i)

any work underway to engage with social media and technology companies to protect Victorians from
vilification.

In doing so I will make some very, very brief comments. The Racial and Religious Tolerance Act was
passed in 2001, and that was a very significant change at that particular point in time. People will
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remember that the purpose of that act was to promote racial and religious tolerance by prohibiting
certain conduct involving the vilification of persons on the grounds of race or religious activity and to
provide a means of redress for victims of racial and religious vilification. Whilst that legislative change
was very important in terms of its normative impact, it is, I think, time for us to enable the Legal and
Social Issues Committee to reconsider how effective that legislative mechanism and other legislative
mechanisms have been in responding to some of the racial and religious forms of vilification that we
have seen.
And we do see these in Victoria. We have seen evidence of this erupting internationally. Certainly
whether that is the impact on people from the Jewish community, for example, and some of the
anti-Semitic vilification that we see sometimes publicly reported in the media or the impact on
organisations such as those that come from the Islamic communities as well, I think that it is worthy
of us taking the opportunity to reflect upon and to consider: how effective has that mechanism been
and is that an effective tool?
We of course have now moved into an era where we live in a social media world, where the platforms
where people can be vilified have certainly diversified since 2001, when this legislation was initially
introduced. And when we consider conduct and what sort of conduct we believe ought be lawful, we
also have to confront some of the realities about the regulatory limitations of regulating the internet
and social media platforms. However, those difficulties are not an excuse for our Parliament not to
reflect upon what levers state government might have to that end. Certainly I am aware the federal
government is reflecting upon these issues, and this is an issue that I have raised with the Council of
Attorneys-General for the purposes of pursuing these matters as well.
Whilst our powers as a commonwealth and potentially as a state are far sharpened where we are
dealing with companies that are domiciled in Australia, those that are domiciled internationally often
run businesses in Australia and therefore there may be other platforms that we can potentially regulate.
So this is a challenge that manifests itself in a whole variety of areas of both civil and criminal law. It
is one for which I believe this Parliament would be well guided by having a parliamentary committee
to consider and reflect upon what are effective mechanisms to regulate in that space.
Further, we have seen other jurisdictions move on the issue of vilification and look at other attributes
or characteristics: vilification of women, vilification of people from the LGBTIQ communities. There
are potentially other mechanisms and other characteristics of people where the vilification can have
extraordinarily harmful impacts, and this committee we would like to be able to look at what some of
those other states and territories have done in terms of expanding their vilification laws, to learn from
what has been effective and what has been not effective and to perhaps make some recommendations
to the Parliament of Victoria about whether or not these are effective tools and whether there is a case
for us to potentially amend some of our existing legislative mechanisms as well. We already have the
Sentencing Act 1991 in place that does have some provisions in it where the courts can determine
whether a crime has been motivated by hatred or prejudice towards a particular group or people.
We have crafted a terms of reference for this committee in order for them to wrestle with some of
these issues as well as to reflect upon the changing technological landscape and to consider what
capacity states have to regulate in that space or to perhaps advocate in a commonwealth space about
how we might better respond to some of the very, very harmful activities that we have seen reported
in media in recent years.
I want to thank the committee for being very open minded about accepting this referral. These are
very, very interesting issues. We are not Robinson Crusoe in trying to wrestle with them, but I have
got every confidence that the committee is going to be able to provide to this Parliament some
consideration, some evidence and perhaps some recommendations about what a sensible, rational, yet
aspirational way going forward might be able to deliver. So I commend the committee and thank them
for the work that I anticipate they will do, and I look forward to receipt of their report in due course.

BILLS
3334

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 12 September 2019

Mr WELLS (Rowville) (10:14): Originally a bill was being put up in the upper house by the leader
of the Reason Party, Fiona Patten, and had it gone to a vote the coalition would have opposed the bill
in the form that the upper house member, Fiona Patten, was suggesting, because our view was that we
did not believe it was actually going to fix the problem that she intended to fix. We think that this is a
sensible move—to send it off to a committee so the committee can look at it, investigate it. We note
that the reporting date is no later than 1 September 2020, which gives a reasonable amount of time for
people, the public, to make submissions so this can be thoroughly dealt with, because there are parts
of this which we obviously as a coalition strongly support—for example, any evidence of increasing
vilification and hate conduct in Victoria, the issue of online vilification and work engaging with social
media and technology companies to protect Victorians from vilification are obviously important areas.
We note with interest that the commonwealth government is doing a lot of work in this area, and it is
important that the work of the committees factor in the work that the commonwealth is participating
in. So with those few words we will support that this be sent off to a committee.
Motion agreed to.
Bills
CONSUMER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit—Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation,
Minister for Suburban Development) (10:16): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Consumer Legislation
Amendment 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 Consumer Legislation Amendment Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Consumer Legislation Amendment 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
Relevantly, the Bill will:
•

amend the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 (ACLFT Act) to give the Director
of Consumer Affairs Victoria power to obtain information, documents and evidence to investigate
or inquire into potential unfair contract terms and to allow private litigants to use as prima facie
(non-conclusive) evidence, admissions made by respondents in earlier proceedings;

•

amend the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 (DBCA) to insert a new ground to reject a
referral of a domestic building work dispute for conciliation under that Act where an application
concerning the dispute has already been made under the Building and Construction Industry
Security of Payment Act 2002 (BCISP Act); and

•

amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 (RTA) to introduce new requirements concerning pets
under a residential tenancy agreement, including a new ground for issuing a notice to vacate to a
tenant where a pet is kept without the appropriate consents.

Human Rights Issues
The human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill are:
•

The right to privacy and reputation (section 13)

•

The right to freedom of expression (section 15)

•

The protection of families and children (section 17)

•

Property rights (section 20)

•

The right to a fair hearing (section 24)

BILLS
Thursday, 12 September 2019

•

Legislative Assembly

The protection against self-incrimination (section 25(2)(k))

The right to privacy (section 13), protection of children and families (section 17) and property rights
(section 20)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Section 17 of the Charter provides that families are the fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to
be protected by society and the State. Section 17 further provides that every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in their best interests and is needed by them by reason of being a child.
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be deprived of their property other than in
accordance with law. This right requires that powers which authorise the deprivation of property are conferred
by legislation or common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear, are accessible to the public
and are formulated precisely.
New section 126A to be inserted into the ACLFT Act by clause 3 of the Bill will allow the Director of CAV
to use powers to obtain information about potentially unfair contractual terms from suppliers in an
investigation for the purposes of determining whether or not to make an application to the court under
section 250 of the Australian Consumer Law Victoria (ACL (Vic)) for a declaration.
To the extent that natural persons are affected, this proposal engages, but is unlikely to limit, the right of
individuals not to have their privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with
by public authorities, and the right of individuals not to be deprived of their property other than in accordance
with the law.
Currently, the ACFLT Act allows the Director of Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) to issue a written notice
requiring a person to give information, produce documents, or appear before the Director to do so. The notice
can be given to a person whom the Director believes is capable of providing information or producing
documents that may assist the Director in ‘monitoring compliance’ with the Act or the regulations
(section 125), and providing information, producing documents or giving evidence relating to a matter that
‘constitutes, or may constitute, a contravention’ of the ACLFT Act or the regulations (section 126).
These powers are intended to apply broadly across the ACL (Vic) without any exceptions. However, the
unfair contract terms protections differ from other ACL protections by not requiring or prohibiting any
conduct as such. Rather, these protections allow a court to declare an unfair term in a standard form contract
void so that it cannot be enforced against a consumer.
As there is technically no legislative requirement or prohibition to comply with or to contravene, some
regulators have been challenged on their ability to obtain information about whether a term may be in a
business’s legitimate interests. This information is critical to determining whether a term is ‘unfair’ (as defined
by section 24 of the ACL (Vic)).
This is an unintended drafting issue that inhibits the effective operation of the regulatory scheme. Where
voluntary information from a business is not available or reliable, regulators can only obtain relevant
information by initiating court discovery processes. Where the case against a defendant is weak, an
unnecessary court action can waste the resources of businesses, courts and governments.
Clarifying that the existing investigative powers under the ACLFTA extend to the ACL(Vic) unfair contract
terms protections will allow the Director of CAV and inspectors to access material evidencing unfairness.
This proposal will allow the Director of CAV to properly assess the merits of taking representative actions
for affected consumers and administer the legislative scheme effectively and consistently with other ACL
regulators that do not have this drafting issue. In relation to privacy and property rights, the investigatory
focus will tend to focus on the legitimate interests of a business, and not all information required is likely to
be of a private nature or belong to the individual in a personal capacity.
In any case, the information-gathering powers (and document seizure powers under section 127(c) of the
ACLFT Act, which remain unchanged) would not be unlawful or arbitrary and are proportionate to a
legitimate aim. They are circumscribed in scope and apply only to material necessary to establish whether or
not a term may be unfair under the ACL (Vic). The proposal would not affect the existing obligation for the
Director to return any documents that are seized (section 129 of the ACLFT Act), or for individuals to
complain to the Secretary of the Department of Justice and Community Safety about the exercise of the
Director’s powers (under section 131).
Section 13(a) of the Charter includes a right to protection from arbitrary or unlawful interference with a
person’s home. Section 17 of the Charter protects families as the fundamental group unit of society and the
State and protects the best interests of children.
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Clause 47 of the Bill will insert a new notice to vacate rented premises in circumstances where:
•

VCAT has made an order excluding a pet from the rented premises;

•

at least 14 days have passed since the making of the order; and

•

the tenant has not complied with that order.

The circumstances in which a tenant may be given a notice to vacate under new section 262A are clearly set
out in the Bill and are appropriately circumscribed. The provision is necessary for the proper operation of the
residential tenancies scheme and can only be exercised in circumstances where a person has failed to comply
with an order of VCAT.
While the giving of a notice to vacate under the new provision may lead to a family’s exclusion from rented
premises, it will be in accordance with law and any limitation on the right to families will be reasonably
justifiable under the scheme of the Act. Accordingly, I am of the opinion that this provision is compatible
with the rights in section 13(a) and section 17of the Charter.
The right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Section 15(2) of the Charter provides that every person has the right to freedom of expression. Section 15(3)
of the Charter provides that special duties and responsibilities are attached to the right of freedom of
expression and that the right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to respect the rights
of other persons and for the protection of national security, public order, public health or public morality.
New section 126A to be inserted into the ACLFT Act by clause 3 of the Bill may limit the right to freedom
of expression as it includes the power to compel answers to questions and require the provision of documents.
However, as I have noted, this right is not absolute and can be subject to lawful restrictions. Unfair contract
terms in standard form contracts have the potential to adversely affect the rights of a large segment of the
public, and regulatory powers to compel provision of information therefore have the important purpose of
protecting consumers.
Any limitation on the right to freedom of expression is reasonable, justified and proportionate to the legitimate
and important purpose of protecting the rights of others and ensuring an effective regulatory scheme. There
are no less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the purpose of this proposal.
The right to a fair hearing (section 24) and protection against self-incrimination (section 25(2)(k))
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence or a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent, independent and impartial
court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
Section 25(2)(k) provides that a person charged with a criminal offence is entitled without discrimination to
not be compelled to testify against themselves or to confess guilt.
New section 126A to be inserted into the ACLFT Act by clause 3 of the Bill which includes the power to
compel answers to questions and require the provision of documents, could potentially require a person to
provide self-incriminatory material. While there is no penalty under the ACL(Vic) for using an unfair contract
term, there is the potential for material or information produced under s126A to incriminate a person in
relation to other provisions of the ACL(Vic) or under other laws.
Clause 5 of the Bill substitutes section 215 of the ACLFT Act which sets out circumstances in which findings
and admissions of fact in earlier proceedings may be used as evidence in subsequent proceedings under that
Act or under the ACL (Vic). Substituted section 215 will ease the evidentiary requirements for private litigants
by expanding the existing ‘follow-on’ provision in local laws that apply the ACL so that private litigants may
use facts admitted by the same defendant in an earlier proceeding as evidence in a consumer action for
damages or compensation.
However, the exercise of powers under proposed section 126A will be subject to existing direct use
immunities under sections 125(4) and 126(5) of the ACLFT Act. Any information provided by individuals
would not be admissible as evidence in any criminal proceedings except for proceedings alleging failure to
comply with the Director’s notice under new section 126A. The penalties for such failure are relatively low.
The bill does not limit section 25(2)(k), because the person required to provide answers or to produce
documents is not a person who has been charged with a criminal offence. The powers under section 126A
will exercised before any action for a contravention of the Act or regulations is taken. In addition, the person
is not being required to testify against themselves because they are not giving evidence in court. Finally, the
person is not being required to confess guilt.
Even if the bill could be said to limit section 25(2)(k), the limitations are reasonable and justified because of
the fact that the investigation could be blocked by non‐disclosure of the relevant information
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No further or derivative immunity (to protect against the use of further evidence that is uncovered as a result
of the compelled material) is appropriate. In a regulated commercial context, further immunities may prolong
investigations, complicate trials, and create risks that defendants would volunteer information to immunise
themselves, giving some persons a forensic advantage in excess of what was ever contemplated under the
privilege against self-incrimination.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s right to protection against self-incrimination and a right to
a fair trial to be limited in compliance with the exercise of powers under proposed section 126A, which is
likely to be minimal, I consider this to be reasonable and justifiable.
Section 215 of the ACLFT Act, currently allows litigants seeking damages or compensation orders under the
ACL (Vic) to use findings of fact made by the court in previous proceedings (usually initiated by regulators)
as prima facie (non-conclusive) evidence in their own proceedings. The previous proceedings are limited to
civil actions for pecuniary penalties, injunctions, and orders to disqualify persons from managing
corporations.
The ‘follow-on’ provision amends the usual process of evidence collection but recognises the barriers that
private litigants face in seeking compensation or damages. The provision also facilitates greater efficiency in
the court process.
In practice, however, the provision has been limited in scope because many facts from previous proceedings
are not ‘found’ or determined by the court but are voluntarily admitted or agreed by a defendant or respondent.
Extending the ‘follow-on’ provision to cover admitted or agreed facts will not remove an individual’s right
to a fair and public hearing. The court remains independent and retains the discretion to determine whether
the evidence is sufficient to prove the relevant facts and can hear arguments to the contrary.
Access to admitted or agreed facts by third parties is already available and governed by existing court and
tribunal processes. This proposal would not alter those processes. Further, access to a fair and public hearing
may be promoted where the proposal helps reduce evidentiary barriers and associated litigation costs that may
otherwise discourage a person from taking court action.
Part 4 of the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 (DBCA) establishes the Domestic Building Dispute
Resolution Victoria (DBDRV) and sets out a process for the conciliation of domestic building work disputes
by DBDRV. Under the conciliation scheme in Part 4 of the DBCA, a party to a domestic building work
dispute cannot commence action in respect of that dispute in VCAT or a court unless:
•

they have first referred the dispute to DBDRV for conciliation; and

•

the chief dispute resolution officer of DBDRV has issued the referring party with a certificate of
conciliation stating either that the dispute was not suitable for conciliation or had not been resolved
by conciliation; or

•

with the leave of the court.

Clause 8(3) of the Bill will amend section 45C(3) of the DBCA to insert a new ground on which the chief
dispute resolution officer can determine to reject a referral of a domestic building work dispute as not suitable
for conciliation. The chief dispute resolution officer will be able to reject a dispute as not suitable for
conciliation and issue the referring party with a certificate of conciliation where:
•

The dispute relates to a construction contract within the meaning of the Building and Construction
Industry Security of Payment Act 2002 (BCISP Act) where the building owner is in the business of
building residences and the contract was entered into in the course of , or in connection with, that
business and one of the following applies:

•

The dispute is the subject of an application under the BCISP Act which is yet to be determined;

•

The dispute is subject of a review under the BCISP Act which is yet to be determined;

•

The dispute has been resolved under the BCISP Act.

There have been instances where a party has commenced action under the BCISP Act and has then
subsequently referred the same dispute to DBDRV for conciliation. The proposed amendment to the DBCA
is designed to ensure that there is no overlapping jurisdiction between the BCISP Act and the DBCA and to
prevent “forum shopping” by parties to a dispute.
The right to a fair hearing in section 24 of the Charter also encompasses the established common law right
that each individual has unimpeded access to the courts of a state and extends this to tribunals. The right is
limited if a person is precluded from having effective access to a court or tribunal such that they are barred
from properly representing their case.
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In my view, any limit associated with the amendment to section 45C(3) of the DBCA to be made by
clause 8(3) of the Bill is reasonable and justified. Significantly, effective access to a court or tribunal is
preserved once a party receives a certificate of conciliation “dispute not suitable for conciliation” from the
chief dispute resolution officer. Further, a court retains discretion to grant leave to a party to commence an
action in a court prior to the issue of a certificate of conciliation or any participation in a conciliation process.
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) (10:16):
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:
This Bill illustrates the Government’s ongoing commitment to improving and updating the consumer
protection framework in Victoria. It will amend several Acts within the consumer affairs portfolio to improve
their operation, clarify their requirements and update outdated references. It also contains important
amendments that will facilitate the roll out of the Government’s Solar Homes Program and will enable early
commencement of important reforms around pets in residential tenancies.
Part 2 of the Bill will amend the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 to enable the Director
of Consumer Affairs to use their investigatory powers under that Act to determine whether or not to make an
application to a court under the Australian Consumer Law (Victoria) for a declaration in respect of an unfair
contract term.
Consumers who seek the support of Consumer Affairs Victoria in addressing what they perceive to be unfair
contract terms in their consumer agreements will be encouraged by the new ability of the Director of
Consumer Affairs to investigate those claims and to require the production of information and documents
from traders.
The Bill will also amend the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 to enable litigants seeking
damages or compensation orders under the Australian Consumer Law (Victoria) to rely on admissions made
by, and facts agreed by, a respondent in previous proceedings. Previously, such a litigant could only rely on
findings of fact made by the court itself. This amendment aligns Victoria’s consumer laws with changes
already implemented by the Commonwealth to equivalent provisions in the Commonwealth Competition and
Consumer Act 2010.
The Bill will make a range of amendments to the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 to enable more
efficient, fair and effective resolution of domestic building contract disputes by Domestic Building Dispute
Resolution Victoria (DBDRV) under Part 4 of that Act.
These reforms will streamline the process for accepting or rejecting a referral of a dispute by enabling the
conciliation officer that assesses a referral to issue a notice of acceptance or rejection of a referral without first
having to make a recommendation to the Chief Dispute Resolution Officer and will enable DBDRV to request
additional information from a referring party at any time while a dispute is being conciliated. Currently, the
ability to request further information is limited to the initial assessment process.
The amendments will provide greater flexibility for the Chief Dispute Resolution Officer to require an
assessor to determine whether domestic building work has been properly carried out or to make a
determination for any other purpose necessary to further the resolution of a dispute. They will also enable the
Chief Dispute Resolution Officer to issue a Certificate of Conciliation, where they consider it appropriate to
do so, without first giving notice of the intention to issue the Certificate to each party. The existing requirement
to give notice has frustrated parties who wish to immediately progress their dispute to the VCAT once it
becomes clear that resolution at conciliation is not possible.
The Bill will also insert additional grounds on which the Chief Dispute Resolution Officer may issue a
Certificate of Conciliation further streamlining the process for participants.
Other amendments will enable DBDRV to issue a dispute resolution order where both parties agree to the
making of the order, enable a dispute resolution order to require payment of money by a builder to a building
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owner in appropriate circumstances and enable a builder to end a domestic building contract in circumstances
where there is no finding that the building work was defective or incomplete.
The Bill will also allow the Chief Dispute Resolution Officer to reject a referral of a domestic building work
dispute on the basis that the dispute arises out of a domestic building contract that is also regulated under the
Building and Construction Industry Security of Payment Act 2002, and an action in respect of the same dispute
has been instituted or resolved under that Act. This will prevent “forum shopping” by parties to a dispute.
The Bill recognises the importance of fundraising activities in supporting the operations of charitable and not
for profit organisations. The Bill will amend the Fundraising Act 1998 to streamline the process for
registration as a fundraiser under that Act for not for profit entities that are registered under the
Commonwealth Australian Charities and Not-for-profits Commission Act 2012 (ACNC Act). This should
result in a significant reduction in regulatory burden for charitable fundraisers who will no longer need to
separately register and report to Consumer Affairs Victoria in order to conduct a fundraising appeal in this
State. I note that approximately 60% of all fundraisers presently registered under the Fundraising Act are also
registered entities under the ACNC Act.
The Bill will amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 clarify that arrangements under which premises are
let by the Director of Housing or the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services to agencies
and service providers that do not reside in the properties themselves, but instead use the properties to provide
residential accommodation and services to others, are not tenancy agreements for the purposes of that Act.
It has never been intended that the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 should apply to a lease of premises where
the lessee themselves will not use those premises as residential accommodation. The provisions of the Act
that apply to tenancy agreements are clearly designed to regulate the relationship between a landlord and a
tenant where the tenant is occupying the premises as their primary place of residence.
The Bill will also amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to exclude the application of the Act to a lease
of a co-owner’s share of a property to the other co-owner, as occurs under the Director of Housing Shared
Home Ownership Scheme.
Significantly, the Bill will insert a new Division 5B into Part 2 of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to
regulate pets under residential tenancy agreements. New Part 5B will, in effect, enable early introduction of
the pet reforms contained in the Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018 which had been warmly
received by renters and tenancy advocacy organisations following passage of that Act in September 2018.
The majority of the residential tenancy reforms carried by the Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018
have been drafted to commence operation as a single package and this will occur in 2020.
Early commencement of the pet related reforms to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 will be welcomed by
renters state-wide as a measure that acknowledges the bond between humans and pets and the benefits
(including to emotional health) flowing from human/pet interaction. These reforms also contribute to
strengthening the conception of residential rental accommodation as a “home” while retaining the ability of
landlords to withhold consent to a pet in their rental property where, in all the circumstances, it is reasonable
to do so.
The Bill also amends the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to facilitate full roll-out of the Government’s Solar
Homes Program by clarifying that a landlord and a tenant can voluntarily enter into an agreement (separate
from their tenancy agreement) under which a tenant can agree to contribute up to 50% of the amount of the
loan from Government for installation of a solar photovoltaic system that the landlord is required to repay.
The Solar Homes Program will contribute to future energy cost savings for renters and will enhance property
values. The installation of a solar photovoltaic system is expected to save a typical Victorian household up to
$890 on their electricity bill every year. Landlords will benefit from low cost access to solar power for their
investment property and the potential increase in the value of the property.
The Bill also makes a range of amendments to the Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2018 to clarify the
operation of a number of provisions, correct minor technical errors, address minor omissions and insert penalties
for several provisions. The amendments to that Act do not vary the underlying policy and effect of the reform
package in that Act but will ensure the effective operation of the reforms once they commence in 2020.
Finally, the Bill amends the Sex Work Act 1994 to clarify that information contained on the register of exempt
sex work service providers is only to be made available in accordance with the requirements of section 24 of
that Act and is not to be accessible via freedom of information applications. A complimentary amendment is
also made to the Business Licensing Authority Act 1998.
The Sex Work Act establishes a process under which certain sex workers are exempt from the requirement
to hold a licence under that Act before they may carry on the business of a sex work service provider. These
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are small, owner operated sex work service providers, such as persons who provide escort services as a sole
operator.
To qualify for that exemption, persons must, before commencing business, give certain prescribed particulars
to the Business Licensing Authority. The Act requires that the Authority enter those details into a register
(known as the register of exempt sex work service providers or “the exempt register”).
Guaranteed confidentiality of all information recorded on the exempt register has been considered by the
Business Licensing Authority and Victoria Police as essential to the effective operation of the register and as
fundamental to encouraging small and sole sex work operators to register and provide their details. Individual
sex workers have historically been reassured by the confidentiality provisions in the Sex Work Act that they
may have trust in the security of the register. This confidentiality is consistent with the underlying policy basis
for the operation of the exempt register.
Following passage of the proposed amendments, inspection of the exempt register will be confined by section 24
of the Act to the Director of Consumer Affairs, members or staff of the Business Licensing Authority, Victoria
Police and authorised local government officers under the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
The Bill delivers a package of reforms to a wide range of consumer laws and in doing so, demonstrates the
Government’s commitment to ensuring that Victorians have strong, fair and workable consumer protections.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (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 Thursday,
26 September.
HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr FOLEY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Ms KEALY (Lowan) (10:18): It is fantastic to have the opportunity to speak on this bill, the Health
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019, on behalf of the Liberal-Nationals coalition. At the
outset I will give a brief overview of the bill, but then there are further elements that I would like to
dig down into and raise some further concern, particularly in relation to mental health in relation to the
information-sharing parameters, but also about the wider importance of quality and safety and how
we communicate the issues around mental health into our wider community and across agencies and
to health organisations, particularly in rural and regional Victoria.
This bill is an omnibus bill. It covers four main areas, which are around further restriction of tobacco
advertising, information-sharing between health services, repeal of the Access to Medicinal Cannabis
Act 2016, and other miscellaneous amendments which include but are not limited to a change of the
role of the mental health complaints commissioner to align with the health complaints commissioner.
I will deal with those four areas individually and work through other areas of concern as we flow
through the debate.
The first element is around e-cigarettes. The rise of e-cigarette products and the heavily regulated
nature of the tobacco industry has seen big tobacco look at other industries to share the load of their
business and to ensure they have got a future business model that can relate to people. At the recent
Formula One Australian Grand Prix in Victoria we actually saw the introduction of the advertising of
e-cigarettes where it was not done by words or language, which could have been picked up by current
legislation; it was an image of an e-cigarette instead. While there is current legislation and regulation
around the advertising of e-cigarettes, the department has found that it is not significant enough to be
able to manage all of the different ways that you can brand a product. Therefore this part of the
legislation is around broadening those parameters so that it is not an individual event, such as what
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happened at the Formula One Grand Prix in Melbourne, in that you bring in a ban for just one event;
it is much broader than that to provide greater teeth to the government.
Obviously we want to make sure that if there are these parameters, any time there is an increase in
regulation or legislation around restricting advertising or restricting certain activity, we do need to
make sure that that is properly managed, maintained and monitored. So while I understand there is an
initiative to do that, the current legislation does not go quite far enough—it nearly catches it, but not
quite—but this will make it easier. It is also important that we do make sure that it is properly adhered
to and monitored in the community.
The second element of the bill refers to the repeal of the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016. This
is really largely around federal legislation, which has now been passed and has made the Access to
Medicinal Cannabis Act in Victoria redundant. There is no suggestion of there being a deficiency or
any loss of mechanism in the state of Victoria if that act is repealed. We now of course have access to
medicinal cannabis in the community. I know that there were a lot of stories throughout the trial of
medicinal cannabis when it was outside of our legislative framework. Speaking to some of those
families you can see the difference that having access to medicinal cannabis makes. We need to make
sure, though, that we do have good guidelines around that. We need to make sure that we do not
develop a black market around medicinal cannabis, which may already be in existence. We also need
to make sure that it is not abused by people who should not be using the product.
We also need to make sure that we properly manage the cultivation of medicinal cannabis. Obviously
there have been some announcements around that in the recent past, but we need to make sure there is
effective security around those facilities to ensure that they are not unnecessarily and unfairly targeted
for attack in a positive or negative way—theft of property or damage to property. And we need to
make sure that all of this investment is done in regional Victoria. Too often we see industries such as
this one, which should be in regional Victoria, developed in inner city areas or in regional cities. It is
an opportunity where we can really look at embracing what happens in our regional communities,
which is good. We grow really great produce. So I do encourage further expansion of that but also
looking at doing that in rural areas of Victoria. If I do not put in a plug for my fantastic area of Lowan
in western Victoria, one-sixth of the state, where we have a prime growing region, then I think I would
be remiss in not flying the flag for my region.
I would now like to go to the information sharing element of this bill. When we received the briefing
around this bill the focus really was that the community has a right to know, and I absolutely support
that position—that the community has a right to know. It also breaks down some of those issues in
relation to the sharing of information where some health organisations thought they might be in breach
of the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 if they were to share information, particularly around
serious or sentinel events or other things that have gone wrong in a health service that should be
reported.
There are some issues around information sharing. Really, again, it comes back to an issue I raised
earlier, which is about making sure that if we are doing something we are effectively monitoring it and
effectively making sure that people who do the wrong thing are penalised and removed from the
system. That has to be emphasised when it comes to health care. Too many times we have seen health
providers doing the wrong thing and not being quickly enough dealt with or not having their
registration removed. There appears to have been a leniency towards protecting health professionals
in their practice and their right to earn an income, sometimes at the cost of further damage and
wrongdoing by that medical practitioner, which has caused great harm to the community. That is not
acceptable. I think at this point in time we see some organisations being particularly toothless when it
comes down to making sure there are quick and efficient outcomes for complaints against health
professionals when they are doing the wrong thing. There are cases where it is absolutely clear. We
should not have those sorts of cases going on for years and years and years while those health
professionals are still treating and seeing patients. Often it is dangerous for them to do so.
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So while I understand the imperative of this bill, I do not know whether the government has put in
place effective organisational structures to swiftly deal with health professionals when they are doing
the wrong thing. That is much more important, in my view, than trying to pin it back to, ‘The problem
is information sharing. No-one’s sharing information’. I think it is much broader than that. Even if
information is shared, we do not see that quick response that the Victorian community deserves when
it comes to thinking they are going to see a doctor. They see the word ‘Dr’ before the doctor’s name
and they trust that they should be able to do the right thing and receive high-quality health outcomes.
So while I understand the rationale behind the information sharing, let us make sure that we have got
effective penalties in place and also a reactive system, a very strong system, that can get out the bad
guys as soon as it possibly can to avoid damage to Victorians.
There are a lot of limitations when it comes to information sharing, though. I raised this during the bill
briefing. It was vocalised very strongly during the briefing that people have a right to know about the
quality and safety of their healthcare provider. I absolutely agree with that, which is why I think this
bill really falls short when it comes to encompassing all health organisations in Victoria. For example,
I find it quite amazing that community health centres are not included in this bill. Community health
centres offer a range of sometimes invasive health procedures—dentistry, for example. They have a
real importance I think, and that same consistent requirement is given as a reason that hospitals or
small private small-procedure units or any of those other health organisations are included in the bill.
Why aren’t community health centres also included?
There is of course also the other element to this, which is the injecting room in North Richmond—
something that is obviously quite controversial. There is more and more debate about that, particularly
around the impact that it has had on the local community in Richmond. The community is clearly
angry about the impact that that injecting room is having on the local area. We are seeing more crime,
we are seeing more ambulance call-outs, we are seeing more overdoses on the streets and we are seeing
injecting right in front of a primary school. The residents are stressed. They do not know what to do.
While there has always been an issue with drugs in that Richmond area, they have seen how this
injecting room has created a honey pot effect of centralising a lot of drug use. Because the access is so
simple and because the police have to turn a blind eye to any of those activities in the local region, the
community is really left prone to the activities that are going on at the moment.
I see that there was some information leaked to the Herald Sun late last night concerning the statistics
around the injecting room. Time and time again the community have been asking, I have been asking,
the entire coalition has been asking: what are the key stats around this centre? What are the outcomes?
Is it actually making a difference? Do more people have a roof over their head after they have been
through the injecting room? Are they getting a job afterwards? Are they getting off drugs, or at least
reducing their drug use or using less harmful drugs? We do not even know the number of individuals
who have been resuscitated in the centre. We get the overall statistic, which is not always consistent.
I know earlier this week the Shadow Minister for Health in the other place, Ms Crozier, got two
responses, one from the health minister and one from the Minister for Mental Health, around the
number of resuscitations in the centre and they were two entirely different numbers.
When we are talking about the importance of information sharing, surely there has to be an element
there around making sure our data is accurate but also making sure that we are being transparent in
our data. The fact is that even though the government has been asked so many times about how many
individuals have been resuscitated—is it the same person overdosing three times a day or is it
1000 different individuals?—we do not know, and that is really key data when it comes to analysing
the problem we have with addiction and with drug use in the region and how we can better target this
and treat this is as a health issue and as a way we can intervene and make their lives different. Unless
we are capturing that information, really it is a shell of an idea; we are not following through on what
we should be doing.
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As I raised earlier, the lack of information, particularly for that local community, has been devastating
for so many people. These are people who often cannot move elsewhere. They live in the housing
towers, it is a high-density population and they cannot easily move to another location. Some people
have lived there a long period of time and are becoming quite elderly. I have heard stories from local
residents about seeing injecting in the stairwells. I note that the government has now installed syringe
containers in the stairwells, and these are not for residents, they are for people who travel to that area
because it is easier to purchase drugs there and they can use them in the stairwell. They choose to do
that rather than to go to the injecting room, which in itself says to me that there is a failure there and it
needs to be reviewed.
We have got residents who are walking to the laundry and they are too scared to go into their own
laundry in their building because they have walked in on people who are using drugs, they have walked
in on people who are in the midst of sexual acts. This is not how we should be providing any housing
in the state. Nobody should have to live in that environment, particularly not when it is public housing
operated by the state government to provide housing for some of the most vulnerable people in our
community. If this is not addressed soon by the government, I really am concerned about what will
happen to those individuals. I know already there is some indication that there is significant mental
harm happening to people who live in that local area.
I note there has been a slight shift this week from the government in their determination that this is
something that has to stay in that local area and because it is saving lives it has to be done at any cost.
But when you look at the criteria of the injecting room, and there are six criteria, I think it is quite clear
that the government has failed in delivering an improvement in those six areas. There are more
ambulance call-outs and there is more violent crime in the area. We are seeing a huge impact to the
amenity of the local area. There are more syringes around, even though there is an increased number
of clean-ups happening and a lot of money is being spent by the government to clean up syringes. It
has really had a huge detrimental effect.
Women who are pregnant or with young children are avoiding their local community health centre
because of the fear of seeing someone who has injected ice in the injecting room or someone who has
been around the local area and has got some drugs and is aggressive. They fear they will be bailed up
and they just cannot predict what the behaviour will be. We know of parents who send their children
to Richmond West Primary School who are seeing more and more drug use on the streets in front of
their school. Recently the government installed additional security gates around the primary school—
so not just the fences we saw installed when the injecting room first opened but additional gates in and
around the area.
Let us look at this from a sensible viewpoint and take the politics out of it: is this really what a
government wants to look back on with pride, what you are doing to the Richmond community? This
is having a huge impact on the local community. There is a way that you can do this much, much
differently, which would provide a better outcome for people who are in the midst of drug addiction
and also be better for the local community. I urge the government to immediately look at that,
particularly in relation to this bill in making sure there is a proper focus on the information that is
collected around the injecting room but also that that is made transparent to the community so there is
a level of accountability, which we are not seeing at the moment.
When it comes to information sharing and difficulties within the government, I cannot help but relate
to some of the very stressed phone calls I have received over the last two days from our local primary
care partnerships in the region. It is not just from people who work in the PCPs; it is from people who
receive their services in the wider area and even people who work in the department who had no idea
that that bombshell was going to be dropped on them, which they heard earlier in the week, that PCP
funding will be cut from 1 January.
PCPs are so important. I speak on this with some experience. I used to be on the executive of the
Wimmera PCP. Primary care is a service which is not provided by any other organisation in our local
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area. It is not a primary health network. A PHN is a much, much different beast, more closely related
to general practice and funded by the feds. PCPs are absolutely amazing in how far they can make
money go. They can cobble funding together, and they know where the health service gaps are in the
local area. To think that there would be any suggestion that it would be worth a $40 million benefit to
the government—it is a drop in the ocean in the health budget and a saving around that—when you
look at how much they deliver for our communities, it is absolutely astounding that that would even
be considered.
It is also going to create a huge cost. You are not going to save any money by cutting PCPs; you are
actually going to end up still having to deliver these services but at greater cost. You have got ongoing
contracts to at least July of next year. You will have to pay them out, and we will not get the services
that we need for that region. We have got leases in place. We have got employment contracts in place.
The way people found out about this was disgusting. Staff are finding out they are going to lose their
jobs in January, just after Christmas, because the minister refuses to commit to ongoing funding for it.
There was no formal briefing about it. There was no information given directly to these employees. It
was done in really the wrong way. Most of all, there has been no recognition of the impact this will
have, particularly on rural communities in Victoria.
I just want to build up and give a picture for the people who are in the chamber today around what
PCPs actually do. When you look at my local area, we have had a PCP for 20 years.
Ms Halfpenny: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I understand that as the lead speaker on this
bill there is some latitude in terms of the width of the debate, but I think the topic at the moment is
completely not relevant to the legislation that we are debating today. I ask you to bring the member
back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): The lead speaker does have leeway in the contribution,
but I would ask the lead speaker to come back to the bill.
Ms KEALY: I will speak on the bill in relation to information sharing. You do not tell someone
they have lost their job through a response in question time that funding will be cut. That is not
acceptable. That is about sharing information in the health system, so I think this is entirely relevant.
I would like to again have the opportunity to go through the services that the Wimmera PCP currently
provide that are at risk now that the government have confirmed they will cut funding from 1 January,
most importantly around mental health. These guys deliver our mental health first aid training in the
region. They have received state funding because of the recurrent drought in our region. They have
received mental health first aid training, but they will have no ability to deliver that in our local area if
the funding is cut from 1 January.
This program saves lives. I spoke to the minister when the drought was first emerging to talk about
suicide hotspots in our region. It is so important that we continue this funding for PCPs so we can
continue to close the huge gap in mental health support and services in our local area. We will lose
lives if this cut to PCPs goes ahead. I cannot be more clear about that.
We also have other really important things. The rural outreach worker is another that I am so passionate
about. This is again around providing mental health services for people in our local area. We know
that we do not have enough mental health practitioners in our region. It is something that has come up
through many audits by the Auditor-General in the past. It has come up through the royal commission
as well. We cannot afford to have further cuts to mental health providers in our local area.
There is cultural awareness training and really important elements of the family violence royal
commission recommendation implementation, including the StandBy program. Our drought program,
the seasonal conditions meeting and telehealth pilots are important to our local area. These guys do so
much. Please do not cut their funding. It will be absolutely devastating for our local area.
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And of course that leads to the future of bush nursing centres, where it is understood that there will be
a similar cut to funding from 1 January of next year. Bush nursing centres—and I have got four in my
region: Balmoral, Lake Buloke, Harrow and Dartmoor—do an amazing job. There is no other primary
care in their local area. We have bush nursing centres that are pulling in a GP every so often and that
have nurses who are trained up to do wound care, to be that first responder because there is not an
ambulance locally and to make sure that people are getting the health support they need—even
wellness programs and pulling everyone together for a morning tea or talking about mental health,
doing really important things for their community as the only health service providers in the local
area—and we need to make sure that these guys are funded on an ongoing basis.
Just because you have not got a large community base and you have not got a lot of people around, it
does not mean that you do not deserve access to public health care in this state. I do urge the
government to change its mind to make sure that they do continue to fund PCPs and to make sure that
they continue to fund bush nursing centres, which are already on their knees after the EBA increases
were not fully funded by the government. In some of our bush nursing centres that has resulted in a
cut to the programs that they provide and a cut to the services that they can provide to their community.
This is just wrong. I urge the government to urgently review their position on bush nursing centres and
PCPs and to provide that funding sooner rather than later.
Mr Pakula: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, you indicated that the lead speaker has a degree
of leeway, but you did ask the lead speaker to return to the bill. I have sat here since you gave that
indication to the lead speaker and have listened, I think reasonably patiently, while she put those things
on the record that she wanted to in regards to her electorate, bush nursing services and the like, but the
member for Lowan has now been going for over 20 minutes. The fact is that this bill amends the
Tobacco Act 1987, repeals the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016 and has some consequential
commentary in regard to information sharing across the health system. I think the member for Lowan
has had a pretty good go in terms of ranging far beyond the confines of the bill, and I think if the
member for Lowan does not have a contribution to make about the bill itself it is probably time, Acting
Speaker, for you to sit her down.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): The member for Lowan, on the bill.
Ms KEALY: The fourth element of the bill is around the miscellaneous amendments of which, in
my view, the most important element of which is that the mental health complaints commissioner has
a refit of its governance arrangements so it aligns with the health complaints commissioner. This is of
course very important, and it is something that has been brought up through audits in the past.
But I do think the elements within this bill fall short in that there are other recommendations,
particularly from the Victorian Auditor-General’s office from audits that were performed earlier this
year, specifically related to access to mental health services and also child and youth mental health,
which refer to significant recommendations around improvements to the governance structure in
relation to mental health and child and youth mental health services. In particular I refer to
recommendations 6 and 11 from the child and youth mental health services report, which are relevant
to changes to the chief psychiatrist’s relationship with the government. I know from sitting through
the briefing in relation to this bill with the Auditor-General’s office that there were serious concerns
about a recommendation in relation to the chief psychiatrist’s relationship with the Minister for Mental
Health. Their opportunity to meet directly with them and raise issues with the minister directly was a
recommendation arising from this audit. Sadly, this was also a recommendation from the audit a
couple of years beforehand, so we have not seen a response from the Department of Health and Human
Services to that very simple recommendation, which would vastly improve the government’s program
in relation to mental health, and particularly child and youth mental health.
There are consistent themes when you look at the Auditor-General’s report in relation to governance
and information sharing. I do not believe that the opportunity has been taken to implement these
recommendations through the provision of those associated bills. It could have gone a lot further.
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There is a lot of information that we are also picking up through the submissions to the Royal
Commission into Victoria’s Mental Health System, and the evidence that is being heard through that
forum is that there are certainly a lot of shortfalls when it comes to the way that information is shared
across the mental health system. I will refer to an individual case that I am very, very aware of, and it
is a consistent theme I have heard from so many people who are carers, usually parents, of people who
have severe mental illness. Their child is an adult, and they will be admitted in crisis to a hospital bed
for mental health care. They are then discharged—they are self-discharged usually—and there is no
notification given to the parents. Sadly, we see that this person has taken their own life after discharge
because they did not have any care arrangements around them.
I know that this evidence has been brought before the royal commission, and I do feel for the parents
who have had to go through that. I would like to make specific mention of Vivienne Blennerhassett.
She has done such a great job in advocating after the loss of her son. I stand by her, and I know that
her voice will be heard. We should see recommendations which would support a stronger system so
that what happened to her son does not happen again.
Unfortunately, though, we cannot wait for the royal commission. This was found in the access to
mental health services audit by the Auditor-General in relation to their conclusion, and I would like to
quote from that report:
The Royal Commission into Mental Health will undoubtedly highlight many areas for improvement across
the system. However, the need for planning and investment to meet demand is already known and as such
work to address this should not await the Commission’s recommendations. Further delay will only amplify
the problems the Commission seeks to address.

I absolutely agree with that. That is why it was absolutely shocking to see in this year’s budget that
community mental health services were again cut by this government by a further $20.4 million. In
one year we are seeing a huge cut from about $130 million to $110 million. This has an enormous
impact on community mental health services, and this impacts a lot of those names that we know so
well that deliver great mental health support to our local people: Anglicare, Ermha, Mallee District
Aboriginal Services, Mentis Assist, Mind Australia, Neami, Victorian Aboriginal Health Service Cooperative Limited, Wellways, the Florey Institute of Neuroscience and Mental Health and Victorian
community health centres. These guys cannot afford to get cuts. These guys are delivering that first
point of call and care for people in the community who have mental health issues and keeping people
well and out of our overloaded hospital system and public mental health crisis beds. We should be
doing all we can to keep people well, but the government’s cuts to this will not ever, ever help people
with mental health issues.
Just in closing I would like to make a final mention. Today is R U OK? Day. This week is world
suicide awareness week. I think the whole Victorian community was substantially rocked earlier in
the week by the loss of Danny Frawley. Everybody knows somebody who has a mental illness, but
often on R U OK? Day the last people we ask if they are okay are ourselves. So please, to anybody
out there who is feeling a little bit off, who does not feel like they are quite on top of their game, who
is not seeing the same light in the lives of people around them or getting the same joy from life—if
you are not feeling 100 per cent, if you are not feeling okay, talk to a mate, make sure you are engaged
with your local mental health services or get an appointment with your GP for a mental health referral.
But whatever you do, make sure you put yourself first. You are worth it. You may think the world is
better off without you. It is not. We value what you do and we value the place that you have in the
world. I just encourage everybody to take that on notice and ask themselves if they are okay.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (10:48): I am pleased to make a contribution on the Health Legislation
Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. In particular, the bill makes a number of important amendments,
including strengthening existing e-cigarette and tobacco advertising prohibitions, repealing the
redundant Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016 and allowing for greater information sharing to
improve health services quality and safety, and makes several miscellaneous and minor amendments.
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I just want to touch on, in relation to e-cigarettes and tobacco advertising, that it was back in 1987 that
the Cain government established the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, the first health
promotion body in the world funded by a tax on tobacco. In recent times we have celebrated and
acknowledged the anniversary and the work of VicHealth over very many years with a substantial
budget of over $40 million a year and how that act was appropriate for its time—in fact pioneering in
its time. We will also, I think, face the challenges of looking to adapt and expand the capacity and the
role of VicHealth, which in a community sense is seen as an independent and publicly funded body to
tackle public health challenges in our community. While it will always be anchored in its role as being
vigilant in protecting public health from the scourge of big tobacco and the sneaky, underhanded ways
in which it seeks to addict new generations of Victorians, the great capacity of VicHealth is also as it
seeks to broaden out its role to promote physical activity and to promote wellness and health and
wellbeing in the community, particularly among young people, clubs and other organisations in our
community. I think the reason for being for VicHealth in part is also a part of that challenge to
understand how it can continue to be a leader in driving public health outcomes and reforms,
particularly for disadvantaged communities across the state. I think within the constraints of an act that
is starting to show its age we can continue to find creative ways to ensure that VicHealth, through its
mandated responsibilities in the act, can continue to play that very broad and valuable role across many
of the public health challenges that we face.
I just wanted to add on that that of course since August 2017 changes to the Victorian Tobacco
Act 1987 have meant that the display, advertising and sale of e-cigarette products have been regulated
in the same way as tobacco products. In 2018 a Cancer Council Victoria survey showed smoking rates
in Victoria dropped from 13.5 percent in 2015 to 10.7 per cent in 2018, but still smoking claims some
4500 lives each year in Victoria. It costs our economy $3.8 billion a year in tangible costs, let alone in
health care. I think what is particularly important in relation to e-cigarettes and amendments in this bill
is that in August 2019, just very recently, the United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
issued a clinical alert following an increase in cases of severe pulmonary disease in several states
across the US, which have been linked to the use of e-cigarettes and vaping.
Can I say that when this bill travels to the upper house some of our minor parties will need to give
some serious consideration to whether they are going to put the health and wellbeing of generations
of young people first. Are they going to be putting on notice big tobacco? In relation to the propensity
for some of our more fringe representatives in this Parliament to feel that somehow it is okay to allow
e-cigarettes to take hold in our community, we know what this is about from big tobacco. We know
this is about getting a new generation of young people addicted to smoking, and we are not going to
tolerate it. We have a strong record here in Victoria of addressing and adapting as nimbly as we can
the legislative frameworks that apply in this place to try and continue to adapt to the changing nature
of the tobacco scourge in our community and the underhanded tactics of big tobacco right across the
world. But fortunately in Victoria we have been a pioneer in many ways in the way in which we deal
with these matters.
All tobacco industry advertising was removed from the 2019 Australian Formula One Grand Prix, and
I did want to pick up on some of the commentary from earlier speakers. I do not think it was quite
correct, the way in which the member for Lowan touched on these matters. Big tobacco did try in the
lead-up to the grand prix to use campaigns to advertise their products. It was the Andrews government
that stopped them. No advertising connected to big tobacco was shown, thanks to our government’s
intervention and work with the Australian Grand Prix Corporation. In addition, those campaigns big
tobacco are trying to use now do not show an image of e-cigarettes. The branding subliminally
references past tobacco advertising and indirectly promotes e-cigarettes. These are really significant
matters that we need to be vigilant about. This bill certainly represents our ongoing commitment to
reducing tobacco-related harm and in particular preventing harm associated with the tobacco and ecigarette industry, particularly in relation to Victorian sports, arts and entertainment.
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I think the bill also makes other very significant changes to provisions which maybe have not been
used in recent times. It will repeal a redundant mechanism that provides a power for the Governor in
Council to exempt certain sports or arts functions or events from the operation of tobacco advertising
prohibitions. I certainly feel that there is much work that we must continue to do to be vigilant in this
space as it relates to the tobacco industry.
I wanted to also say that the bill does pick up of course on our legislation back in 2016 to ban smoking
in outdoor dining areas at restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and licensed premises. The work
continues; we must remain vigilant in that public health challenge, particularly as it relates to
e-cigarettes. I note that the Minister for Health also called for national action to protect children from
the deadly liquids used in e-cigarettes in her conversations and advocacy with other jurisdictions.
The bill also repeals the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016. That of course is significant because
we were pioneers in leading the work in relation to medicinal cannabis, but of course soon after the
bill was passed the commonwealth changed their mind and established a comprehensive national
regulatory system for patient access, cultivation and manufacture. So of course it makes sense for us
to repeal that act.
I did want to spend a moment just on two other matters. I want to pick up on the member for Lowan,
who raised a concern that our department, the public service, does not have the mechanisms to respond
quickly to problematic health practitioners, but that is actually the role of AHPRA, the Australian
Health Practitioner Regulation Agency.
Lastly, around the miscellaneous amendments, in particular making it an offence for a person to carry
on a health service establishment if they or the premises on which they carry on their establishment
are not registered, there are minor amendments to section 111 of the Health Services Act 1988. I want
to draw attention more broadly on an issue in my electorate, and certainly a scourge across many
electorates, that relates to massage parlours in different communities. I note that in correspondence I
have had from ministers on these matters, when I have raised issues relating to police action to close
illegal brothels at particular sites in my community it has been stated that those are matters for the
Banyule planning scheme and also that these are issues that are defined in the Victorian planning
scheme as ‘land made available for prostitution by a person carrying on the business of providing
prostitution services at the business’s premises’. But I must say that in places that the Health Services
Act defines as health services the underhanded way in which these massage parlours are operating in
the community are an attack on vulnerable people in our community, both on workers—on women—
and on the people who use those premises.
It is a very difficult and challenging regulatory environment for law enforcement, for local government
and for health services when the proprietors are using underhanded methods to try to operate in
commercial zones. I do not think it is purely going to be just a matter to be dealt with in a planning
scheme. I do not think it is purely a matter that would require significant police resources to charge
and to bring these matters before courts. I think when we talk further here about some of the
opportunities in this amendment bill to deal with a few of these broader issues about the definition of
‘health services’, we also need to be able to pick up very clearly on this other scourge in our community
in relation to massage parlours and the way in which they operate in communities. It is not just a
planning issue; it is about vulnerable people. There is a public health aspect to this, and I intend to
pursue this matter further. But the amendments in this bill reflect great pioneering work by the
Andrews Labor government, and I commend the amendments to the house.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (10:58): It is a pleasure to rise to speak on the Health Legislation
Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. I think in the 2 minutes or so that I have got, I am going to have to
turn this into something of a serial cliffhanger so that people are desperate to come back and hear how
the story ends.
Mr Wells: You might just give us a summary at the start.
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Dr READ: Yes, perhaps I should do that. The bill, in a nutshell, strengthens bans on tobacco and
e-cigarette ads, it repeals the redundant Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016 and it enhances
information sharing across the health system for quality and safety purposes. The Greens support all
of these and will support the bill.
My cliffhanger story begins in 1987. A Labor health minister, a Liberal health spokesperson and some
public health campaigners walked into a room and started talking about the fact that tobacco
advertising was everywhere in Victoria and hatched a plan. Around that time Victoria was covered in
cigarette billboards, and there was a growing campaign to get rid of them.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire): Order! We will wait for the cliffhanger ending to be
resolved.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
AUSTIN HOSPITAL
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:01): My question is to the Premier.
Hundreds of patients at the Austin Hospital have been operated on with contaminated surgical
equipment. The hospital acknowledges that these patients are now at risk from adverse reactions such
as allergy or infection. Will the Premier now commit that every single one of the patients exposed to
the Austin’s unsafe practices will be individually examined or tested to ensure there are no
life-threatening complications?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:02): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
question. What has occurred at the Austin Hospital is simply an unacceptable set of circumstances.
We have made that very clear. There are technicians working as we speak to repair some equipment
that has been deemed faulty—not sterilisation equipment, but surgical instrument washing equipment,
and there is a difference between those two in terms of the risks that they pose.
A member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: There is a difference as a matter of fact in terms of the risks that those two
machines and the fault that has been isolated pose to patients. That is a matter of fact.
Now, in terms of all of those patients who would be at this time understandably anxious, I am confident
that the department of health and Austin Hospital will reach out to those patients and provide them
with any and all support that they need. This is, as I said, an unacceptable set of circumstances. Work
is being done—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, going to relevance, this is a very serious issue
affecting the health of hundreds—hundreds—of patients at the Austin, and the question was: will each
of those patients be individually examined or tested? The Premier refers vaguely to the hospital
reaching out. That was not the question. Will every one of those patients be individually examined or
tested to ensure there are no life-threatening complications?
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has 2 minutes left of his answer. I ask him to come to
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: The matter of the care of each of those patients will be determined by clinicians,
not politicians. I am not quite sure what sort of a health system the Leader of the Opposition would
like us to be running, but in this instance and all instances these matters will be led by those who are
clinically qualified. We will provide any and all support to any and all patients who have been
impacted by this issue, and, what is more, we will continue to do the hard work to rectify this so that
we can have a full return of elective surgery at the Austin. Further, if there are learnings from this, then
Safer Care Victoria and other officials within the department of health will sit down with the Austin
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Hospital, make those learnings and take whatever steps are necessary, with the full support of our
government, to ensure that this does not happen again.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:04): In light of the potentially
catastrophic consequences—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr M O’BRIEN: Speaker, the fact that government members seem to be laughing at the fact there
are catastrophic health consequences is outrageous.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members on both sides of the house to cease shouting across the
chamber. The Leader of the Opposition is entitled to ask a question in silence.
Mr M O’BRIEN: In light of the potentially catastrophic consequences of this breach for hundreds
of vulnerable Victorian patients, will the Premier establish an independent judicial inquiry to expose
what led to this shocking failure of patient care?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:05): I do thank the Leader of the Opposition for his
supplementary question. With the greatest of respect to the Leader of the Opposition, I am not sure
that he necessarily has a full appreciation of how Safer Care Victoria works. Established by our
government with sweeping—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, never miss the chance to criticise the Department of Health and Human
Services or our health professionals—that is what happens over here. Never miss a chance.
Safer Care Victoria will conduct a full investigation into this matter, as they are fully resourced and
empowered to do. We will let them get about that important work with a commitment, as we have
always demonstrated, to implement whatever findings they come back with, whatever learnings and
lessons they come back with, so that we can provide the best care to a growing number of patients.
Mr R Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I warn the member for Warrandyte.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: MONASH MEDICAL CENTRE
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:06): I am delighted to be able to—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr ANDREWS: To pretend you care you need to at least keep it going for a few minutes after
you have asked the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier on a ministers statement.
Mr ANDREWS: This puts the lie to the supposed commitment of those opposite to better health
outcomes.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: No, no. Pointing out the hypocrisy of others is not a waste of time. It is not a
waste of time at all. It is the history of our state. Speaking of those who did so very little to advance
the interests of patients and clinicians, I was reminded, with a number of colleagues, of just how much
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more work there is to do when we were at the Monash Medical Centre on Sunday to announce a
massive boost to deliver a children-only emergency department space—an amazing investment in the
most appropriate care, the safest care, the best clinical outcomes for our smallest Victorians, as well
as a dedicated area for those experiencing mental illness in the emergency department. We think that
is a very appropriate investment. Maybe others do not share that interest, but we are absolutely
committed to delivering a number of those hubs across our busiest metropolitan and regional hospitals.
There is also a dedicated space for those who are experiencing the effects of alcohol and other drugs.
This is about building infrastructure that creates jobs, infrastructure that supports the best care,
infrastructure that not only supports patients and clients, their carers and their loved ones, but
infrastructure that also supports and acknowledges and honours the work of our staff. Keeping our
staff safe with the best possible investments in the best possible infrastructure, like at Monash Medical
Centre, is an important part of our record and our commitment, and what we will keep delivering.
AUSTIN HOSPITAL
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:08): My question is again to the
Premier. The oldest surgical instrument washer in use at the Austin Hospital is 12 years old, despite
having a life cycle of just seven to 10 years. Why hasn’t this contaminated, dangerous equipment been
replaced in the last five years?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:09): I have had the great pleasure of being involved
with many clinicians and many administrators at the Austin Hospital over a very long period of time,
dating right back to when our government saved that hospital from being privatised, and we are proud
to have done that. I am proud of the work that all of the staff at the Austin Hospital do: the cooks, the
cleaners, the nurses, the doctors, the ambos. Everybody in that clinical environment is, in my
experience—and I have met many of them over my time in public life—the best and the brightest, and
we thank them for the work that they do. One of the ways that we thank them is to provide them with,
I think, roughly a third more funding during our time in office than they received under this one when
he was the Treasurer.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members to cease shouting across the chamber. I warn members
they will be removed from the chamber if they keep shouting across the chamber. I remind the Premier
to use the correct titles of members when he is referring to them in this chamber.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, relating to relevance, the Premier was asked about
surgical instrument washers that were in operation beyond their life cycle and why they have not been
replaced in the last five years. The Premier has not even been in the postcode of answering that
question. I ask you to bring him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER: Order! I note the Premier has been answering the question for 2 minutes. I do ask
him to come to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: As I was saying, there are a number of ways in which we provide support to the
Austin Hospital, and that support is longstanding and it will continue. One of the ways we provide
support to all of our hospitals is through additional funding for the best equipment possible. In terms
of the specific example that the Leader of the Opposition cites, I will need to go and check with the
Department of Health and Human Services as to the claims that he has made.
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Well—
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr R Smith interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte has already been warned.
Mr ANDREWS: I learned some time ago that when claims are made by some—and we will not
mention them for fear that we might hurt their feelings and they might be prompted to take a point of
order—not to take on face value too much what is said by some, ever. Certainly on a matter as serious
as this I will be happy—indeed I believe I am required—to take advice on the claims that have been
made by the Leader of the Opposition. If I have anything to add beyond what I have already said, I
will be pleased to do so.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:11): The Austin Hospital applied for
funding to replace its older surgical washers as part of a $90 million rescue plan but was denied this
funding by your government. Can the Premier guarantee to Victorians that all surgical washers older
than their maximum recommended life currently operating in Victorian public hospitals will be
immediately replaced?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:12): Well, the Leader of the Opposition has made a
claim at the beginning of his supplementary question. As I have said, I do not accept claims that are
made—
A member: Fact check.
Mr ANDREWS: Fact check—exactly. That is what needs to go on. I tell you, once you start fact
checking this lot, particularly when it comes to health, you will be there awhile. In terms of the safe
operation of all of our health services it is our expectation that through boards of management, through
CEOs, through quality and safety committees, through the work of Safer Care Victoria and through a
whole framework of governance—not undermined by a privatisation agenda, I might add—every
hospital does everything they can—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, relating to relevance, the question was clear: can the
Premier guarantee that any outdated washers in other public hospitals will be replaced? I ask him to
answer that question in the remaining 13 seconds.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier, in my view, answered the question in the early part of his
answer.
Mr ANDREWS: As I was saying, it is my expectation that all equipment is safe and is operated
safely and that all steps are taken to make sure that patients only get the highest quality care. Now, the
Leader of the Opposition may not like that answer, but that is a comprehensive answer to his question.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: MELBOURNE PARK REDEVELOPMENT
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing) (11:13): Earlier this week I was at Melbourne Park to
mark the completion of stage 2 of the Melbourne Park redevelopment. The $338 million stage was
delivered on time and on budget and includes the new Tanderrum Bridge, which links Birrarung Marr
to Rod Laver Arena; new Tennis Australia and Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust headquarters; and
major refurbishments to Rod Laver Arena, including the new northern annex, new food and beverage
offerings, more accessibility, a roof that opens and closes in 5 minutes rather than 30 minutes,
retractable seating and a new eastern entrance.
It is only Labor governments that recognise the capacity of these infrastructure projects to leverage
broader outcomes for the community. We ensured that amongst the 1100 jobs that were there for the
four years between 2015 and 2019 there were minimum apprenticeship numbers and that 82 per cent
of content was local, increasing to 90 per cent local content for stage 3. And the fact is that we used
the building of this infrastructure to lock in the Australian Open at Rod Laver Arena until 2036.
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The Leader of the Opposition says, ‘We funded it’, but if it had been up to them it would be in Sydney
by now. The fact is that we have already got stage 3 underway with the new function centre and the
new 5000-seat show court, and 90 per cent is local content on stage 3. This project is on time and on
budget, and there are all the job, apprenticeship and local content opportunities that came with it. The
fact is that we have locked in the Australian Open for the next 17 years, and only Labor does that.
AUSTIN HOSPITAL
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:15): My question is to the Premier.
Twenty operating theatres have been closed at the Austin indefinitely. Patients whose surgeries have
been cancelled because of this contamination fiasco include elderly people awaiting urgent treatment
for cancer. Some patients have been passed over to the private system for surgery, while others have
been pushed across to the already stretched Northern Health’s surgery waiting list. Premier, what
guarantee can you offer these seriously ill patients that their health will not deteriorate further while
they wait for your government to fix the problem that you have created?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: The member for Mordialloc!
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:16): As the member for Sunbury just made very clear,
we will not be cutting health funding, so that would be a pretty good assurance to provide straight up,
wouldn’t it? I am happy to provide that assurance straight up. On the issue, well, we might leave the
politics to one side perhaps for a moment and focus on the issue that we think—that we hope—they
are serious about.
Technicians have been on site checking each of the washing units to resolve the issue. This is my latest
advice: Austin Health are currently testing the machines prior to returning them to service. Now, I am
not sure whether some would suggest we should return them to service before that testing is done; that
would not make a lot of sense, I do not think. We need to test them, we need to assess them—and not
politicians making those assessments, but people who are appropriately qualified to make those sorts
of judgements. That is the process that we will follow. As odd as that may be to some, that is the
process that we will follow. Five of the seven washers, I am advised, are functioning at the Austin
Hospital, and others are progressively being brought on—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier’s information may have been—
Mr Richardson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mordialloc has been warned. He can leave the chamber
for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Mordialloc withdrew from chamber.
Mr M O’Brien: The Premier’s answer may be relevant to a previous question that I asked about
the washers. This question was not about the washers, this question was about the state of health of
the patients—
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I warn the member for Eltham.
Mr M O’Brien: The question was about the state of health of cancer patients who have had their
surgery cancelled because of this government’s fiasco and about what the Premier is going to do to
guarantee they will not deteriorate further and to get them the treatment they need. I ask you to bring
him back to answering the question I asked, not the one I asked two questions ago.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I understand the point of order that has been raised by the Leader of the
Opposition, but the central part of the question that the Leader of the Opposition raised was what
guarantee the Premier can give to patients, and he is being relevant to that question.
Mr ANDREWS: If only some people had got this angry when they cut hospital funding budget
after budget after budget after budget—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: If only the former Treasurer had gotten this angry.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier to resume his seat, and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
assist in the running of the house.
Ms Staley: On a point of order, Speaker, you have repeatedly ruled that the forms of the house,
including many previous rulings from the Chair, are not an opportunity for the government to attack
the opposition in question time. Further rulings from the Chair have also made it clear that it is not
appropriate to just tack the name of the opposition on the end. If it is clear that that is what is going on,
then that is outside the forms of the house. Again the Premier is defying your rulings, and I ask you to
stop him from doing that.
Ms Allan: On the point of order, Speaker, in ruling on this point of order I ask you to also reflect
how points of order are not to be used by the opposition to attack members of the government, as is a
consistent and repeated pattern by those opposite when they are making their points of order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order raised by the member for Ripon. It is
not appropriate under previous rulings for ministers or the Premier to attack the opposition during an
answer or a ministers statement, but previous rulings do allow passing reference to be made to the
actions of a former government—passing reference. And so the Premier has made a passing reference,
and I expect him to come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS: Thank you very much, Speaker, for your guidance. As I was saying, the status
of the washers is critical to the status of the theatres, which is then critical to the status of patients, so
before we get another point of order about this not being relevant, I think it absolutely is. Five of the
seven washers are back up and running, and others will be progressively brought back on when they
are ready, with no compromise to safety—they have to be safe to be turned back on and used. That is
appropriate. I would have thought we could all agree on that.
Beyond that, the latest advice I have is that category 1 patients are still being treated—all of those.
This is my advice. I am happy to go and check the accuracy of this again to see whether it may have
changed, but my latest advice from earlier this morning was that each and every one of the category 1
patients, who should be treated within 30 days—that is the clinically recommended standard—were
in fact receiving their treatment on that basis. That is important. None of us need argue about the fact
that those patients absolutely should get their care within the clinically recommended framework. I do
not want to see anyone not getting their care within clinically recommended time frames. I apologise
if anyone has had their care compromised because of this issue. It would be deeply frustrating and
hurtful to them. The most important thing we should do is support them and then get on and fix this
so that it does not happen again.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:21): How much longer will patients
with highly serious but non-life-threatening conditions have to wait for elective surgery because
20 theatres remain closed at the Austin due to this Labor government’s neglect?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:22): As I said earlier, I am not entirely sure that
20 theatres are closed. I am going to go and check that. That may be the case. I am going to get that
checked. I am going to get that checked, and I think I am wise to do that. We do not want to see any
patients inconvenienced. We do not want to see any patients receiving their treatment, their care,
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outside the clinically recommended time line. We want to see patients, as with category 1s, being
treated within 30 days, and the same applies to category 2 and category 3.
The categorisation of patients of course is not conducted by me or members of Parliament. It is
conducted by properly trained clinicians, and the classification of patients can change. If you are in
category 2 and because of these troubles at Austin you are going to wait longer than the doctor thought
appropriate, your classification can be changed, and I know that that does in fact occur. So those
matters can be one way through this, beyond the information that I have already provided, as well as
of course utilising capacity at other hospitals with record funding from our government.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier said he was referring to advice that he had
been given today. Would he make that available to the house?
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: OUT FOR GOOD INITIATIVE
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (11:23): I rise to update the house on the actions the
Andrews Labor government is doing to ensure all Victorians have the opportunity to participate in our
growing economy. Yesterday I had the great opportunity to join the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure at the Melbourne Metro Tunnel to outline our Out for Good initiative, which will
provide up to 50 young people in touch with the criminal justice system the opportunity to gain
employment and meaningful participation in our economy. This is an innovative program driven with
many community partners: PricewaterhouseCoopers, Melbourne Polytechnic, Youthlaw, Goal
Indigenous Services, Jesuit Social Services and the YMCA Bridge Project. We are also making sure
that everyone knows they have a responsibility to support these young people, and I am so proud that
Jesuit Social Services will be working with our Big Build project partners, whether they be Lendlease,
John Holland, CPB Contractors, McConnell Dowell or Asciano.
We know that employment offers every young person the pathway to a bright and productive future.
In fact according to the Bridge, one of our partners, less than 5 per cent of young people in touch with
the justice system who secure jobs go on to offend. We know employment is one of the most important
protective factors that offers people an opportunity to live a life of purpose and indeed a law-abiding
life.
I am very proud of this. I could not have done it without the support of the Premier, the Deputy Premier
and the Minister for Transport Infrastructure. Our transport infrastructure is not only shaping our city,
it is shaping young people’s lives and giving them the opportunity to succeed. I want to thank everyone
in particular; the messages of support have been fantastic. But to our very good old friends on the other
side, I must say I have had a tweet this morning:
This is a very good idea.

Who from? The Institute of Public Affairs.
WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:25): My question is to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The minister has provided $10 million of taxpayers funds
to the receivers of a failed business, SKM, which has used that money to dump kerbside recycling held
by SKM into landfill. However, many innocent small business victims of SKM who have been left
storing thousands of tonnes of SKM’s material have been offered no assistance whatsoever. Minister,
why give taxpayers money to the receivers of a failed business to dump its waste into landfill rather
than help the innocent victims of that failed business to reduce their recycling stockpile?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (11:26): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. I have met with a
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number of these businesses, who have come to me to discuss their particular situations. As I have said
now for some time, we are committed—I am personally committed—to engaging with these
businesses. My department has had several engagements with them, and we will continue to work
through these issues with them and look towards providing whatever assistance we can.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:27): SKM’s receivers have said that
not one dollar—not one dollar—of the government’s $10 million is available to deal with the SKM
stockpile in leased premises such as the one owned by Marwood Property. Despite Marwood suffering
significant financial damage, the government has refused to assist.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: The member for Essendon is warned.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Despite Marwood suffering significant financial damage, the government has
refused to assist. Minister, Carly Whitington from Marwood is in the gallery. Will the minister meet
with Ms Whitington today and explain what, if anything, she will do for Marwood and every other
small business suffering from this government’s recycling failure?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (11:28): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his supplementary question. I met
personally with representatives of Marwood last week, including of course the person in the gallery,
absolutely, and we have had many conversations through my department. I have met with them
personally, discussed the particulars of their situation—and their situation is somewhat different to a
whole range of others that find themselves in this situation—and we agreed last week that we would
continue to have those conversations to identify ways that our government can provide support.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, these small businesses are dying and this minister is
not acting. The question is: what action will the minister take—what action?
The SPEAKER: Order! The question was whether the minister will meet with the individual, and
the minister is being responsive to the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: Speaker, this question can be sometimes seen as a peculiar question, because
I know that the hallmark of this government is an open door policy to so many businesses throughout
our term in government—unlike those opposite, including the Leader of the Opposition, and I know
many corporates complained over many years while he was in government that they had a closed door
policy.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is straying.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: We will continue to meet with the affected warehouse owners and tenants
and work through their issues. They are not all the same, and we will continue to have those
conversations.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: EMPLOYMENT
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (11:29): I rise to update the house on the state of the construction industry and jobs that
have been created since this government came to office. Since November 2014, 67 000 construction
jobs have been created right across Victoria because of this government’s ambitious infrastructure
agenda. That is 67 000—that is slightly more than the total population of Greater Shepparton, getting
greater under the great member for Shepparton. These are jobs on our major projects like removing
75 dangerous level crossings, the Melbourne Metro Tunnel, the regional rail revival, and jobs building
new homes thanks to our doubling of the first home owner grant in regional Victoria. While other
states dream of this number of new jobs in construction, this government is delivering them. With half
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of the construction jobs created in this nation since November 2014 being delivered here in Victoria,
you might even say ‘We’re nailing it’.
Nearly one in 10 jobs in Victoria today are in the construction industry, and the latest figures show
that this industry has grown by 28 per cent since this government came to office. That compares to the
demolition job of those opposite, where construction jobs actually went backwards—backwards!—
by 5400. It is no surprise that they failed to start a single major project. They basically took a four-year
smoko, and it damaged the economic health of the state of Victoria.
Mr R Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, members of the government continue to show a
complete lack of respect for your rulings.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte—
Mr R Smith: A complete lack of respect.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte can raise a point of order, but he should not
reflect on the Chair in his point of order.
Mr R Smith: I am not reflecting on the Chair; they are reflecting on the Chair.
The SPEAKER: Order! I disagree. The member for Warrandyte’s point of order is?
Mr R Smith: Members of the government continue to show a lack of respect for your rulings—
The SPEAKER: In which way? Member for Warrandyte, the point of order is?
Mr R Smith: and continue to attack the opposition during question time.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte will resume his seat. The Treasurer was not
attacking the opposition. He was making reference to the actions of a former government. As I said
before in relation to a point of order taken by the member for—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: The member for Warrandyte can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Warrandyte withdrew from chamber.
The SPEAKER: While I am making a ruling to a point of order that he has raised, I do not need
the member to be talking to me. As I have indicated to the house before, ministers when making a
statement or answering a question can make passing reference to the actions of a previous government,
not attack the opposition. The Treasurer stayed on that topic for too long. He needs to now move on
and make the rest of his statement.
Mr PALLAS: My passing reference has passed. Victorians are going into construction in record
numbers, and it is easy to see why. There are jobs in cities and in the regions. Have I mentioned recently
the regional unemployment rate? Nearly 15 000 construction jobs have been created in regional
Victoria. Digging a massive economic hole is no substitute for a capital works program.
BOROONDARA PLANNING SCHEME
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:33): My question is to the Minister for Planning. The minister’s
amendment to Boroondara planning scheme C299 allows heritage properties to be destroyed even
when they are protected by heritage overlay. There are currently six properties in Hawthorn and Kew
threatened by demolition orders. Will the minister rescind planning amendment C299 to save these
wonderful examples of heritage architecture?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:33): I thank the member for Kew for his question and for following me on Twitter.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
3358

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 12 September 2019

Mr Andrews: And you missed him too, didn’t you?
Mr WYNNE: I did miss you, and I know you missed me too. The matter that the member for Kew
raises is an important one, because it goes to the question of heritage protection in Boroondara. I wrote
to the mayor of Boroondara in fact last week, on the 7th of the 9th, to ask the mayor to provide me
with a detailed audit of any properties that currently have a demolition permit and that the council may
wish to consider putting heritage control over. This is an important question because ultimately the
situation is that where a property has got a demolition permit in place, and in all of those instances, as
the member for Kew knows, approved by the City of Boroondara, at some later date the City of
Boroondara comes back and says, ‘Oh, gee, hang on a minute. That demolition permit—I don’t know
about that. I think we need to give it some sort of heritage protection’.
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, the City of Boroondara are not much interested in the
minister’s blame game. They want to know: will he rescind amendment C299? My question was very
specific. I ask you to bring the minister back to answering my question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is being relevant to the question that was asked by the
member for Kew.
Mr WYNNE: Since February 2018 more than 20 amendments have been approved to the
Boroondara planning scheme that provides heritage protection for precincts, and indeed individual
sites, to support the implementation of the council’s heritage studies across the municipality. So my
simple message to the City of Boroondara is: I have written to you; tell me what the six sites are that
you have currently got demolition permits on, granted by the City of Boroondara, that you now want
to have some heritage protection over, and I will consider the matter.
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (11:36): Given the government has referred the Eastern Freeway for heritage
protection, what steps will the government take to protect beautiful heritage homes that are earmarked
for destruction in Boroondara?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:37): I thank the member for Kew for his continued interest in heritage—no more than
me. I indicate of course that we have been working with the City of Boroondara, and I again reiterate
that 20 amendments have been approved to the Boroondara planning scheme. I wrote to the council a
week ago. I have asked them to provide me with a detailed audit of any existing buildings that have
got an existing demolition permit on them. Indeed, as the Premier indicates by way of retort: stop
issuing demolition permits if you think the buildings have got any heritage value. Council, get on with
your job of protecting local heritage.
Mr T Smith: On a point of order, Speaker, on relevance, I asked what he is going to do to protect
heritage homes in Boroondara, particularly these six: Belford Road in Kew East; Toorak Road,
Camberwell; Moir Street, Hawthorn; Auburn Road, Hawthorn; Burwood Road, Hawthorn; and
Burwood Road, Hawthorn East. What is he going to do to protect these properties? He has not
answered my question.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Geelong! I ask the Premier to cease shouting. The
minister is relevant to the question that has been asked and I daresay provided relevant information to
this answer in the answer to the first question, the substantive question. Has the minister concluded his
answer or is he continuing?
Mr WYNNE: I will have another go, Speaker.
Members interjecting.
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Mr WYNNE: Fair dinkum, Speaker, I got out of my sick bed for that. I might just retire now; I
have had enough. We will continue protecting heritage. Do not worry about that.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: NORTH EAST LINK
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (11:39):
I am very pleased to follow the Minister for Planning and rise to update the house on the great work
the Andrews Labor government is doing to complete the missing link in Victoria’s freeway network—
the North East Link. It has been talked about for decades and only the Andrews Labor government
will deliver it. It will slash travel times, it will get trucks off local roads and it will help Victorians get
where they want to go to. Also too, it is going to create over 10 000 jobs through the construction
period.
Now, with a tick sheet like that, you would think that this would be a project that was supported far
and wide. There is some opposition from the usual quarters; we expect that. We expect that from the
Green corner over there. But I was surprised—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Frankston! The member for Oakleigh is warned.
Mr Hibbins: On a point of order, Speaker, the position from the usual quarters: a joint letter from
1700 local residents that has just been presented to me this morning on the steps of Parliament.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The member for Prahran can resume his seat.
The Minister for Transport Infrastructure has the call.
Ms ALLAN: Speaker, I am sure you are very disappointed to learn that there is one member in this
place, another additional member in this place, who does not support this, who has proudly stood with
protesters trying to block this project and who has letterboxed his own local community, outlining
how the Liberal Party will stop the North East Link. Come on down, the member for Kew, who is
trying to stop this project.
Well, the Andrews Labor government is getting on with it. This week the Minister for Training and
Skills and I launched the Victorian Tunnelling Training Centre at Holmesglen TAFE. Why do we
need a tunnelling centre of excellence? Because there are lots of tunnels in the pipeline—the North
East Link, the West Gate Tunnel, the Metro Tunnel, the Suburban Rail Loop—and we need workers
on those projects.
But as I have said, not everyone in this place shares our enthusiasm for the North East Link. The
Greens do not, the member for Kew does not, the member for Bulleen does not either, as he flip-flops
his way on various positions on this project, and now, just this morning, the Leader of the Opposition
has put his stamp with the Greens political party and said that they too oppose the North East Link
project. We will get on and deliver this project, a much-needed missing link.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is being even more bizarre than usual.
If she actually has any evidence of the claim, I would love her to make it available to the house.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister’s statement has concluded.
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Speaker, I just wish to draw to your attention that questions 481,
857 and 860 are outstanding, and I ask if you could have those questions attended to by the various
ministers.
The SPEAKER: Questions on notice?
Mr Wakeling: Questions on notice.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
3360

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 12 September 2019

The SPEAKER: I thank the member for Ferntree Gully for raising that matter. We will follow
those up with the relevant minister.
Rulings by the Chair
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
The SPEAKER (11:43): Just before moving to the first constituency question, there was a point
of order taken yesterday by the member for Ripon in relation to a member’s constituency question.
The Acting Chair at the time has referred all of the constituency questions to me for consideration. I
was not in the chair at the time. The member for Hastings and the member for Yan Yean framed their
questions as requests for action rather than information, so I have to rule those questions out of order.
The member for Brighton, while I understand the issue he was raising, did not set out a question, so I
also rule that out of order.
The guidelines about constituency questions from the last Parliament were removed from the collated
Rulings from the Chair when the sessional order about constituency questions lapsed. The guidelines
will be included in the next volume of rulings. In the meantime I have asked the Clerk to email them
to all members so that everyone is aware of how to frame their constituency questions. As there have
been a few procedural problems with constituency questions in recent weeks, we will raise this matter
at the next meeting of the Standing Orders Committee to see if there is a more practical way forward.
Constituency questions
EILDON ELECTORATE
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (11:44): (1161) I have a question for the Minister for Water. I refer the
minister to the disposal of Melbourne Water land in Christmas Hills. The minister will recall that for
the last 18 months or so this has been a matter of some controversy, particularly around the community
engagement process. Residents are still very much in the dark over this project. Members of the
Christmas Hills community and surrounds want to know when they will be given a clear understanding
of the government’s intent and the outcome of this process. In a press release of 22 October last year,
in acknowledging the lack of certainty for landowners and the public about the future use of this land,
the minister advised that Melbourne Water were going to:
… undertake further engagement as part of the development of its Christmas Hills master plan, to ensure the
use of surplus land in the area benefits the community.

Unfortunately all there has been is silence, and the community does want to know when they are going
to find out what is going on with this process.
ESSENDON ELECTORATE
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:45): (1162) I direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and I ask: can the minister advise me as to what is the
take-up rate of the $50 rebate for registering at the Victorian Energy Compare website by people in
the state district of Essendon?
OVENS VALLEY ELECTORATE
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (11:45): (1163) My question is to the Minister for Prevention of
Family Violence and is on behalf of Larry Pilkington of Yarrawonga, who asks: will the minister for
family violence give me some information about whether this government will seek new legislation
to protect elderly people from threats to harm by family members? A recent response from the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services suggested that $50 000 has been allocated towards elder abuse.
Clearly this is inadequate funding. Mr Pilkington said his late mother was abused and threatened for
many years before her passing and the local police could not act because she would not testify. Threats
towards our elders should be considered under new legislation that will take into account the fear that
elders have, particularly against family members with a history in this space. I ask the minister for
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family violence to give me some information around whether new legislation will be put in place to
protect our elders.
PASCOE VALE ELECTORATE
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (11:46): (1164) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Education. Will the minister consider the funding applications of St Fidelis Primary School and
St Paul’s Primary School to the Non-Government Schools Capital Fund? St Fidelis Primary School in
Moreland and St Paul’s Primary School in Coburg are great local Catholic schools of choice for
constituents across my community. They support excellent faith-based educational outcomes, and they
support opportunities for their children. It was great to have recently met with the principals of both
of these schools to tour their facilities and hear firsthand about their future needs, and in particular their
future infrastructure needs. St Fidelis Primary School is led by a new principal, Mrs Manuela Watson,
and I know it very well as a warm and welcoming school. But it is currently dealing with the significant
challenge of heritage-style buildings. There is literally old-style plaster falling from the ceilings. The
school is seeking capital investment through this grant program to redevelop these facilities and to
build new classroom spaces and more comfortable, functional and conducive spaces.
MORNINGTON ELECTORATE
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:47): (1165) My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Minister, I am sure that every member of the house is only too
familiar with the litany of complaints that we are all receiving about the government’s botched solar
panel scheme. Here are some comments from a frustrated member of the public:
Suggest you all prepare for a new barrage of complaints regarding the Victorian solar rebate scheme.
They might as well be selling tickets to a popular rock concert.
Website … overloaded and reports are that it was difficult/impossible to get the required documents uploaded
online.
Solar rebate scheme aside, the online application system needs a post-mortem me thinks …

And another:
Solar Victoria rebate system is the time-wasting joke. Why are applicants forced to enter an online race each
month that inevitably leads to a system crash? Why is there not an ‘apply whenever and then wait’ system
with applications dealt with in order of receipt?

If time permitted, I could read another hundred examples into the record. So the question is: when is
the minister going to stop fiddling at the edges and finally get this scheme fixed?
TARNEIT ELECTORATE
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (11:48): (1166) My question is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure. The $1.8 billion western roads package is a life-changing infrastructure project in the
outer western suburbs. Most of the major arterial roads covered by this project are located within my
electorate of Tarneit, including Derrimut Road, Leakes Road, Forsyth Road, Dohertys Road and
Palmers Road. Residents in Wyndham drive through Tarneit, Truganina and Williams Landing on these
roads on a daily basis, with Leakes Road alone taking up to 22 000 cars a day and Derrimut Road taking
18 000 vehicles a day. These roads are the lifeblood of my electorate, and the duplication, widening and
upgrading of these major thoroughfares is a welcome investment from the Andrews Labor government.
Therefore my question is: what is the project’s current status in regards to these roads? The Tarneit
community are eager to know the progress of these roadworks and would benefit greatly from knowing
how the Andrews Labor government is delivering these much-needed road upgrades.
MELBOURNE ELECTORATE
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (11:49): (1167) My question is for the Minister for Education, and
firstly I would like to thank the minister. On 2 September $515 million was announced for school
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maintenance across Victoria, which is incredibly, incredibly welcome. Kensington Primary School in
my electorate will receive $60 000 of this funding. It is sorely needed and very welcome. I congratulate
the parents and staff, who have been tireless in their advocacy for funding to fix their local school.
However, they tell me that the funding is unfortunately not enough to cover the essential repairs that
they need. The school is in dangerous disrepair in many areas. There is regularly mould and flooding
from roof and gutter leaks, the office needs re-stumping and there are over 40 broken windows—and
really that is just a start. So my question is: how are the recent funding allocations determined and will
the government provide the additional funding that Kensington Primary needs for these essential
repairs and maintenance?
ELTHAM ELECTORATE
Ms WARD (Eltham) (11:50): (1168) My question is to the Minister for Transport Infrastructure.
The minister is well aware of how important Hurstbridge stage 2 is to my community, as it is to your
community as well, Speaker. I ask the minister: when will our communities receive communications
from and consultation with the Level Crossing Removal Authority?
BULLEEN ELECTORATE
Mr GUY (Bulleen) (11:50): (1169) My constituency question is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure. When major employers have shut their doors, there has been assistance provided to
workers impacted economically, socially and mental health related—and rightly so. When the North
East Link compulsory acquisitions see the inevitable demise of 1200 jobs in the Bulleen employment
precinct—more direct job losses than the closures of Hazelwood or Ford—I would like to know what
assistance is planned. Business owners will be compensated, so I ask the minister: why has there been
no discussion—zero discussion—of assistance for the 1200 impacted workers who will lose their jobs
from the North East Link compulsory acquisition of businesses?
NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (11:51): (1170) My question is to the Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events, and it relates to the inner-city netball program. The Andrews Labor
government provided $9.6 million to create the program, which delivers a massive 64 brand-new
netball courts across the three inner-city councils of Darebin, Moreland and Yarra, a boon for
netballers and female sport. In my electorate we have seen six courts already completed at Northcote
High, Thornbury High and Fairfield Primary, with eight courts to come at Yarra Bend Park.
But my question goes to the courts that were due to be completed in May this year at John Cain
Memorial Park. I recently met with the Northcote City Football Club, and the conversation naturally
turned to the adjacent netball courts. There appears to be no activity at the site other than a large fence
around the construction zone, which includes signage relating to asbestos. This is obviously a concern
to players at the soccer club, given that it is quite easy for a stray ball to end up on the wrong side of
the fence. It is also no doubt a source of frustration for many avid netballers looking forward to the
new facilities. What is the latest information on the progress of the courts, including an indication of
when they will be completed?
Ms Halfpenny: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Ovens Valley in his constituency
question talked about ‘can the minister give’, and the member for Yan Yean was ruled out of order for
saying ‘can the minister provide’, which are similar words for actions. I ask that you review the
member for Ovens Valley’s constituency question.
The SPEAKER: Thank you, member, for that point of order. I will have a look at Hansard closely
and report back to the house.
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Bills
HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (11:53): Just to recap for those who missed the first 90 seconds, the Health
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019 repeals the redundant Access to Medicinal Cannabis
Act, improves some information sharing in the health system and strengthens bans on tobacco and ecigarette ads. The Greens support all of this.
I was going into a little bit more detail about the Victorian Tobacco Act 1987, because this bill is really
the continuation of a 30-something-year project to continually crack down on, limit and restrict
cigarette advertising. The original project was the brainchild of Labor health minister David White,
Nigel Gray from Cancer Council Victoria and Mark Birrell, shadow health spokesperson at the time.
They came up with the Victorian Tobacco Act. The government controlled the lower house but not
the upper house, so opposition participation was required for its success. The original bill banned
outdoor and cinema advertising. Melbourne, as I said earlier, was covered in billboards advertising
cigarettes. The bill also originally banned sponsorship of sporting clubs, although ultimately
amendments from the opposition in the Legislative Council delayed those coming through. The first
bill was in fact introduced to this house by a member for Brunswick, Tom Roper, and it finally passed
in October 1987. Thirty-two years later we continue a long project of federal and state legislation to
limit and ultimately eliminate tobacco advertising in Australia.
Now the prevalence of smoking in Victoria is around 10 per cent. It was—I am not sure—maybe
double that at the time. Back then, it is worth noting, the tobacco industry and particularly the Philip
Morris International company funded ferocious TV advertising opposing the bill, and they fought very
hard to prevent Nicola Roxon’s federal legislation to introduce plain packaging, including taking
Australia to court internationally. Now they are campaigning for legalised nicotine vaping in Australia.
So while of course we need to keep an open mind about the public spiritedness of Philip Morris
International, we should bear this long history of campaigning against public health in mind while we
do so. It is wonderful that we are closing a loophole exploited by the same company in this particular
piece of legislation, and I congratulate the government for continuing this long-running project to
eliminate cigarette advertising.
This bill, which represents more than three decades of government activity, is really part of a project
that is relatively new as something governments do, which is to limit the promotion of unhealthy
products. It is not something that governments even thought about 40 or 50 years ago. Advertising
bans are relatively uncommon, and it is important to think about what they do and do not do. For
example, advertising bans do not prevent consumers from buying or using a product and they do not
limit the freedom of consumers in any way. They do save or reduce health spending and they can save
lives and keep people out of hospital. Importantly, they cost nothing or next to nothing to implement.
One of the key arguments used against advertising bans is that they represent some form of nanny
state. In fact that is purely rhetorical, because when you think about it, when you have incredibly
wealthy corporations funding extensive advertising campaigns which tell us what we think we want
to eat and drink and smoke, that is really the corporate nanny. This is really just something that keeps
the corporate nanny in check. It does not tell us what to do; rather it simply stops some other wellfunded nanny from telling us what to do.
But Victoria in 2019 is different to Victoria in 1987 in a number of key ways. A lot fewer people smoke,
and alcohol is now the drug causing by far the most harm in our community—around 1200 deaths per
year and nearly 40 000 hospitalisations per year in recent data published by VicHealth. The estimated
cost to Victoria of alcohol harm is around $4.3 billion a year in money paid by the health and justice
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systems, workplaces, families and individual Victorians. We know from a lot of international and
Australian research that the best way to reduce harm from alcohol is to reduce its affordability and
availability, and in particular to reduce the promotion of alcohol. The Royal Australasian College of
Surgeons and VicHealth both say that spending $26 million a year on alcohol advertising clearly
encourages young people to drink more. Last year VicHealth requested a ban on alcohol advertising on
public transport, specifically government-owned billboards on public transport property.
Thinking back to 1987, if you look at photographs from that time you can tell without looking at any
data that the average body weight of Victorians now is much higher and the prevalence of obesity and
diabetes is higher. In those black-and-white photos with cigarette ads in the background the teenagers
look thinner than they do now. We eat a lot more sweet and processed food—what the advertising
industry calls FMCG, or fast-moving consumer goods, what the nutritionists call EDNP, or energydense nutrient-poor food, but what most of us call junk food. That highly processed energy-dense food
accounts for more than a third of the total daily energy intake of Victorians. More than a third of our
calories on average come from this kind of food. The demand for that is driven in part by advertising
and in part also because it tastes really good. It is full of sugar and trans fat. What is not to like? It is
nicely wrapped in a little bit of foil and plastic. Where is the problem? But part of it is driven by a
$45 million advertising spend on junk food.
One in four Victorians now meet the clinical definition of obesity, and similarly almost a quarter of
children are either obese or overweight. But it is not evenly spread across Melbourne. There is a strong
postcode correlation with how much people weigh, and the disadvantaged suburbs bear the burden of
poor nutrition and are at the greatest risk of type 2 diabetes, heart disease and cancer. I would like to
quote Jane Martin from the Obesity Policy Coalition. She said:
The Victorian Government has a real opportunity to make a difference by ensuring our public spaces like
train stations, schools and sports events are free from unhealthy food and drink ads.

You can read all of that on the VicHealth website.
Going back 32 years, a Labor government, a Liberal opposition and public health advocates all worked
together to begin this long-running project, which this bill continues, to restrict cigarette advertising.
But now we face new public health challenges, and this bill shows us how we can deal with those. It
is time we stopped advertising these products on government property, and I include gambling also,
alongside alcohol and junk food. The advertising of gambling, junk food and alcohol really does
nothing to enhance the lives of Victorians, but it does cause a lot of easily preventable damage. I think
we can trust Victorians to make up their own minds about whether they want to gamble, drink alcohol
or eat junk food, rather than allow very wealthy corporations to ram these ideas down everybody’s
throat. Every corner you turn, every tram you catch, every bus you ride—ads for these products
decorate our public transport infrastructure.
I note with great interest that the Palaszczuk government in Queensland this year announced a ban on
advertising junk food on government property. I think it is an excellent idea. In fact I read about this
in an article in the Business Age quoting the CEO of JCDecaux, the company whose name is on every
bus stop in Melbourne. He was bemoaning the fact that it might spread to other states, like Victoria.
Where do we sign up? I reckon this is fantastic. I think that this should be a project of the
59th Parliament. I am sure it would get support across party lines, just as it did back in 1987. Of course
those progressive and far-sighted MPs in 1987 who set in train this project did not just dream it up. It
came about because of a long-running campaign by public health advocates of all sorts who did things
like spray-painting health warnings on cigarette billboards and dressing up as cigarettes outside the
cricket, the opera and the Australian Open, all of which were sponsored by Benson & Hedges.
Here we are in the 59th Parliament, and we know that parents are sick of their kids encountering
unhealthy promotions every corner they walk around. It really just needs more far-sighted MPs who
are willing to protect the health of the public from the predation of big business. So I salute MPs like
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David White, Tom Roper, Nicola Roxon and Mark Birrell and hold out the challenge to this Parliament
to see what we can do.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (12:04): Every cigarette does you harm. Such medical evidence
is long established, but it remains staggering to realise that even today in Victoria smoking is still the
leading cause of preventable chronic disease and death, with about 4000 lives lost annually. Smoking
also costs $3.8 billion in health care and lost productivity each year. This is the scale of what we are
talking about. What do we have to do now? We have to continue to adapt to the changing tactics of
big tobacco companies and the way that they relentlessly try to hook new customers, often young and
naive people. This is the strategy. It has been well established and identified, and we need to keep
moving on how we address their tactics and their changes.
The World Health Organization has urged governments to enforce bans on tobacco advertising,
promotion and sponsorship at sporting events, including when hosting or receiving broadcasts of
Formula One and Moto GP events. The World Health Organization also urged all sporting bodies,
including Formula One and Moto GP, to adopt strong tobacco-free policies to ensure their events are
smoke-free and their activities and participants, including race teams, are not sponsored by tobacco
companies. These calls come in light of tobacco companies establishing new partnerships with motor
racing teams. Just to identify this clearly, British American Tobacco recently announced ‘a new global
partnership’ with the Formula One team McLaren, using the logo ‘A better tomorrow’. In making this
announcement, BAT indicated that the multi-year partnership will provide a global platform to drive
greater resonance of certain products. This statement suggests that the company’s intent is to promote
tobacco use. Of course it is. They are like mobile billboards. That is the strategy. That is what they are
doing.
In the case of Philip Morris International, the company has created a new logo, ‘Mission Winnow’, to
be carried by Ferrari on cars and Ducati on motorbikes that previously carried branding for the
cigarette brand Marlboro. PMI has also registered the Mission Winnow logo as a trademark, including
for use with respect to tobacco products. Ducati carried this branding at a recent Moto GP.
Comprehensive bans on tobacco advertising, promotion and sponsorship reduce the consumption of
tobacco products, including among young people. This is what the World Health Organization has
defined. Article 13 of the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control obliges parties to the
convention to implement a comprehensive ban or restrictions on tobacco advertising, promotion and
sponsorship. The definitions of ‘tobacco advertising and promotion’ and ‘tobacco sponsorship’ are
broad and cover activities with the effect or likely effect of promoting a tobacco product or tobacco
use either directly or indirectly.
The actions of the companies result in advertisement and promotion of tobacco products and tobacco
use to the world at large, including young people. This is the hook. This is the new generation of
customers they are trying to entice. Tobacco product advertising and promotion occurs both in
countries that host events and in countries that receive transmissions of these events.
The World Health Organization urged governments to implement their domestic laws banning tobacco
advertising, promotion and sponsorship in the strongest possible ways. This is their statement. This
may include issuing penalties applicable under domestic laws and taking preventative action, such as
by preventing the screening of events that violate domestic laws. This is the set of circumstances that
we find ourselves in.
With the issue of e-cigarettes, I will reference the Surgeon General of the US, who has said that he is
emphasising:
… the importance of protecting our children from a lifetime of nicotine addiction and associated health risks
by immediately addressing the epidemic of youth e-cigarette use. The recent surge in e-cigarette use among
youth, which has been fuelled by new types of e-cigarettes that have recently entered the market, is a cause
for great concern. We must take action now to protect the health of our nation’s young people.
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This is from the Surgeon General of the US. These are the established methods that we know, the
strategies that occur, and that is why the Andrews Labor government is again upholding a fine tradition
in Victoria. It has been for more than three decades.
I do want to commend the then health minister, David White, who was the driver of this strategy. Nigel
Gray from the Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria was also an outstanding advocate, and he made this
an international quest as well. It was done in a bipartisan way. Mark Birrell did play an important role
in the upper house to get the Liberal Party, the coalition, over the line, so it was actually tripartisan at
that time. Victoria was an international exemplar in this. So this continues a long line of tradition on
standing up and really identifying the health risks.
I do also want to acknowledge Tom Roper, another Labor health minister, for what he did, and Nicola
Roxon, as the federal health minister, in taking on the branding issue again. That became an
internationally contested argument. A lot of money was spent by big tobacco, and that has been a long
hard fight. This goes to one of the real values in health that has been driven and led out of Victoria and
has saved lives around the world, so I want to really commend that effort. What are we doing here?
This again ensures that overseas-based Formula One teams will not display tobacco advertising on
their cars and uniforms at the Formula One Australian Grand Prix. So again, that is upholding the
tradition and then countering the changing circumstances and the cynical manipulation that tobacco
companies drive to try and hook the next generation of users. This legislation will make it impossible
for tobacco companies to circumvent the laws when they try to introduce new forms of advertising
and sponsorship, especially in sport. The legislation extends the definition of tobacco or e-cigarette
advertising to include words or designs closely associated with a tobacco manufacturer. It is designed
to crack down on this cynical manipulation that big tobacco use to circumvent the rules by identifying
new and indirect ways of marketing their dangerous and—let us call it—deadly products. That is what
they are. The legislation will also repeal a rarely used exemption for tobacco advertising at certain
events, making it non-negotiable that tobacco advertising is banned for good.
This is really part of an outstanding tradition that we have in defining the values that have been
supported right across the Parliament. I do want to acknowledge the Greens political party and the
contribution today from the member for Brunswick in supporting this as well. There is that need for
vigilance. There is that need to keep watching what is going on and to keep countering argument by
argument what big tobacco companies keep putting up, because the bottom line remains the same:
they are in it for the money, and the cost is incredible in lives. Still in Victoria 4000 lives are lost each
year; this is the most preventable loss of life we have in our state. And then in productivity and
healthcare costs it is nearly $4 billion. So even though we do have a proud history, that shows us that
we must keep evolving. We must be vigilant and we must adapt and counter the cynicism of big
tobacco, because they know as well as anybody else that every cigarette does you harm. I commend
this bill to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (12:13): I rise to speak on the Health Legislation Amendment
and Repeal Bill 2019. This is an omnibus bill which does a number of things, but I am going to focus
my contribution on the information sharing section of the bill, along with the Access to Medicinal
Cannabis Act 2016, which is no longer necessary. The federal government have taken the lead in this.
Cannabis is now under the normal use of drugs in schedule 8, which doctors and nurses have managed
quite well. I am sure that is a really good change, because people need this drug for different reasons
and it is managed by the health professionals responsibly, so it is good to see that that is now in train.
The information sharing parts of this bill are good to see. We can only improve in health when we
improve information sharing. I was part of the parliamentary inquiry into perinatal care. As part of
that, one of the things that was identified, particularly by an obstetrician from my region, was the fact
that when doctors are setting up their clinics they are left to decide on what software they will purchase,
and rather than have the ability to share between clinics, between departments and between health
organisations, we now have a very disparate system. In this day and age where banks and other
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organisations are able to use technologies, I think health is a long way behind. When you have still got
doctors using snail mail and taking three weeks to send referral letters—for example, between GPs
and specialists—especially if you have got the case of a pregnant woman, which obviously has a fairly
tight time line for care needing to be adhered to, the technology should be able to give the doctors,
nurses and health professionals the confidence to be able to share information with their privacy
guaranteed. So whilst I absolutely think this is really good, I think the Department of Health and
Human Services under the Minister for Health could work a lot harder in this area, because in this day
and age it does not make a lot of sense that we do not have the nicely streamlined information sharing
with privacy guaranteed.
In my own electorate we have got 72—by the last count; actually it is probably more—specialists in
our area, which is something to be very proud of. The reason we have 72 specialists is that it is a great
part of the world to live. But when you have got the Warrnambool Base Hospital, which has been
needing stage 2 done for five years now since the Labor government have been in power, being
completely ignored, it is very hard to attract new general surgeons, nursing staff, occupational
therapists, speech therapists—any health professionals—to the region when you are asking the staff
to operate in very cramped spaces. It is not only a problem for Warrnambool but also a problem for
Portland—two very important health organisations.
I think what we see is the Labor government forgetting that they have responsibility for the regions as
well as the city. Although maybe with what we are seeing with the Austin Health announcement today,
where 20 theatres are actually closed because of contamination because they have been asking for an
upgrade to the decontamination washing of instruments system that they have, is that the health area
is no longer a priority of this government. This bill will do some things to improve that, as I said, in
the information sharing area, but we have got to do a lot more.
When I was on the perinatal inquiry one of the recommendations that we all put together, which was
from both sides of government, was to make sure the Victorian government review and increase the
incentives in place for attracting and retaining health professionals in rural and regional Victoria and
establish a more effective range of incentives to support a sustainable workforce. Well, we are certainly
not seeing their own recommendations being addressed, because just yesterday the CEO of the
Australian College of Nursing, Kylie Ward, said at Warrnambool that there would be thousands of
vacancies for nurses by 2030 and the health outcomes for people living in regional areas would be
negatively affected.
The recommendation around the government having a strategic look at workforce capability was
another one of the recommendations coming out of the perinatal inquiry that has not been enacted by
this government. So you can talk the talk, but you can put your money where your mouth is as well.
So you have got the Warrnambool Base Hospital desperately needing the accident and emergency
department and theatres to be invested in because the staff who are working very, very hard under very
constrained conditions are really begging for that. Why would you want to come to work in
Warrnambool at a hospital that is really quite compromised and also does not have the nurse-patient
ratios that the government prior to this election committed to? Still they are waiting. So if you work in
Melbourne in the cardiac area, for example, I think it is four patients to one cardiac nurse, yet in
Warrnambool it is five patients to one cardiac nurse. I will tell you now: if you have got five acute
myocardial infarction patients or someone with cardiomyopathy, or whatever the cardiac condition is
that you are looking after, the patients in Melbourne are exactly the same as the patients in
Warrnambool, so why is the ratio different? The government obviously understand that—that is why
they made that commitment—but it is all talk. They actually have not delivered on that, and the
Warrnambool Base Hospital are struggling to attract the staff. I know that we are already getting nurses
at Mercy Place, one of the elderly residential homes, who are having to be flown up for night duty
shifts. So we really do have opportunities there. It is important that the government recognises its
responsibilities to health all across the state. That is a priority for this government, as they say it is, but
we are not seeing it in action.
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On this day, R U OK? Day, it kind of amazes me that we hear that the Minister for Health in the other
place has determined that the primary care partnerships (PCPs) are not going to be funded anymore.
They talk about information sharing. Well, the South West Alliance of Rural Health established the
information and technology committee that sat under the PCP when I sat on the PCP some years ago,
so it was about information sharing and it was about making sure things were more streamlined in
health. Our PCP at the moment has a priority of suicide prevention. As my colleague the member for
Lowan said earlier, in the country we know what our gaps are that we have to fill, and that is what the
PCP is doing really well. But today of all days we hear that the PCP funding has been cut—when
suicide prevention is actually their priority. We all know that it is an area that we need to be focusing
on. The mental health services in my area are really stretched for two reasons: they do not get the
resources and attracting staff to the region is really hard.
With the schools, I have got a school in Portland that is desperate. It is an independent school—it is
not a government school—but the children there are needing support. All children need support. The
government has an obligation to all the children from all schools because at the end of the day if we
closed all the independent and Catholic schools, the impost would be on the government system and
it would not work. We have got students in Portland whose principal has spoken to me many times. I
have asked her to put a submission to the mental health inquiry, which she has done, because we are
just not coping. We need to get the resources there to have somebody come in and case manage and
help assist the teachers with these students, who are trying in extraordinary, challenging circumstances
due to mental health challenges and stressors from their life outside school. It is putting too great a
burden on the system, on the children and on the school.
We do not oppose the bill, and I do think it is great to see improvements in health sharing—and
anything that improves that—but I think there is a lot more we can do. There are technologies available
that the government needs to be investigating more into, with more determination. As I say, there are
plenty of innovative businesses around the world that are using technology for information sharing
much more effectively than our health system is. When you have got a department of health available
to do this, I ask the question: what are they doing? It always amuses me when you go into a new
hospital and they have got different policies to the last hospital. Where my sister-in-law works in New
South Wales the policies are the same from one hospital to the next hospital, which makes sense.
Clearly you will change procedures according to your needs, but why have different policies? So the
department, I think, under the minister’s direction could do more there.
My final points are: please fund the Warrnambool Base Hospital and address the work shortage of
health professionals, particularly the nurses and doctors in our region. Portland hospital is an incredibly
important service that needs to be given the attention on what it delivers for our region, and it is time
to stop ignoring the regions, say what you mean and deliver on your promises.
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (12:23): I rise too to make my contribution on the Health Legislation
Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. As has been stated, this is an omnibus bill that seeks to amend a
number of pieces of legislation, including the Health Services Act 1988, the Mental Health Act 2014,
and the Tobacco Act 1987; to repeal the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016 and to consequently
amend a number of other acts. While the bill is relatively broad in its coverage, I do want to specifically
focus on the amendments to the Tobacco Act, and they deal with the prohibition on indirect advertising
by tobacco manufacturers and e-cigarette manufacturers and the repeal of the remaining exemptions
for the display of tobacco and e-cigarette advertisements.
I do not need to remind members of this house that the impacts of smoking are not kind and will never
be. The devastating impacts of the habit have hit mothers, fathers, children and loved ones, and that is
why these progressive policies are so important. In 2011 smoking-related diseases killed 4400 people
in Victoria. This is equivalent to 12 people a day. Not only do we know that smoking kills; we know
that second-hand smoke puts the health of non-smokers at risk. It was only 15 years ago that
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second-hand smoke took an estimated 141 lives in Australia. There is absolutely no risk-free
second-hand smoke. Even with brief exposure it can be harmful.
In particular the impacts of second-hand smoke on children can be particularly severe, through severe
asthma attacks, respiratory symptoms and infections and, at its worst, a greater risk of sudden infant
death syndrome. I know that in my own case, as a sufferer of asthma, I was particularly affected by
second-hand smoke growing up. Back in the 1980s smoking was far more prevalent than it is today,
and even though my parents had given up by that time, my grandparents and my parents’ friends would
come over and smoke in the house. The ashtray would be out, and I would just have to leave the house.
I just could not stand being in my own house while there was smoking. It would affect my lungs and
respiratory system that much that I could not bear it.
In terms of tobacco advertising, which is what this bill is really about, in this country and especially in
Victoria we reached a consensus some time ago. Smoking is so dangerous and so disruptive that its
promotion and advertising is simply not acceptable. It is hard to believe that in the early 20th century
smoking was encouraged as a healthy alternative and glamorous, and these smoke advertisements
featured testimonial after testimonial from smoking celebrities, well-known athletes and alleged
medical professionals. By the 1950s smoking and cigarette endorsements were widespread and
predominantly involved television commercials. In the United States even The Flintstones, which of
course was watched by many thousands of children and teenagers, was used as a marketing ploy by
the tobacco industry. These ads left out the wheezing, the coughing, the strong, off-putting odour, the
coloured teeth, the advanced ageing process and of course the oncology ward that awaits many
long-term smokers.
Australia got off to a slow start compared to other English-speaking countries in introducing bans on
the broadcast of tobacco advertisements on television and radio. Direct cigarette advertising on radio
and television was phased out over the three years between 1973 and 1976, but advertising which was
construed as accidental or incidental to a broadcast or transmission was allowed to continue. In this
state we have a proud history of bipartisan support for tobacco control. As has been previously referred
to, the Victorian Tobacco Act 1987, which was introduced by the Cain government and which this bill
seeks to amend, was indeed unique and pioneering. It was passed unanimously in this Parliament, and
it set a global precedent for an independent health promotion foundation with secure hypothecated
funding. Despite a change in funding arrangements, it remains an independent body with strong
political support to this day.
The Tobacco Act included a ban on cinema advertising, billboards and external displays of advertising
materials on shopfronts and on unsolicited leaflets advertising cigarettes. While initially the bill
proposed a complete ban on tobacco company sponsorships, with the exception of special events,
under the enacted bill organisations were permitted to retain or adopt tobacco sponsorship if they
wished. Sponsorships would be restricted to naming rights, and other promotions and signage would
be restricted to the display of the brand name or the trademark of the tobacco product. In the 1980s
sponsorship of sporting clubs and sporting competitions was a major battleground. Sponsorship of
sport gave tobacco companies access to decision-makers in an informal environment at functions
associated with these sporting events. Almost all sports across Australia were influenced by this
tobacco sponsorship. That is in my memory and probably the collective memory of many members in
this house. The member for Brunswick mentioned a particular manufacturer of tobacco at that period
of time, but if I said the ‘something and something World Series Cricket’, almost everyone in this
room would probably know the particular tobacco company that I was referring to. This is after
30 years. After 30 years of not having any advertising, everyone can remember it. I was probably nine
or 10 at the time, yet I remember that sponsor 30 years on. That is why the progressive banning of
advertising of tobacco has been so important.
The association of sportspeople with tobacco was hugely beneficial to the image of tobacco products,
while television broadcasts and newspaper photographs of a sporting event could clearly identify the
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sponsor’s name and the logo. Over time these sponsorships have been phased out, particularly through
the Australian government’s Tobacco Advertising Prohibition Act 1992 and of course through the
actions of the federal Labor government introducing world-first plain packaging laws, which were
vigorously fought by the tobacco industry. But the tobacco industry has continued to find loopholes.
Their customer base is shrinking, not only because fewer people are taking up smoking but because
their customers are dying.
That is where this bill comes in. The bill will strengthen existing regulation to cover new forms of
advertising by the cigarette and e-cigarette industries. It will do so in part by extending the existing
definition of a tobacco or e-cigarette to expressly include not only words but also designs that are
associated with a manufacturer of tobacco or e-cigarette products—I was concerned about this
possibility when international motor sport companies who were backed by big tobacco attempted to
sneak in advertising for the 2019 Formula One Australian Grand Prix. These come in the forms of
images of a cigarette or references to words that are associated with a mission statement or the research
and development arm of a particular organisation. As we can see, the memory of just a few of the
words or a few of the images can last for many, many years. I believe a consensus has emerged that
cigarette advertising in whatever its form has no place at our sporting events, so I welcome this
important component of the bill.
The health of our friends, family and loved ones is number one. That is why in 2001 it was Labor who
first introduced smoking bans in Victoria in enclosed restaurants, then in workplaces, pubs and clubs.
We continued to push for harder bans in our 2016 legislation when we banned smoking in outdoor
dining areas at restaurants, cafes, takeaway shops and licensed premises. The reason for this
amendment is loud and clear: we need to put a stop to big tobacco companies using sneaky and sly
tactics to get around our tough laws to promote their lethal products. We need to keep all Victorians
safe. This legislation is another important step forward as the Andrews Labor government continues
to find more ways to reduce harm caused by tobacco, because too many Victorians die every year
from smoking-related illnesses, and one life taken from smoking and related products is one too many.
I welcome this important bill. The days of tobacco being marketed as a desirable lifestyle choice are
well and truly behind us. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:33): I am delighted to make a contribution on the Health
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. I was in my office earlier and I heard the member for
Brunswick’s contribution. I have got to say I nearly fell off my chair because a member of the Greens
political party actually said something complimentary and positive about a Labor government. It was
extraordinary. He congratulated the Cain government for introducing the Tobacco Act 1987. Then I
listened further to what the member for Brunswick said, and the member sort of put on equal footing
David White and Mark Birrell. I must use this opportunity to take slight exception to that comment.
Without a doubt, the act would not have been on the statute book but for the passage of the legislation
through the other place. No doubt Mark Birrell deserves credit as Leader of the Opposition at that time
for garnering the votes in the Liberal Party room to ensure the passage of that legislation. But what the
member for Brunswick demonstrated in his contribution—and it is not the first time the Greens
political party have done this—is a deep failure to understand the way in which public policy is devised
and developed and implemented in a Westminster system of government. It is not a case of our side
and their side sitting around a table like good chums, cogitating and contemplating the problems and
challenges of life, and then deciding, by coming together, to reach a measured and considered
conclusion and determining that we are going to act in a particular way. The Westminster system of
government is not constructed in that way, nor is it done in that way.
What the member for Brunswick did in his contribution is basically dilute and denigrate the leadership
shown by David White and the Cain Labor government, because it was the government that introduced
this bill. It was David White who determined that he would act in this way. He did not seek Mark
Birrell’s assistance at that stage. He did not require the assistance of Mark Birrell to get it through
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cabinet. He did not say to Mark, ‘Listen, mate, can you give us a hand getting this through the approvalin-principle or bill-at-cabinet process?’. He did not. He led this issue himself and he had the support
of his cabinet colleagues. When he was meeting with organisations like Philip Morris, who protested
about these changes, his response to them was clear: ‘I am doing this because you killed my father’.
That is why he did it. So for the member for Brunswick to say ‘Look, all those people back then were
equal players on the stage of life at that time, and they all deserve equal credit for this landmark
legislation’ is bunkum. It is sheer and utter bunkum. It is yet again another opportunity for the Greens
political party to denigrate and devalue the contribution of a progressive Labor government. It does
not matter whether it is our government; it does not matter whether it was the Brumby government,
the Bracks government or the Cain government—at every step of the way they will seek to devalue
the contribution of progressive governments.
I do appreciate the fact that the member for Brunswick did say that he congratulated David White. I
will pass on his congratulations to David when I see him next. But I am telling you now that you
cannot turn around and say the leadership shown by the Cain government and the strength that David
brought to the argument is equal to the work of Mark Birrell. You cannot say it. Mark did play an
important role, no doubt, but if you actually understand the way the Westminster system of
government works you would appreciate that the real leadership that was shown was by the Cain
Labor government.
Now, I listened to the member for South-West Coast’s contribution about the Warrnambool Base
Hospital. I think that, of course, when a bill like this comes before the house there is an opportunity
for members to be able to talk about issues that are germane and relevant to their electorate and to talk
about issues that they feel are particularly important to them. The observation I would like to make
though, for the benefit of the member for South-West Coast, is that her predecessor was the Premier
of Victoria. Her predecessor presided over two budgets in his capacity as the Premier of Victoria, and
he sat around the cabinet table for two other budgets as those budgets were formed.
No doubt Denis Napthine had a certain level of gravitas in this place for a lengthy period of time
because of the fact that he had been first elected to this place as the member for Portland in 1988. I
would have thought that come May 2011, when he was the Minister for Ports, he would have been the
longest serving Liberal member of cabinet at that stage. That would be my guess—no, equal longest
serving with the former member for Box Hill. I would have thought that if the member for South-West
Coast—or he might have been the member for Portland at the time—had gone in and said to Ted
Baillieu, ‘Look, I have been their member for 22 years and I am coming up to my 23rd year, and it
would be really good if you could find some dough for the Warrnambool Base Hospital’, then that
might have been accommodated. But that clearly did not happen. Or if those requests were made, they
were not successful.
The other point I would make too is that it is a bit galling to sit here and be lectured by the member for
South-West Coast on funding for health when there are those of us that recall very clearly the pledge
for 1000 additional beds that were to be delivered under a Baillieu government in the 2010 election.
When you look at the budget papers for that period there was no funding for these 1000 beds. It was a
classic case where those opposite, when they had the opportunity to deliver on their election promises,
where they said quite clearly—and I think the tagline in 2010 was ‘Fix—
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I am aware that it is the member for Essendon
and his contributions are always wideranging, but I would ask you to draw him back to at least having
some relevance to the bill that is before the house. I ask you to bring him back with respect to relevance.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): Order! I do not uphold the point of order at this point
in time given that the Tobacco Act is a key component of the amendment bill before the house, but I
would also ask the member to bear in mind the other aspects of the bill that he might like to add a
contribution to.
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Mr PEARSON: Thank you for your guidance, Acting Speaker, and, yes, I do appreciate the
comments made by the member for Ferntree Gully. I was merely seeking to illustrate and respond to
the debating points made by the member for South-West Coast and to rebut those. I do appreciate that
this place and the forms of this house enable us to be able to provide a fulsome rebuttal for some of
these issues raised.
Coming back to the other aspects of the bill, there is a fair amount in there about data sharing. I do not
think the member for Ferntree Gully will take exception when I say that I am a big fan of big data. Big
data is great data in my mind. The capacity for us to be able to use the data that is generated by health
services to improve productivity and performance is very commendable, because when you look at
the level of expenditure that is required to fund the Department of Health and Human Services, there
are absolute efficiencies that can be achieved by comparing and contrasting performance in different
health services. I note that the Grattan Institute has in recent times conducted some very good research
on these issues, particularly in relation to different services and operations from one health service to
another.
Indeed there is a question of volume in all of this as well. There is a hospital in India that specialises
in hip replacements. The unit cost per operation for a hip replacement in this particular hospital in
India is very, very low because they have managed to drive an enormous amount of efficiencies
through their level of volume. When we can look at data and share data to drive efficiencies and
performance, that is a very welcome thing, and I am certainly in favour of legislative acts that can
better enable that.
This is an important bill that is before the house, and I absolutely commend it. I am pleased that we
are continuing the great Labor tradition of providing good, progressive administration in this state
through acts like this. It is the Labor tradition in the same way as was conducted by the Gillard
government and the Cain government. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (12:44): I rise today to speak on the Health Legislation Amendment and
Repeal Bill 2019. This bill seeks to continue the work of the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to Victorians’ health and wellbeing. We all know that it is this government that leads the
way in ensuring all Victorians have access to quality health care and are also protected from adverse
health outcomes, but some in the business community wish to expose Victorians in order to create a
profit. We all well know that for many years big tobacco have been targeting communities for profit,
in full knowledge that the products that they sell are both dangerous and addictive. We have seen that
they will stop at nothing to ensure they influence new consumers to take up their dangerous and
addictive products. In the past, advertising to younger demographics has been their business model to
ensure more and more profit is delivered to their shareholders at the expense of the health and
wellbeing of their consumers. It is governments and affected families that are left to pick up the pieces
when the damage they create starts altering the health of their consumers with devastating
consequences. Smoking costs the Victorian economy $3.8 billion for health care and $5.8 billion in
intangible costs associated with the loss of life every year. The emotional trauma from losing a loved
one from something preventable is unmeasurable.
We also know that through the efforts of the Victorian and commonwealth governments, regulation
and restriction of big tobacco and their business model has seen a reduction in rates of smoking and
changes in the community’s attitude to tobacco use. In particular amazing work has been achieved in
reducing the prevalence of smoking in young people, who big tobacco would often target as part of
their business model. This has thankfully had devastating consequences on big tobacco companies’
profits. Recently we have seen these large companies change their focus by moving from traditional
tobacco to new smoke-free products commonly known as e-cigarettes. These new campaigns are part
of the industry’s strategy to promote themselves as part of a solution to tobacco-related harm that they
themselves create. But let us be clear: these campaigns support the profits and interests of the tobacco
industry and are about making themselves relevant to new consumers again. This is not about reducing
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tobacco harm; it is about replacing their consumers lost through legitimate tobacco harm reduction or
though the deadly consequences of their products.
We know that banning the advertising of tobacco has helped reduce the uptake of new smokers. The
purpose that big tobacco companies advertise with, as any business would, is to create new customers.
That is why they did it, and that is why they fought so hard against banning it, because banning tobacco
advertising would reduce new customers. Big tobacco has looked for every loophole and pushed every
line. Recently we have seen these tobacco companies try to promote their products with international
motorsport. They have been developing new forms of indirect advertising designed to circumvent
existing laws that prevent the promotion of tobacco and e-cigarette products. This new marketing does
not directly promote the brand name of a tobacco or e-cigarette product. There is a question whether
these tactics are considered advertising under Victorian legislation, although clearly that is what they
are. This is a clear and calculated strategy to re-introduce tobacco advertising and sponsorship into
motorsport and public events more widely.
To strengthen the existing tobacco advertising restrictions some changes to the Tobacco Act 1987 will
occur. The definition of a ‘tobacco or e-cigarette advertisement’ will be extended to include words and
designs that are closely associated with a manufacturer of tobacco or e-cigarette products. Victoria will
be the first jurisdiction to make legislative amendments to clarify that these kinds of indirect marketing
techniques are actually tobacco advertisements and should be prohibited. The commonwealth
legislation does not extend to e-cigarettes and so cannot prohibit e-cigarette advertisements.
E-cigarettes, or vaping, have been available for some time now and have of course been promoted as
harm reduction. However, I think it is important to clarify a few points that are often overlooked when
it comes to vaping and e-cigarettes. The Australian secondary students’ alcohol and drug survey found
that e-cigarette usage among students aged 12 to 17 years increased from 3 per cent in 2014 to 4 per
cent in 2017. Other studies from the US, Canada and the UK show an association between e-cigarette
use in non-smokers and them taking up cigarette smoking in the future. This suggests there may be a
gateway effect between e-cigarettes and traditional cigarettes. We have a responsibility to ensure
smoking behaviours and nicotine addiction are not as much of a problem for younger people as they
had been previously before tobacco harm reduction methods were introduced.
This is particularly concerning, with the well-documented cases coming from the US of increasing
addiction to nicotine e-cigarettes amongst young people. Findings from the US have shown e-cigarette
use among US high school students increased from 11.7 per cent in 2017 to 20.8 per cent in 2018.
Until recently, smoking had been seen as unattractive for teenagers and young people. However, the
increasing use of electronic cigarettes, or e-cigarettes, and vaping is clearly gaining popularity. The
effects on health are inconclusive as this is still a fairly new phenomenon. What is not inconclusive is
the knowledge that big tobacco do not care what damage their products do in order to give their
shareholders greater and greater profit, regardless of the devastating consequences. In December last
year the US Surgeon General declared that e-cigarette usage among youth in the US was at ‘epidemic’
levels. The member for Broadmeadows also made reference to additional statements by the US
Surgeon General about the dangers of e-cigarettes.
Vapour from e-cigarettes may not contain tar and some of the other chemicals found in smokes.
However, many often-hazardous substances have been found. There seems to be new evidence that ecigarettes or vaping may have adverse health impacts, such as cardiovascular disease, respiratory
disease and cancer. The use of these e-cigarettes, whether they contain nicotine or not, is considered
particularly harmful for teenagers and pregnant women. As recently as August the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention issued a clinical alert following an increase in cases of severe pulmonary
disease in several states across the US, which are being linked to the use of e-cigarettes or vaping. The
evidence of reducing smoking rates by the use of vaping is not reflected in statistics. The Victorian
smoking and health survey found almost no change in e-cigarette usage among former smokers
between 2015, at 5.2 per cent, and 2018, at 5.3 per cent. I will acknowledge that many of the rigorous
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scientific reviews acknowledge that e-cigarettes are likely to be less harmful than cigarettes if an
individual were to switch completely to vaping. However, research shows most smokers who use ecigarettes continue to use traditional cigarettes. Switching from cigarettes to e-cigarettes is likely to be
less harmful. There is accumulating evidence of adverse health impacts from e-cigarette use. The
evidence on long-term harms will take years to be collected.
The other part of this legislation I wish to address is the repeal of the Access to Medicinal Cannabis
Act 2016. The Victorian Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act was passed when no other jurisdiction
had legalised access to medicinal cannabis, imported cannabis products were prohibited by the
commonwealth and a local Victorian industry did not exist. We know that the federal government
changed their view on medicinal cannabis within a year of the Andrews Labor government’s
introduction of the act, once they saw the community expectation that those in need of this medication
should have access to medicinal cannabis.
The commonwealth government now allows high-quality medicinal cannabis products to be imported
into Australia and has established a nationwide regulatory system for medicinal cannabis cultivation,
manufacture and patient access. With the introduction of the nationwide system, specific Victorian
legislation is no longer needed. Now any patient with any medical condition can be prescribed
medicinal cannabis by their doctor if that doctor believes it is an appropriate treatment for their
condition.
Cost often remains the biggest barrier to access for families needing access to this medication. The
costs of medicinal cannabis products can vary substantially from $50 to $1000 per patient per week.
The Andrews Labor government established a compassionate access scheme for children with severe,
intractable epilepsy. We have and will continue to call on Canberra to speed up the listing of medicinal
cannabis products on the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme to make them affordable for all patients.
Medicinal cannabis is not a silver bullet or a wonder drug, but it can be a valuable addition that can be
used to treat severe drug-resistant epilepsy in children who have exhausted all other existing options.
For many of these kids this medication has led to a reduction in seizures and made an important
difference in their daily lives and in the lives of their families.
Because this is a government that went to work from day one, not sit on its hands for four years like
those opposite did, Victoria is now emerging as a medicinal cannabis hub. We have a Victorian
medicinal cannabis industry development plan. We here in Victoria are favoured by many firms in the
cannabis industry. These companies are still establishing their operations, but three recent
announcements alone forecast the creation of over 750 new jobs, including in regional Victoria. I
commend this bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (12:54): I rise to speak on the Health Legislation Amendment and
Repeal Bill 2019. This bill covers a number of important amendments, such as strengthening existing
e-cigarette and tobacco advertising prohibitions. We have heard a lot about that already in this place,
and we know the dangers of smoking to health. Also this bill focuses on advertising and the sneaky
ways that some sporting events have managed to get that in. We know how vulnerable young people
are to this form of advertising, so it is important that we do address this, and this bill represents
Victoria’s ongoing commitment to reducing tobacco-related harm and preventing any association
between the tobacco and e-cigarette industry and Victorian sports, arts and entertainment. I think that
is a really important one, particularly when we are talking about young people.
The next one is the repeal of the redundant Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016. We know that
Victoria led the way on this legislation; however, it is now redundant given that the commonwealth
has finally come to the table and implemented that legislation. I think it is important that we do provide
access to medical cannabis. As I said, the federal government has now made that commitment, and
that is being done because of the actions of this government—the Victorian government—but I think
it is also important that we ensure that the financial side of that is addressed by including it on the PBS.
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The other important aspect to this is allowing for greater information sharing to improve health service
quality and safety, which is obviously a very significant area for this government. We have made
major investments into health. I know in my electorate this focus on patient safety has been very, very
welcomed, and the Andrews government has invested in our Geelong health services to ensure the
quality and safety of our patients. Service improvements at Barwon Health include the planning for a
mental health and alcohol and drug hub in the emergency department—really significant. This is
around patient safety and ensuring that people have the services that they need but in a safe and secure
environment as well. This is one of six mental health and alcohol and drug hubs being delivered right
across Victoria, so we are very pleased and very proud to have that in Geelong as well.
There is a major upgrade of the Swanston Centre mental health inpatient unit. This is really significant
for Geelong. We know that there are occasions when things go wrong, but to have the information
sharing built into this legislation is really important for patient safety and the quality of care that we
provide to them, not only as a government but also as health providers such as Barwon Health in
Geelong.
I think also the nurse and midwife ratio delivered the highest quality of care in our health services, and
that was legislation that we as a government committed to going into an election and have delivered.
We know that these ratios allow nurses and midwives to devote more time to patients for safer care
and better health outcomes. Our nurses, doctors, midwives—all of the people working in our health
sector—provide an outstanding service to all their patients and to our community broadly, so it is
important that we ensure that they have the facilities to provide the best possible service, and I think
the nurse and midwife-patient ratios have been a major contributor to that.
Also we have our commitment to women and children and the women and children’s hospital
announcement that we have made to provide a world-class maternity and paediatric service and allow
safe and easy access for kids in the emergency department, which is being built at Geelong Hospital.
Again this comes back to quality and safety for all in our community. We know how significant the
women’s and children’s hospital for the Geelong region will be and the importance of delivering the
best possible health care. That is enormous for my community, and I know that the people of Geelong
are looking forward to that being delivered. This is a real game changer for our region. We do have
facilities there now, and as I said, our nurses and doctors are providing the best possible care, but to
have a brand-new facility with state-of-the-art equipment and the best possible service to our
community will provide better quality and greater care in our community.
So this legislation does mean a lot to my community. The people of Geelong demand the best possible
care obviously, not just for those going in for surgery and things like that but for those in our mental
health facilities, which is really important.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): Order! The member for Geelong will have the call
when the house resumes after the lunch break.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.01 pm.
Ms COUZENS: As I mentioned before the lunchbreak, this bill makes a number of important
amendments, such as strengthening existing e-cigarette and tobacco advertising prohibition. As I
mentioned earlier, we know the damage to health caused by e-cigarettes and smoking and the
vulnerability of young people when it comes to that form of tobacco advertising. So I am very happy
to see that we have made those amendments.
The other area is access to medicinal cannabis, which we now no longer need in Victoria because of
the commonwealth introducing legislation there, which covers off on that. As I said earlier, Victoria
was leading the way in this, but what we do want to see is medicinal cannabis through the PBS because
of the affordability issues.
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The bill also allows for greater information sharing to improve health service quality and safety. As I
mentioned, my community in Geelong are very pleased with the Andrews government’s investment
into our Geelong health services that ensure the quality and safety of patients in Geelong.
Service improvements like Barwon Health planning for a mental health and alcohol and drug hub in
the emergency department are really significant for my community. There are six of those mental
health and alcohol and drug hubs being delivered right across Victoria thanks to the Andrews Labor
government. There is the major upgrade of the Swanston Centre mental health inpatient unit, which is
very much needed. Again, that contributes to the quality and safety aspect of patients in my electorate
of Geelong.
I also mentioned nurse and midwife ratios that deliver the highest quality of care in our health services.
That came from legislation that we introduced into this place last year. These ratios allow nurses and
midwives to devote more time to patients, with safer care and better health outcomes, which is exactly
what we want for all of our community in Victoria and in particular in Geelong, which is my focus.
The other area of quality and safety of course is the announcement of a women’s and children’s
hospital in Geelong which will provide world-class maternity and paediatric services and allow for
safe and easy access to the kids emergency department, which is actually underway at the moment.
I am very pleased with those things. I think they are real game changers for my community. My
community expect this government to provide the best possible health services, which is exactly what
we are doing. The focus of this legislation on quality and safety in our health system is really important.
We know that hospitals around Victoria have asked for this. It is important to them. All the doctors,
nurses and staff, right down to catering and the cleaners, play a major part in delivering quality care in
our health services. I certainly appreciate what they do in my community and regularly meet with them
to hear about the services they provide. This legislation is important. I know the Geelong community
will welcome this. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (14:05): I am pleased to rise this afternoon to make a very brief
contribution in relation to the Health Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. That bill, as other
members have spoken comprehensively about, covers a range of different areas. I want to touch on a
few of the areas of health, because one of the issues that we often hear from the other side is the fact
that during the four years of the coalition government nothing happened. I want to once and for all put
on the record that there were many things that did happen, so that lie just needs to be dispelled.
I just want to particularly put on record that out in the eastern suburbs we have got Box Hill Hospital.
That is a wonderful hospital. I can remember as a relatively new member going to the turning of the
first sod. I can remember going to all the key milestones, the topping off of that particular construction.
I remember going to the opening, and I continue to see as I go past that building what an outstanding
community facility it is.
I just want to really correct the record in that regard because my recollection of the budget is that—I
am not sure of the exact figure—I think it was about $425 million, if I remember rightly. It might have
been $426 million. It was around that figure. When we came into government the planning for that
hospital had started. When we came into government we were able to get an extra floor on that hospital
for no additional cost. That showed what a great job the incoming Minister for Health at the time did
in relation to organising for that project to be an even better project for the people of Victoria and
certainly for the residents in the eastern suburbs. That facility, as I said, continues to be a tremendous
asset for all of Melbourne but certainly for us in the eastern suburbs. We often hear that nonsense from
the other side. That is indeed what it is. It is just nonsense from those opposite in relation to that.
I also note that the bill refers to accessing medicinal cannabis. That brings me to the subject of drugs
and the North Richmond medically supervised injecting room. I know the Premier promised that there
would be no injecting centre and then of course he changed his mind, as he is wont to do, and now we
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have that facility down there in Richmond just, I understand, a mere 37 metres from a state primary
school. I, like many of my constituents and like many Victorians, was extremely alarmed when that
decision was made. I certainly would far rather have seen some rehabilitation beds put down there and
some assistance given to help people get off this dreadful habit and get out of the difficult situation
they have gotten into of being addicted to drugs than the provision of a facility where we are facilitating
them to continue to commit what is indeed an illegal act. The messages the government is sending to
the community in relation to drugs I think is extremely confused. That really epitomises it, when we
look at the drug injecting rooms down there in Richmond.
I have not been there myself, but others who have have said to me that one of the great ironies about
the whole thing is that you can go in there and put whatever substance you like into your arm or into
any other part of your body—you can inject or ingest whatever you like—but there are signs there
saying, ‘Do not smoke, because smoking is bad for you’. How ridiculous is that? I mean, it is good
that it says ‘Do not smoke’. But what sort of an idiotic situation is it that you can go and use an illegal
substance that is illegal to buy, that is illegal to supply and that is illegal to have any dealings with and
yet you can go into a publicly funded facility to inject it—but of course you cannot smoke in there. So
we have got these mixed messages going out to the community. Why couldn’t we have had a rehab
facility to try to help the poor people who are trapped in the cycle of addiction and who desperately
need the help of the community and the help of the government and the leadership of the government,
rather than just facilitating their ongoing difficulties and illegal activity?
That leads me to the next part of my contribution, and that is in relation to the amendments to the
Tobacco Act 1987. Of course a number of people in the chamber would be aware of the history of the
Tobacco Act. It started back in 1987 when the bill was introduced, and I must note that at that time
VicHealth was also set up. That was then, and continues to be now, a tremendous organisation. It is a
fully bipartisan organisation that did so much great work back in those days in the tobacco space and
continues to do great work in a whole range of other public health and wellbeing areas. As many would
know there is a tripartite, if you like, combination from this Parliament in relation to membership. We
have one Liberal, one Labor and it used to be one Nat but I think it might be a Green now, I am not
sure exactly, but you can see we have fully bipartisan support for it. I had the privilege of serving on
the board of VicHealth during my first term in this place.
Ms Green: Me too.
Mr ANGUS: Yes, the member for Yan Yean commented, ‘Me too’, and yes, we did share that
particular time all those years ago as board members of VicHealth. They did some terrific work when
we were on the board, when I was on the board, and as I said they continue to do so. Certainly back in
1987 when the rate of smoking was so much higher and it was a far more significant issue—it is still
significant, but it was a far more prevalent, I suppose, and indeed significant issue for the broader
community—the work done there was world-renowned in terms of changing the thinking not to be
supportive of cigarette smoking in the way that it had been up until that point. Tremendous work was
done on a bipartisan basis and that continues today. As I said, VicHealth has digressed and diversified
in relation to various activities but at its core, and legislatively, the tobacco and smoking-related matters
continue to be predominant for it. It is a tremendous organisation and I wish it well for the future.
There are a couple of other health matters just as I conclude. One of the sad realities of this government
was the recent cuts to palliative care funding. We had the voluntary assisted dying regime introduced
a couple of months ago, and everybody in this room has got a view on that and I have spoken
extensively on it, both at the time and since. But the fact that whilst that regime has just been introduced
and on the other hand we have the cutting of palliative care funding is, I think, indeed a great travesty
here in Victoria. Because I would have thought that at a time like that, when you have got that option
available to people, you also need to be ramping up the other option of increasing and improving
palliative care services to the community, particularly in rural and regional Victoria, where I know a
lot of the facilities that are so desperately needed by people who are very unwell and at different stages
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of their treatment and stages of their journey are not available. I think that is something that this
government needs to take a good, hard look at. Rather than cutting funds it needs to be putting more
funds into that area, and in particular, as I said, into the more far-flung areas to help support people
who are going through those very difficult times.
Finally I just want to make a note, given this bill is all about health, on the revelations that we have
had in the last 48 hours regarding the Austin Hospital and the problems out there. The questions today
in question time were outstanding inasmuch as they brought to light the reality of the hypocrisy of the
government, by the fact that the Austin Hospital had applied for funding to replace these washing
machines—
Ms Halfpenny: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I just want to bring the member back to the
actual bill. I have not heard one thing about what this piece of legislation is all about. It is certainly not
about palliative care; it is about things like ensuring Victoria’s tobacco and e-cigarette advertising
prohibitions cover new and indirect forms. It is about access to medical cannabis—some technical
changes—and it is certainly nothing to do with in fact anything that has been spoken about today by
the current speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Edbrooke): I just direct the speaker to come back to the bill. The
debate has been wide-ranging, but in your last minute I think you should direct yourself to the bill.
Mr ANGUS: The member opposite succeeded in what she was trying to achieve in cutting me off
and chewing up my final minute or two. Notwithstanding that, I think there are some serious issues in
the public health system that have been exposed in the last day or two and this government needs to
not only get on and do bills like this but get on and fund properly the very important hospital services
that are in existence. I note just in concluding that I have the Peter James Centre in my electorate of
Forest Hill, and that is an outstanding facility that serves our community very well.
Mr EREN (Lara) (14:15): I am delighted to be speaking on this very important bill. There is
nothing more important than our health, and I think it is the number one issue not only for this state
but nationally in relation to the constituency out there that encourages all forms of government to
ensure that funding is not cut for this very important area.
I just want to take up a couple of issues before I get onto the bill proper. In relation to the member for
Forest Hill, he does not know what he is talking about. I mean, what he fails to understand is that under
his coalition government, in terms of some of the funding opportunities that existed for health, they
were cutting back, along with the federal government. We have got issues with the federal government
in relation to the funding that we require to make our health system the best. The coalition committed
$1.6 billion over their whole term in government; we doubled that in our 2018–19 budget, with
$3.8 billion in the pipeline for health infrastructure. I just want to get it on the record so that people do
not believe the furphies that the other side continually bring up through bills that come through this
house. I just wanted to correct the record in relation to that.
This bill, again, is designed to make our communities healthier, because as our population grows—
and we are the fastest growing population in Australia—there are some constraints on our ability to
service that population. That is why we do need the federal government to act on some of the funding
opportunities that may exist between state and federal governments. I would urge the federal
government not to cut back our health funding so that we can progress our health opportunities to
make our state the healthiest it can be.
As a former smoker I have got firsthand experience in relation to the ill effects of smoking. I gave up
some 14 years ago, I think, and I regret every day that I smoked. I started when I was 27 and gave up
when I was about 42. It was the best thing that I could have done. I think it was a combination of the
campaigning and the shaming that went on. It was harder to smoke in certain areas. The more
restrictions that came in, the harder it was to actually smoke. Obviously under successive governments
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since the 1970s there have been advertising bans on radio and TV and other ways that tobacco
companies use to advertise their products.
I think initially governments of all persuasions from the 1930s until about the 1970s thought it was not
a bad thing getting tax out of tobacco. They thought that that was income for governments to expend
as they wish. But they soon realised, as science and technology evolved, that smoking actually costs
the health system a lot more than the government was receiving through taxes on tobacco, so there
was some attempt at backpedalling. As we know, the nature of tobacco is addictive, and once you
start—I have never taken drugs—apparently it is harder to give up tobacco than it is heroin. Therefore
when you start young, it is very hard to give it up.
My mother-in-law, who has passed away now—God rest her soul—smoked almost to the day that she
died. She died from cancer. So did my father, and he was a heavy smoker as well. I do recall
conversations with my mother-in-law in relation to her sitting down with her doctor and their having
a cigarette together in the surgery. This is going back a long time. I remember back in 1978, when we
were going overseas to see the relatives, everybody on the planes could smoke. You could be sitting
next to a smoker for 24 hours and potentially they could smoke all that way. You were stuck—you
could not do anything about it. So we have come a long way but there is more to do.
Clearly this bill is designed to stop the advertising. We know how influential advertising is, particularly
when it comes to young people. We need to wind that back and do all that we can to stop advertising,
particularly through sport. I cannot believe the correlation between smoking and sport. The
relationship is totally opposite. It actually makes you unfit. It lessens your performance; you cannot
perform as well if you are smoking. But the companies know that advertising in sporting arenas
influences people’s habits.
There is a new thing that I have noticed. When you are driving in the morning traffic, you can often see
a whole cloud of smoke coming from other cars. But it is not actually from a cigarette; it is e-cigarette
smoke. It just wafts out of the window of the car. It looks terrible. I have seen online that on occasions
those e-cigarettes have exploded in the past. Depending on where they are made and how they are made,
they are potentially dangerous. So apart from it being dangerous to your health, and the advertising
aspects of it, certainly governments need to look at the safety overall of these devices as well.
This bill will go a long way toward making sure that we stop those innovative ways that tobacco
companies like to get around certain laws of tobacco advertising. That is exactly what we have done.
In my former role as Minister for Tourism and Major Events and Minister for Sport, I know there were
a lot of discussions going on in relation to the Formula One and particularly the motorcycle grand prix
in terms of advertising. Certainly we circumvented the industry’s proposal in relation to advertising.
There was an agreement that was reached between the grand prix organisations and the tobacco
industry. Of course we have to be vigilant in relation to how we proceed to stop advertising of products
that make our community ill.
There are other important aspects of it in relation to certain areas. I refer to a study that was done in
2011–12—just a bit old but nevertheless I would say it is still current. According to the Greater
Geelong Community Health Needs Assessment, the proportion of adult smokers in the Greater
Geelong area was estimated to be at 20.8 per cent. This was higher than the Victorian state average of
15.7 per cent. In my electorate of Lara, recent research by health policy think tank the Mitchell Institute
at Victoria University showed that Corio and Norlane, among the most disadvantaged areas in the
nation, had by far the worst smoking rates in the state. Corio and Norlane were ranked as the seventhworst in the country, with 29.5 per cent of people smoking daily, which is the same rate that was
experienced across Australia in 1989. So there is a fair bit of work to do in these pockets or areas of
Victoria. Although we have made a lot of advances in terms of stopping the population from
smoking—just under 90 per cent of Victorians do not smoke anymore—there is a small proportion
that do. If we could stop advertising in some way, shape or form, that would stop encouraging people
to take up that very bad habit like I used to do—and I am so regretful that I ever smoked.
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The other important aspect of the bill is that it repeals the Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016.
We know that through that period of legislation there was a lot of to-ing and fro-ing by the federal
government on this issue. Obviously we need to move on this very important issue, because it is
playing with people’s lives. It is about treatment for pain. It is about treatment for certain illnesses that
other medications do not help. Everybody realised that this is an important progression in medicine
and we are proud to leading that move, and then the federal government obviously jumped on board
at a later stage. That is another very important part of this bill that is before us at the moment.
In the 30-odd seconds I have left, there are other amendments that are being made here—a whole raft
of them. I know that previous speakers on this side of the house have mentioned all of them through
their contributions. I would just like to finish on a note in relation to our commitment to health and
wellbeing. There is a reason why people are moving to our state. We are the best place to live, work,
and raise a family, and we also make sure that we have the best, first-class health services in the nation.
This bill is a very important one. I wish it a speedy passage.
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (14:25): I rise to also speak on the Health Legislation Amendment and
Repeal Bill 2019. Before I start, I do want to commend the member for Lara for being able to quit
smoking. I know it is a very hard thing to do, and congratulations to you for being able to overcome
that. This is a government serious about doing all it can when it comes to making a difference to the
health and wellbeing of all Victorians. The long-term issue faced by our system of health care of
smoking and tobacco-related illnesses is one of the most significant costs both to human beings and
to our economy. This Labor government, I am very pleased to say, recognises the danger smoking
continues to pose. Which is why, in the last term of government, efforts were made to amend the
Tobacco Act 1987 so smoking in outdoor dining areas was finally banned, and regulations were
equalised with respect to shisha and e-cigarettes. We have known for over 30 years that smoking
tobacco is a health hazard, which was why the Tobacco Act was initially passed by the Cain Labor
government in 1987. We were the first jurisdiction in Australia to legislate bans on tobacco advertising
on billboards and shops. Successive governments have continued to strengthen these restrictions,
including banning smoking in restaurants, workplaces, pubs and clubs in 2001.
Acting Speaker, I spent many of my earlier years, you might not be aware, working my way through
university as a waitress. Thinking back on those years recently, it was a job I enjoyed and I loved the
camaraderie of the staff. But what I hated was coming home each night and having to scrub the smoke
out of my clothes and hair. I remember that clearly. I remember holding my breath, not wanting to
inhale the clouds of smoke that were forever present, even in the outdoor areas. I am extremely grateful
that my children, should they ever have the pleasure to be in the hospitality industry, never have to go
home and scrub the smoke out of their hair and clothes.
Regulation of tobacco advertising is not a new concept, nor is it more unusual than cigarettes being
kept off display at the supermarket and contained in packaging warning of the hazards of smoking,
because we know these restrictions work to help smokers quit. Since 1995 the percentage of adults
nationwide who smoke has almost halved. That is a huge effort. And only 10.7 per cent of Victorians
continue to smoke—that is 700 000 of us here in this state continue to smoke. There are a lot of reasons
why we must continue to tighten the restrictions as new products come onto the market and the selling
of these products becomes increasingly innovative. The cost alone of smoking is staggering. Smoking
costs our economy up to $9.6 billion dollars. The financial cost is appalling, but with the habit killing
up to 4400 Victorians every single year, it is a very sad outcome for so many in our local communities.
I met with the coordinator at Werribee Mercy Hospital recently, who talked to me about her role in
assisting the rollout of stillbirth awareness and prevention initiatives that our government has
undertaken. We talked a lot about the risks of smoking while pregnant. We talked about the number
of women in Wyndham who continue to smoke while pregnant and the risks to themselves and to their
babies. I must admit I did find it quite shocking that we were still back in that place, having
conversations with pregnant women and about pregnant women continuing to smoke. Nevertheless,
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we must keep up the awareness and education campaign about the risks of smoking while pregnant.
No mother should ever have to go through losing her baby, and I of all people know what that does to
a mother, to a father and to a family.
What I believe the greatest driver of this decline has been is our ability to better educate the community
about the health risks of smoking and its connection to diseases like cancer, emphysema, strokes and
a host of other diseases, including gum disease, which comes to my mind because I frequently see it
displayed on the packets of my brother’s cigarettes. My younger brother, my little bro Ben, is
unfortunately one of the many young people that started smoking as a young teenager. Now at 31 years
of age, he has been unable to quit the habit. I feel pretty strongly about speaking on this bill, so much
so that I called my little brother who was on his way to the airport, making the long-haul trip back to
the west, as we say. He is a FIFO—a miner in WA. As a family we have all spoken to Ben at different
times in his life about committing to quitting his habit. But over the years we have probably started
saying less about it. It has become, sadly, accepted. It has become something that has been normalised
about him.
When I asked Ben why he started smoking all those years ago, his answer to me was very simple. I
will quote him: ‘I started because I thought it was cool’. Ben has been trying for over a decade to quit
the habit, and I have no hesitation in saying here in this place today that I am absolutely positive he
wishes he had never started all those years ago, because what he thought was cool when he was 16 is
a far cry from what he thinks is cool today.
Our ability to convey that smoking is bad for one’s health has overall been largely successful. My
brother has not been able to quit yet, but he is probably the first one to admit that times have changed.
The community’s expectations have changed, be it around the advertising of smoking or, what he
probably cares most about, the actual cost of a packet of cigarettes. Though what has been most
concerning in recent times is that up to 11 per cent of Victorian teenagers between the ages of 16 and
17 are now smokers, with one of the key problems surrounding this being the increasing prevalence
of e-cigarettes.
Much has been said about e-cigarettes and how they are supposedly a way to ease tobacco smokers into
quitting. I asked my brother about this and he thought that that was not true at all. That was a ‘furphy’,
in his words. Most disturbing has been the way e-cigarettes have been able to enter the market. They
have been targeted at a new generation of young would-be smokers. We know that about 13 per cent
of Australian teenagers have admitted to trying e-cigarettes despite what we are learning about the
effects of vaping. Frighteningly, there is also very little evidence to suggest that e-cigarettes are any
safer than their traditional tobacco-filled counterparts. What has been seen in the US is an increase in
severe pulmonary disease across several states, which has been linked to e-cigarettes and vaping.
In many ways e-cigarettes are simply another way for tobacco companies to try and renormalise
smoking amongst a much younger generation who have spent a lot of their time being educated on the
harms of tobacco. We know this is a trend that has been shown in Canada, in the UK and in the US—
that young people who are taking up e-cigarettes then move on to combustible smoking. When I asked
my brother what his thoughts were around e-cigarettes and vaping, and why young kids are taking
them up, he said—and again I will use his words because he spoke so eloquently—‘It’s the new thing
for young people to do. It’s a hipster-forming habit. It’s aimed at young people, and it’s being
normalised. And it does lead to smoking cigarettes, which leads to being addicted to nicotine’.
This government is committed to leading the charge, with our health minister in the other place lobbying
her fellow health ministers across Australia to protect our young kids and regulate the packaging and
labelling of e-cigarette liquids. I sincerely hope that they do take notice and are prepared to tackle the
issue. This bill continues the government’s efforts to clamp down on smoking by tackling the issue of
tobacco advertising—particularly advertising in Victorian sport. As evident from the advertising
partnerships formed between the tobacco industry and the Formula One Grand Prix and the motorcycle
grand prix, tobacco companies have evolved in the way they seek to advertise their products. Whilst
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the advertising partnerships were dumped for the Formula One Grand Prix, it nevertheless exposes the
weaknesses in outdated legislation that need to change, and change is what this bill brings in.
To address the issue of tobacco advertising, this bill is going to extend the definition of tobacco and
e-cigarette advertisements to encompass words and designs that are closely associated with the
manufacturer. The fact is that if a manufacturer of tobacco products is promoting itself through any
form, it is attempting to sell its products. Let us get real here: selling these products has absolutely
disastrous and fatal consequences for the health of hundreds of thousands of Victorians every single
year. Amendments in this bill will ensure that tobacco advertising will not be allowed to sneak its way
back into the Victorian sports industry.
This bill reflects the government’s commitment to Victoria’s healthcare system. Communities like
mine out in Tarneit will know they can always rely on Labor governments to put their health and
wellbeing first.
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (14:35): I am delighted to speak on the Health Legislation Amendment and
Repeal Bill 2019. This is an important bill that will make several amendments to existing health
legislation. Clause 1 of the bill sets out the major purposes of the bill, and these include repealing the
Access to Medicinal Cannabis Act 2016. As the minister has pointed out, the act is now redundant,
given the fact that the commonwealth government changed its position on medicinal cannabis and in
late 2016 established a comprehensive national regulatory system for patient access, cultivation and
manufacture.
This bill will also make several amendments to the Health Services Act 1988. I would just like to give
a quick summary of these amendments here. They include: to clarify the operation of the offences in
section 111 of that act; to make minor amendments in relation to provisions concerning the directors
of public hospitals and multipurpose services; to introduce term limits for the appointment of members
of Health Purchasing Victoria; to include a regulation-making power in relation to governance of
health service establishments; to make minor amendments in relation to multipurpose services and
name changes of public hospitals and public health services; and lastly to include provisions for the
sharing of information for purposes of the quality and safety of the Victorian health system.
There are also several amendments to be made to the Mental Health Act 2014. These amendments
will help to facilitate the sharing of information, in this case between the Mental Health Complaints
Commissioner and other entities. Further amendments concern the operation of the Mental Health
Complaints Commissioner’s functions in relation to the conciliation of complaints as well as
amendments regarding the provision of reports from mental health service providers to the
commissioner. Just on mental health, I would like to take this opportunity to say thanks to both the
Minister for Health and the Premier for visiting the Clarinda electorate on Sunday along with my other
colleagues the member Mount Waverley, the member for Mordialloc and the upper house member.
Thank you so much.
Mental health conditions are one of the greatest challenges of our time. One in seven Australians will
experience depression in their lifetime, and one quarter of Australians will experience an anxiety
condition in their lifetime. We know that depression, anxiety and suicide can affect any of us at any
time. We also know that a range of factors can make it harder for people in some communities to seek
and access support. So I was delighted to see both the Premier and the Minister for Health at Monash
hospital on Sunday. The event marked construction on the $76.3 million project, a project which will
create a new emergency department with a devoted area for the treatment of children and a new mental
health and drug and alcohol hub. That project is going to make a huge difference to my constituents,
especially those struggling with mental health conditions. The emergency department will now also
include a separate 24-hour short-stay unit to treat more people with mental health or drug and alcohol
problems in times of urgent need. It is a huge investment as part of the Labor government’s
$100.5 million promise to build these units in busy hospitals across the state. So I am delighted to see
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this bill here today making amendments to the Mental Health Act, and I am delighted with the positive
investment and action taking place in our community to address mental health conditions.
The bill will also amend the Tobacco Act 1987 to prohibit indirect advertising by tobacco
manufacturers and e-cigarette manufacturers. As the previous speaker said, the Victorian Tobacco Act
really is a historic piece of legislation. It was the first piece of legislation in Australia to ban outdoor
tobacco advertising on billboards and shops. It was also the act which saw smoking prohibited in all
enclosed workplaces and certain public spaces where members of the public gather and may be
exposed to second-hand tobacco smoke. We have heard my colleague the member for Lara talk about
how he experienced smoking. Together with the member for Tarneit, I congratulate our colleague here
for quitting smoking.
In more recent times amendments to the Tobacco Act banned smoking at all outdoor dining areas
when food is available for consumption. So these amendments here today continue on a proud record
in relation to smoking and public health—a record that has established Victoria as the world leader in
tobacco control. These are important amendments, as tobacco industry advertising is constantly
evolving. While the proportion of Victorians who smoke is declining, the tobacco industry is
continually evolving its products to make them more appealing and in some instances more affordable.
This threatens to stall some of the progress made over the past 30 years. So I am glad that this bill will
strengthen Victoria’s existing tobacco and ecigarette advertising prohibitions to cover new and
indirect forms of advertising and marketing by the tobacco and e-cigarette industry.
This amendment aligns really well with the VicHealth Tobacco Strategy 2019–2023 and in particular
the focus on reducing the appeal of tobacco products. We know that Australia’s world-first plain
packaging legislation was demonstrated to be successful. However, the tobacco industry continues to
create new ways to differentiate and market its products to make them more appealing through product
design, brand names and pricing strategies that undermine the intent of some of the tobacco control
legislation. All too often this marketing is directed at young people, with marketing tactics and the
introduction of products that are designed to be more appealing to young people. Disadvantaged
groups are also targeted who are not only more likely to smoke but also likely to find it more difficult
to quit. This bill will prohibit indirect advertising by tobacco manufacturers and e-cigarette
manufacturers, repeal exemptions for the display of tobacco or e-cigarette advertisements and also
make minor and consequential amendments to other acts.
Thank you to the Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and Minister for Creative Industries
for his hard work on this bill. Again, it is a challenging time for mental health in Victoria and across
Australia, but I am looking forward to working with the minister and the Andrews Labor government
to tackle that challenge ahead. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (14:44): I am delighted to unexpectedly join the debate on the Health
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. I was glad to be a late draftee to this debate, because
the reduction of tobacco harm, which is one of the central thrusts of this legislation, among several
others, has been part of a strong component of my work since I have been in this place. The member
for Forest Hill mentioned earlier that we have both served together on the VicHealth board, the
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation. This came about through the Tobacco Act 1987, a
groundbreaking piece of legislation, and it is also a groundbreaking organisation which has now been
picked up and copied in many other parts of the world, particularly in Thailand. The reduction of
smoking that has occurred has been absolutely remarkable.
Today I have a wonderful young man, Tanner O’Mara, who lives in Doreen, here doing work
experience with me. Over lunch today he asked me why I got into politics, how old I was and did I
want to do it when I was a teenager at school, and I answered, ‘No, I didn’t, but one of the things that
motivated me was being a young parent. It changed the way I saw the world’. I was a young parent at
19, and when I returned to work at age 20 I had to choose some child care, and let me tell you there
were not many choices back then. I said to Tanner, ‘Well, it sort of motivated me around health and
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quality child care, because at the childcare centre that my son went to then all of the staff smoked’. I
think he nearly fell off his chair up in Sessions dining room, for him as a teenager to think that anyone
would smoke, let alone untrained teenage workers looking after babies.
We are in a workplace now in the Parliament of Victoria where we have numerous mums particularly
but a few dads and so we see babies all around the corridor, and the idea that any of us would light up
in front of those babies is a real anathema. But we see that big tobacco is ever tricky and is trying to
get more people to begin that filthy habit. They are not just stopping at tobacco; they are now going
into vaping and e-cigarettes. Just like with tobacco smoking they say, ‘No, no, it’s not a harmful habit,
not at all. No, no, you’ll feel better and it’ll make you look cool’. Well, it certainly will not make you
look cool.
I have done quite a bit of work with the Heart Foundation. In particular I want to thank them for the
work that they do on the heart health maps for across Australia but particularly for Victoria. I find them
most valuable in my own electorate but also across regional Victoria, where I had the privilege to grow
up but where I also have the privilege to work as parliamentary secretary. The work that VicHealth has
done has seen a massive reduction in smoking from almost 40 per cent of Victorians in 1987 to now
around 15 per cent—from memory, from the top of my scone. Across the population it has reduced a
lot, but there are pockets of resistance. The member for Tarneit talked about her brother, who is unable
to give up smoking, and I want to commend the member for Lara on his confession that he gave up
some 14 years ago. So even when he entered this place he was a smoker. It is good to see, actually, that
in the time that I have been in this place there are fewer and fewer members and staff smoking.
The work that is done by the Heart Foundation identifies heat maps for across Victoria for where there
are high rates of heart disease and high risk factors. I have got the heart map called up right now by
local government area across Victoria. It is quite disturbing to see that the smoking rate in a number
of those communities is over 18.2 per cent, and some of them would be quite a bit higher. In the local
government area of Mildura the smoking rate is 18.7 per cent, so that is just too high. In the Shire of
Buloke it is 18.5 per cent, and in the Loddon shire it is 23 per cent. Next to Loddon shire, in Campaspe,
we are still seeing 21.9 per cent; in Moira it is 22.2 per cent; and in Murrindindi 24.4 per cent of the
population are still smoking. In Mansfield it is 29.2 per cent. We all think of Mansfield with fresh,
open mountains. We have Mount Buller there. Who would have thought that close to a third of people
are still smoking there? So there is still quite a bit of work to do. In the Wangaratta local government
area 18.9 per cent of people are still smoking, and in Baw Baw—another outdoorsy, mountainous
area—it is 29.7 per cent, and almost a third of the people there are still smoking. So there is always
more to do in this space.
I heard the member for Melton speak before—the map does not have Golden Plains—and in Golden
Plains, which I think is in the electorates of the member for Lowan and also the member for
Buninyong, the figure is 18.7 per cent. Then we see that in Ararat it is 22.1 per cent. We know that
people with cancer in regional Victoria have worse outcomes as well. We are always trying to improve
treatments, but prevention is always better than cure.
I am pleased to see that there has been a great deal of welcoming of the proposals that are before the
house. The media reports in the Age of 27 August ‘New laws to stamp out “sneaky” tobacco
advertising’:
Tobacco company branding and logos will be banned entirely from the Melbourne Grand Prix to close a
loophole that was exploited by cigarette giant Philip Morris and Ferrari.
Both British American Tobacco … and Philip Morris had planned to promote their corporate brands through
logos or slogans emblazoned on cars and uniforms at the race, but both companies dropped their branding
after the Andrews government objected.

I am very pleased about that. I do not think the Premier would mind me saying either that he is also
one of the class of 2002 that has given up smoking since then, and he really deeply understands this
as a former health minister and former Parliamentary Secretary for Health. I think he is just a great

BILLS
Thursday, 12 September 2019

Legislative Assembly

3385

example of someone that not only can lead change but can lead by example—by actually giving up
himself.
The Herald Sun said ‘Smoking ads forced to butt out’, and a number of other articles talked about the
sport of motor racing. I am really pleased that Victoria is the state that was the first to ban outdoor
advertising of cigarette smoking. I certainly remember that as a teenager I smoked really to spite my
father. The more he talked about it, the more I wanted to do it. He did not realise that if he did not talk
about it I would not have done it, especially because I was a swimmer. I thought that because my dad
said it was really awful it must have been really cool, because my dad was a complete dag. Whether
they were menthol cigarettes or the traditional Virginia ones, they really tried to mess with your head
as a teenager, because really all you want to be when you are a teenager is cool. It makes me deeply
sad when I look at any young people—especially a young woman, as I once was—and see them
smoke. I think, ‘Oh, I must have looked just like that’. Also, those butts present a huge problem with
litter. I am glad that we are not going to have them at any sporting facilities any more. I commend this
great bill to the house.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (14:54): I too rise today to speak and contribute on the Health
Legislation Amendment and Repeal Bill 2019. I too, like the member for Yan Yean, am a surprise
contributor on this bill. It is a bill that is very important. I speak in particular as someone who is a
former VicHealth board member—
Ms Green interjected.
Ms SULEYMAN: Yes, of course, as was the member for Yan Yean. We see the great work that
VicHealth has done in this space and its remarkable campaign that has stretched for a very, very long
period of time. At the start of the campaign it was the norm to smoke. Smoking was seen as a very
normal thing to do in the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s. I must say that I too was once a smoker. It was a
very long time ago, and on reflection I think to myself, ‘How could I possibly have been a smoker for
over 10 years?’. But I certainly was. Unfortunately I woke up one day with a number of very serious
health issues that made me quit my not only bad but also dangerous habit, and I have not looked back
since then.
Victoria has been a leader, in my view, when it comes to tobacco control, in particular restricting the
advertising of tobacco and e-cigarette products. We have recently seen globally some shocking stories
in relation to e-cigarettes and some of the health issues that they are causing around the world, in
particular in the United States. I think there is more to that space, and I am sure we will be hearing
much more about the harmful effects from smoking not only cigarettes but e-cigarettes as well.
I am very happy to see that today we are putting a stop to the loophole in relation to advertising at the
grand prix. We should not be advertising tobacco. It is bad, and it is dangerous—we know that.
VicHealth and the Quit campaign have done a very successful job in leading this space but more
importantly getting Victorians back onto a healthy and productive path. As the member for Yan Yean
said, there were times when smoking was in front of children, in front of babies, at community centres
and at public events. There was the freedom to smoke. Unfortunately those harmful effects appear
later on. We would now never envisage smoking in front of a child or a baby or in front of anybody.
That is why we have seen Victoria enact the first legislation to ban outdoor tobacco advertising on
billboards and in particular at sporting events, because sporting events are a space that at times does
encourage smoking and of course alcohol consumption. I think it is really important to continue the
great campaigns and educational programs that VicHealth and other agencies have run in this space
to continue to reduce smoking and place people on the healthy paths that need to be taken. Of course
this bill also prohibits tobacco advertisements in public places. Through the amendments in this bill it
will ban the advertising of e-cigarette products in the same way as it does for tobacco products. So I
am really happy to see that that is now on the same line as tobacco products.
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In addition to advertising bans, we will also see at both state and national level a reduction of the
harmful impact of smoking. Australia was the first country to introduce plain packaging laws. I know
that the minister back then, Nicola Roxon, faced a very strong campaign from the tobacco companies
but she persisted, and today we have plain packaging in Australia, which is leading the world when it
comes to this space.
Of course we understand the impact that smoking has on the community, including our family
members. Everybody is affected. A Cancer Council Victoria survey has shown that rates of smoking
dropped from 13.5 per cent in 2015 to 10.7 per cent in 2018, so we know that with proper education
and proper programs, people are reducing their smoking. Rates of smoking are dropping, and that is
what we want to see.
We all have a friend or family member that has been touched by cancer. We know that there are
700 000 smokers in Victoria, and for some of these people it will lead to some form of preventable
chronic disease which will lead to death. Of course there are over 4000 lives lost to smoking each year
in Victoria, so we still have a lot of education to do in this space so that we can reduce the number of
smokers in Victoria.
Smoking costs the Victorian economy $3.8 billion just in health care and about $5.8 billion in
intangible costs associated with the loss of a life. But to a family there is no dollar value that can be
placed on the loss of a life, so I encourage those who do smoke to connect with either Quit or their
local GP so that they can actually start to quit—because the sooner you begin the process the better
off you will be.
Smoking is linked to a higher disease burden, and I know in Brimbank we have higher rates of cancer,
stroke, heart disease, kidney disease and much, much more. Of course as a parent if you are smoking,
the harm that you do to your children and to the community is also part of this process. We also now
know, as I said previously, some of the stories in relation to the health concerns associated with ecigarettes and vaping. I do believe that there will be many more stories that we will hear about the
detrimental health issues related to e-cigarettes.
We do know there is growing evidence when it comes to the health harms and the increased risk of
smoking. Today this house continues to not only improve but also safeguard the health of the
community. When it comes to smoking and in particular advertising in public places, including at the
grand prix, I believe it does not have the space to be in the community.
Smoking is such a deadly, deadly practice and causes so much harm to our community. I am so happy
that our government is continuing to look at the health-related concerns but also at improving the
health amenities of our community. This is yet just another step in that direction. On that note, I too
commend the bill. I also commend the minister for putting forward this bill, and I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (15:03): 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.
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Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (15:04): I rise today to voice my support for the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. This morning I was absolutely delighted to hear from our
Treasurer about the incredibly robust state of the economy in Victoria. This government has done
extraordinary things to keep regional unemployment low and business confidence at an all-time high.
That is a wonderful, wonderful situation to be in, but it is always important to know that what really
matters to those of us on this side of the house, and what we put first more than anything, is community
safety and workers’ safety. You have got to have that at the heart of what you are doing, otherwise
none of it really counts.
When there are workplace incidents we do not hear people talking about profit levels or shareholder
dividends. We hear people talking about, ‘How did this happen?’ and ‘Who was looking out for us?’.
It happens, these big incidents happen, because for too long businesses have been allowed to shirk their
responsibility to their workers and their communities by cutting corners on safely handling dangerous
goods, just to save a few bucks. They have been allowed to get away with this because the penalties for
cutting corners and putting workers and the community’s safety at risk have been too weak.
I am pleased to say that once again the Andrews Labor government is looking out for the workers and
looking out for the community. While other parties might talk the talk about getting tough and
community concerns, it is on this side that we continue walking the walk and getting it done for the
people of Victoria. I do not think that employers set out to cause their workers harm. However, we
have to keep reinforcing the message that they need to not take unnecessary risks; there are too often
unforeseen circumstances. We are a government that is aware that the only way to change attitudes to
community and workplace safety is to supply some personal accountability to those who are ultimately
responsible. This bill is one that does deliver personal responsibility and accountability.
One of the ways it does so is by creating a new indictable offence under the Dangerous Goods
Act 1985 for those who mishandle dangerous goods in a manner that places a person at risk of death.
Those found breaching this law will face a personal fine of up to $627 000, and for body corporates
this can lead to a fine of up to $6.6 million. Breaches of this law will also see individuals facing a
maximum penalty of 10 years in prison.
Now these penalties are tough, but they have to be tough. We know that they have to be tough because
the public are calling for tougher penalties, and because a WorkSafe-led task force has absolutely
highlighted the need to ensure that companies treat this matter as seriously as it deserves to be treated.
The task force was put in place after the Campbellfield blaze earlier this year that blackened the
Melbourne sky and burned for days. That blaze forced the closure of schools and businesses. Local
people complained that they were having breathing issues. There was the smell of chemicals, laundry
was ruined on the lines and asthmatic children were rushed into doctors surgeries.
Clearly this fire put workers on the site at great risk of death or serious injury, and given the size of the
blaze it was an absolute miracle that no-one was killed. But not only were the lives of the workers put
at risk, though, the women and men of our emergency services workers were also put in harm’s way.
I note that at the beginning of the year the firefighters union spoke out about the impact that that fire
and the fire in West Footscray the year before had on the firefighters there. There were lots of breathing
issues and problems that came out of it. These businesses that are not handling their goods correctly
are endangering their workers, whole communities and of course our firefighters. Our first responders
should not have to risk their lives just because of the negligent acts of a business acting irresponsibly.
Closer to home for me, it was only last year that the Stawell tyre dump was cleaned up. Environment
Protection Authority Victoria fined them $4.5 million, and I believe 10 000 tonnes of tyres were
removed. At the time the EPA said:
It’s really critical that community and environment risk is put first and foremost by all occupiers, owners and
duty holders.
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So whilst those tyres were not dangerous chemicals, it really had to be the responsibility of those
people in the same way. Even yesterday we heard of an incident in New South Wales. We do not yet
know what caused it in western Sydney, but without question the firefighters in New South Wales are
working hard and the same contaminations have been made possible.
But here in Victoria we are taking some action. We cannot stop all of the accidents, but we can put in
place a system that encourages best practice to reduce risk. The Victorian WorkSafe task force
identified 13 sites that needed urgent attention. Victorians may be surprised to learn that these sites
had more than 6.8 million litres of dangerous goods removed—that is 6.8 million litres. This
enormous volume of dangerous goods was from just 13 of the worst sites. Last year WorkSafe
performed around 1600 dangerous goods inspections, and these inspections resulted in
400 improvement notices being issued for contraventions related to dangerous goods. So this is why
it is essential that as a government we crack down and send a clear signal to some in the industry that
they need to lift their game and put their workers and the community at large first.
As many of you know, I come from a farming background, and as farmers we go to great lengths to
make sure that our chemicals are locked away and stored correctly. I am also a mother, and I think
every mother and indeed every parent knows that we have to make sure that medications are kept
away from our children. Sadly and very tragically today at the Ballarat Specialist School there was an
incident with pool chemicals. I do not suggest for a moment that the school were at fault—they are a
fabulous school—but eight people were hospitalised, and again our CFA had to come out. Very
thankfully in Lucas we have a hazmat crew, and they came along and dealt with that incident. It was
around pool chemicals being incorrectly mixed. So what I am saying, really, is that all of us on a
personal level are very aware of how we need to safeguard dangerous goods. And really what this bill
asks is that business owners and industry at large take the same responsibility that every parent would
take with regard to medications and so forth around their children.
This bill not only addresses penalties surrounding the storage and handling of dangerous goods, but
also means that those who abandon, neglect and dump dangerous goods will be held responsible for
their actions. The stories of illegal dumping are nothing new to the public, but when it comes to the
dumping of these types of dangerous materials we are seeking to ensure that these stories are relegated
to the history books. New penalties will ensure the dumping of dangerous goods is not worth the risk.
The increased penalties proposed in this bill reflect the seriousness of illegal activity relating to
dangerous goods, including the associated health, safety and environment risks. The penalties create a
strong disincentive for operators that choose to cut the cost of business by cutting corners.
The increased penalties bring offences under the Dangerous Goods Act in line with similar offences
under occupational health and safety legislation. These changes are important for ensuring the
Dangerous Goods Act is not only consistent but reflective of the seriousness with which operators
should take their responsibilities. The community have expectations that companies will act in a legal
and responsible manner, compliant with regulations and safety procedures. I do not believe that this is
an unreasonable expectation. The message to these businesses from the Andrews Labor government
is clear: clean up your act or face the consequences. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (15:14): I rise happily to speak on the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. I would like to start by firstly thanking the Attorney-General
and obviously the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change for her work on this bill as
well. The Andrews Labor government understands the importance of prioritising the safety of our
community. We have done this in many ways, and this bill today is another example of the importance
of safety in our community—similar to the rail bill that we did earlier this week.
Unfortunately we have all seen what can happen when dangerous goods are mishandled. When
reading about this bill I was reminded of an ABC TV show from my youth called Australia You’re
Standing In It. I do not know how many people are old enough to remember that. There were a couple
of characters on that show called the Dodgy brothers, and it was all fun and games and they were
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stupid and did the wrong thing. Well, there are no fun and games when it comes to the storage of
dangerous goods, but unfortunately there are Dodgy brothers around and we need bills like this to tell
them what they should be doing if they have not worked it out already.
For those storing dangerous goods, they should know the dangers by now; there is no excuse for
ignorance. It does not really matter if you are storing pool chlorine or if you are storing explosives,
you should know what the responsibilities are for your business. We are the party that delivers on our
promises; in January we said we would look into what needed to be done, and this is what needed to
be done. So I think that is great work done by the Attorney-General especially to get us to this point.
I also notice that one of the aspects of the change in this bill is the new indictable offence that the
Attorney-General mentioned in her speech:
The Bill introduces a new offence in the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 of recklessly engaging in conduct
relating to the manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or use of dangerous goods that places—

and she goes on about what that does. I just pick out the words ‘recklessly engaging in conduct’. When
I heard about the amendment that was put forward by the other side here, sitting in the naughty corner,
I just thought the idea that you would somehow publish the addresses of where explosives are kept in
our community would fit into recklessly engaging in that conduct. I do not know why the Einsteins on
the other side did not think that that might be a problem, considering they spend most of their time
being negative about stuff, but it boggles the mind. It really does.
So what brought us to this point? There have been a lot of public fires—three, actually, the main ones.
There was even a fire in Sydney earlier this week. It worries the community when these things happen
because it affects them greatly. In 2017 we had the Coolaroo fire. We had suburbs covered by smoke
and the evacuation of more than 100 homes, and the fire burned for 11 days. Then we had the
Footscray fire in 2018. Our member for Footscray informed us all earlier that that was on the day she
was giving birth—I mean, of all the days that you are not quite stressed enough, to have that happen
in the morning! More importantly for the area of Footscray, it took 140 firefighters days to control it,
with hotspots after it for weeks. Again there was black smoke and there were explosions, and in the
creek family dogs were covered in sludge. This is a big problem. That led to some changes. There
were some things that we promised to do in January, which I will get to in a moment.
Then obviously we saw the Campbellfield fire earlier this year—I think it was April—and again there
was black smoke over Melbourne, schools and businesses were forced to shut down and it took four
days to control. The people running these businesses know that they are doing the wrong thing, and it
annoys me as a previous business owner when so many—the vast majority—of our business owners
do the right thing. We pay our staff, we keep things safe, we pay super, we pay our bills, we just try
and run a business and make a profit, and to have the minority of people out there just stuffing it up
for not only other businesses but everybody—
Mr Halse: Cowboys.
Mr FREGON: Cowboys, that’s right—absolute cowboys. It is very disappointing and very
annoying, and it is why this bill is required, which is not, all by itself, a sad fact, but it is a fact of life
that we must have these bills to deter and punish those cowboys who do this sort of work.
In January, as I said, we committed to strengthening the penalties available under the Dangerous
Goods Act. Mishandling a dangerous good poses a direct threat to our community, obviously, and our
firefighters usually are our first responders who have to deal with the mess. Most of the time they have
no idea what is in these places. If it is one of these dodgy brothers, then who knows? If it is a well-run
business and everything is placarded and an accident happens, that is a different story. It is still a big
problem and our firefighters do amazing work—and a big shout-out to them, and the member for
Frankston is not here at the moment but a shout-out to him as well. Then after our fireys of course we
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have got the ambos who turn up—and a shout-out to the member for Melton over there and the police,
and a shout-out to the member for Bayswater.
Ms Addison: What a line-up.
Mr FREGON: I know! Covered it all; we have got the trifecta. They go in without question, and
they protect and they serve. This bill should hopefully give them some comfort that all the risk that
they take is not ignored and that the people who put them as well as the rest of the community in that
risk will be punished. These people have had the book thrown at them before—well, the book just got
heavier and it is going to hurt a little more when it lands.
The lives of our service personnel as well as those in the community are paramount, and this also goes
for the workers who have to work in these places. The member for Yuroke told the story of a poor
bloke who was carrying a drum of one of these ungodly toxic things and it blew up in his arms. That
guy’s life changed forever because of a boss who probably tried to save a few bucks.
Mr Taylor: Shameful!
Mr FREGON: It is shameful, and that is why the book needs to be thrown and thrown hard. I am
very encouraged by the new penalties, by the new offence and by the increase in financial penalties,
but I would also say to some businesses out there who are storing goods and who are not sure: go to
the WorkSafe website and have a look at it if you are not sure. It does not matter if you think what you
are storing is safe.
In my previous life I was a programmer. I spent 10 years programming a system that collected data on
racking inspections for safety purposes. I can tell you that there are a lot of good employers out there,
a lot of good business owners out there with racking. They are doing everything they can to keep all
of that stuff safe and secure, and when little problems happen they fix them. I saw this for 10 years.
Most of them do the right thing. If you are not sure, get the information and sort it out. Your staff will
be happier, your customers will be happier and your business will be more profitable.
The other thing that I would like to mention briefly before I run out of my allotted time is to give a
shout-out to a local gentleman by the name of David Shultz, who is a good branch member. David has
worked in the fire safety area for many, many a year. He has retired now, but he has got a wealth of
knowledge that he will share with us. When I discussed this bill with him he was talking about when
he worked on the city loop. He did a lot of fire systems in the city loop and worked on those. He was
instructing me that he wants to make sure we do the same sort of excellent work in the Metro Tunnel.
I said to him, ‘Look, I have no doubt that the Minister for Transport Infrastructure is on top of all that
and that we will have the finest safety systems in that tunnel’—so a shout-out to David because he is
really a great guy.
I could go on with the numbers. The fact is they are significant. The penalties will be significant. If
you do the wrong thing, you will get caught. There have been 1600 dangerous goods visits this year
and 400 improvement notices. WorkSafe is out there—they are coming. Do the right thing and you
will be fine. Do not do the right thing and you will get the book chucked at you. I commend this bill
to the house.
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (15:24): That was a fantastic contribution by the member for Mount
Waverley, might I point out.
Ms Addison: Again.
Mr TAYLOR: Again, absolutely. There is nothing more important than the safety of our
community, the safety of our workers and making sure that everyone makes it home safe after a day
at work. That is why I am very pleased to speak in support of this bill, which will add further
protections not just for workers and not just for our community but also for our environment, which
also ultimately has an effect on the health and safety of us all.
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It is well-known that a top priority of this Andrews Labor government is our community safety—and
rightfully so. It should also be a priority of each and every member of our community, individual and
business. As I learned in my last job, the standard you walk past is the standard you accept. Sadly,
though, this mantra was clearly not shown by a select few in our community—shamefully not so.
Earlier this year we saw a number of fires, including a fire in Campbellfield that blanketed much of
the local area in black smoke which swept across the skyline. It meant schools and businesses were
forced to shut down, with many members of our community left stranded in their own homes. This
was simply not good enough. As has been detailed in this place today, this was caused by a significant
stockpile of dangerous goods in that warehouse and in others—a stockpiling which was of course
illegal and wrong and should never, ever occur again.
We also saw fires in Coolaroo and Campbellfield that again occurred because of illegal stockpiling,
as well as a number of others right across metropolitan Melbourne. These were all significant events
that placed an entire local community and their lives at serious risk, including our emergency service
workers who responded so quickly to these incidents. These fires were part of a culture by operators
and individuals who thought that part of their business model could be to cut corners by cutting costs
and ensuring little regulation of the quantity of dangerous goods being stockpiled but also the manner
in which they were stored. For them this may have been business as usual, but in reality it was
ultimately a ticking time bomb for locals and for their workers. It is not good enough—that cowboy
attitude that the member for Mount Waverley and others have spoken about in here today. The severity
of their actions which led to these shocking fires flew in the face of existing penalties, so it was very,
very clear that more needed to be done.
Rightfully so, after the fires there was a significant amount of outrage from all in the community—
rightfully so—including the saturation across metropolitan media and notably a story around Thurston
Darcy, a firefighter and one of the first responders to the Footscray fire who spent 40 hours, 40 long
hours, fighting that fire under extreme and dangerous conditions. Darcy then had to take four weeks
off work sick due to the effects of that fire. I cannot even begin to imagine the toll that has taken on
this firefighter and others, due to the stupidity—which simply, seriously, can only be described as
stupidity—and outright lawlessness of some.
In my time as an emergency services worker I was lucky not to attend serious events like the events
that many have spoken about in this place today, but even the events that I attended on a smaller scale
were very clear. Obviously the directions provided by my managers at the time were that these were
very significant and dangerous events for emergency services responders. The fact that Thurston
Darcy and many of his colleagues and many of my former colleagues were placed in these situations
by idiots really flies in the face of those existing penalties, and that is exactly why we are here today—
to make sure that we strengthen those penalties to absolutely make sure that we send a clear and strong
message that that type of behaviour is absolutely not on by those cowboy operators.
We also know of some school communities and individuals who have used and employed different
techniques to assist in getting over the trauma that these fires caused—not only the effect on our
emergency services for some time after these events but also that on the broader community. These
fires will no doubt continue to have long-term effects on those members of those communities, and
because of this, and the fact that this is the right thing to do, we announced in January this year that
we would look to strengthen the penalties available under the Dangerous Goods Act—and review is
exactly what we have done. The review was done with a mind to ensuring that this never happens
again and to send a clear message: clean up your act or face the consequences. As the member for
Mount Waverley rightfully pointed out, it is throwing the book at those who would fly in the face of
existing penalties and the reason why those offences currently exist in the Dangerous Goods Act. From
the review it was very clear that we need to stop this kind of offending from happening, as discussed
in this place today and widely by our community, and to do that you need significant specific and
general deterrents to those who would seek to offend against this act and the offences within it.
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These fires also prompted the need for a WorkSafe-led taskforce to take swift action to remove
illegally stored waste and chemicals from warehouses across Melbourne’s northern suburbs. Thirteen
sites have been identified as requiring clean-up by the taskforce. So far, over 6.8 million litres of
dangerous goods have been removed by these sites, which remaining unchecked would have presented
a significant threat to the community. That is why we have given Worksafe the resources that they
need to properly tackle this issue. 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 in the bill today increase the penalties for non-compliance with these
notices. So it is clear that we are getting on with the job of giving WorkSafe—the police in this matter—
the power and the resources to make sure that this does not happen again, and reforming the penalties,
because it is abundantly clear that the penalties need to increase. This formed a large part of the review
to ensure that a clear message was sent and it is clear here today on this reform that the Andrews Labor
government is steadfast in its approach to workplace safety and that we will not tolerate conduct that
puts lives at risk.
Profits cannot be placed ahead of the safety of our community. That is why this bill amends the
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 to create an indictable offence for those who mishandle dangerous goods
in a manner that places or may place a person in danger of death. This bill will capture those cowboy
companies and individuals who seek to flout the law, like those of recent times in Melbourne’s west
and north, and will reflect a similar offence, in terms of penalties, which is detailed in the Crimes
Act 1958. The new offence will mean that individuals that recklessly manufacture, store, transport,
transfer, sell or use dangerous goods in a way that places or may place a person in danger of death will
face a fine of up to $627 800. Body corporates will face a fine of up to $6.6 million. There is also a
maximum penalty of 10 years in prison.
Presently the most serious offence under the Dangerous Goods Act relates to those who endanger the
safety or health of another person, property or the environment. For this conduct, individuals face a
four-year period of imprisonment and, in the case of body corporates, up to an $800 000 fine. We are
also significantly increasing other penalties around accidents and security as well as complying with
obligations to prevent such events and a raft of others. These increases to penalties and the addition of
a new offence which carries the most significant of punishments creates a strong disincentive for
operators to cut the costs by cutting corners and in turn unacceptably risking the lives of others in our
community and their workers. The increased penalties bring offences under the Dangerous Goods Act
in line with similar offences under occupational health and safety legislation.
If I could just circle back and talk about the significant threat these fires posed to the community, it
really is hard to comprehend how businesses and their owners allowed what they knew to go on, of
what they could only surely have known was a significant risk not only in general but specifically to
their workers. What an absolute disgrace—to think that some allowed people around this ticking time
bomb while on the clock is sickening, and then to again know what they knew posed a real risk to the
entire community and they not only did nothing about it but then went the other way and continued to
illegally stockpile these dangerous chemicals and goods.
I remember also watching the fires in Campbellfield on TV this year. I remember the sheer size and
force of it, only from afar and only on TV. The idea of being anywhere near it would have been
absolutely insane to most; it would have been completely out of their realm of thinking and out of the
realm of anything they had ever seen or dealt with in their lives. Yet due to the incident and the
seriousness and sheer risk it posed, it meant that 170-plus firefighters were positioned in close
proximity to it and put themselves immediately in harm’s way to protect others. It is important to
acknowledge that here today and to thank them here today, because without the hard work of those
first responders, and a number of other first responders, the resulting outcomes for the community
could have been significantly worse. So I thank them here today for their service to those communities
and the broader community. What they did is simply nothing short of incredible.
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I certainly hope and want to believe that this legislation will be the final straw when it comes to
businesses and individuals flouting the law, with the knowledge that these instances had a significant
impact not only on those communities but directly on our first responders, who will continue to carry
the scars from an event like this no doubt both emotionally and physically.
I am proud to speak on bills that put the safety of workers and their communities first—and our
emergency services workers, as a former emergency services worker. I am very proud to see the
passion on this bill from most members in the house, I will say—not right across the board. It is for
those reasons that I am very proud to commend this bill to the house.
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (15:34): Thank you to the member for Bayswater for that
impassioned contribution to this bill. I rise with pleasure to speak in support of a bill that will go a long
way towards protecting the health and safety of our workers, our communities and our precious
environment. Like most Victorians, I was horrified and heartbroken to hear of the serious injury caused
to two workers earlier this year in the Campbellfield factory fire, which sent plumes of black smoke
billowing into the sky and caused schools and kindergartens to shut, families to be terrified and
businesses to close their doors. One of those workers, Mr Vignesh Varatharaja, suffered serious burns
when a chemical drum he was handling exploded in his face, which led to an induced coma.
This blaze and two others across Melbourne’s north happened because individuals and companies failed
to meet their obligations when it came to the handling and storing of dangerous goods. They chose to
cut corners when they should have been ensuring the safety of their workers and their communities.
This is unacceptable. We will never tolerate conduct that puts lives and livelihoods at risk. The daily
risk faced by workers exposed to the mishandling of dangerous goods cannot be understated. That is
why we are sending a strong and clear message to those doing the wrong thing: you are breaking the
law and you will be held to account. The Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019
delivers on our commitment to strengthen the penalties for wrongdoing under the Dangerous Goods
Act 1985 through a number of changes, including the creation of a new offence for recklessly placing
lives at risk through the mishandling of dangerous goods and increasing the maximum penalties for
conduct that endangers the safety or health of another person, property or the environment.
Under the new offence individuals will face fines of over $600 000 and companies up to $6.6 million
for reckless conduct in the manufacture, storage, transport, transfer, sale or use of dangerous goods
that puts people’s lives in danger. The new offence will also carry a maximum penalty of 10 years in
prison. Likewise offenders who endanger people, property or the environment will now face up to five
years in prison. These are serious consequences—the highest penalties in the Dangerous Goods Act—
and they are serious for a reason.
While thankfully no lives were lost in the recent fires, the terrible experience that Mr Varatharaja
continues to recover from demonstrates the lasting impact these dangerous practices can have on
workers. While in my view that is reason enough to act, the impact of these events goes far beyond
the walls of a warehouse or the boundaries of an industrial area. First responders and surrounding
communities are also affected. Hundreds of firefighters battled the blaze that engulfed a warehouse in
West Footscray last August, covering large swaths of Melbourne’s west in smoke. I acknowledge the
contribution to this bill by the member for Footscray, whose account of these events demonstrates the
enduring trauma to individuals, families and communities that occurs and how difficult it is to heal
from that.
As the member for Bayswater rightly noted, one of the firefighters, Thurston Darcy, spent around
40 hours fighting the West Footscray fire. Thurston ended up having to take four weeks of sick leave
and spent a week in hospital under quarantine. His mild symptoms of itchy red eyes, a headache and
nosebleeds rapidly became acute and debilitating. Most of the firefighters who attended the scene have
experienced at least mild symptoms, and many local residents have reported respiratory illnesses, but
physical illness is only one aspect of the true impact that the mishandling of dangerous goods can
cause.
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The trauma and stress that these fires caused the local community is undeniable. That same fire in
West Footscray also impacted surrounding schools and kinders. Teachers used art therapy with the
students to help them recover from the trauma associated with the fire. As adults we feel the impact of
catastrophes like this, and generally we have the tools to process them. For children, seeing black,
gritty smoke filling the skyline, smelling the soot in the air, being hustled out of your classroom to
blaring sirens—that sort of thing sticks with you for a long time. For children it can be the stuff of
nightmares, a heartbreaking fact which, frankly, I find inexcusable.
As these recent fires have shown, the mishandling of dangerous goods also has serious consequences
for the environment, particularly our air quality and the health of our waterways. This is an issue of
particular concern for the people of the Northcote electorate, which is bordered by three waterways:
Merri Creek, Darebin Creek and of course the Yarra River. Our creeks and waterways are such a big
part of the character and health of our local environment in Northcote. The potential for pollution and
damage is keenly felt and greatly feared. Indeed as a result of the Footscray fire, nearby Stony Creek
was contaminated by toxic chemicals and firefighting foam entering the waterway while efforts were
underway to put out the fire. Hundreds of fish and wildlife were killed, and waterways were
contaminated for months.
The Campbellfield fire also caused environmental damage to local waterways on Merlynston Creek,
where low dissolved oxygen levels hurt local aquatic life. In the Northcote electorate Merri Creek,
which forms the western border of our community, and Darebin Creek, on the eastern border, are
particularly vulnerable to pollutants given their proximity to industrial areas and being at the receiving
end of stormwater runoff.
I never ever want to see a situation in which these precious ecosystems are damaged as a consequence
of illegal stockpiling and the mishandling of dangerous goods as a consequence of criminal and,
ultimately, avoidable behaviour. I never ever want to see a situation where families have to endure the
heartache of one of their loved ones being injured or killed because these operators put profits before
the safety of Victorians. That is why these amendments and the strong deterrence they create are so
important. Last financial year WorkSafe issued over 400 improvement notices for dangerous goodsrelated contraventions. This bill strengthens the penalties for non-compliance with these notices for
failures to meet obligations to prevent fires and explosions and failures to follow directions regarding
spills and damage to containers. These increased penalties will bring the Dangerous Goods Act in line
with similar offences under the OH&S legislation, and they reflect the seriousness of operators’ actions
when they choose to shirk their responsibilities and when they choose to treat cutting corners as
business as usual. Unlike those opposite, the Andrews Labor government will always stand up for
workers, and it will not tolerate conduct that puts lives at risk.
As well as this bill, we are also committed to introducing laws to criminalise industrial manslaughter
and wage theft. On that last point, I was proud to host a forum in Northcote recently with hospitality
unions to discuss what more we can do to protect workers from exploitation and mistreatment.
Workers told me of very deliberate and flagrant disregard for our laws by some employers; that kind
of disregard cannot be tolerated, and that is why we are taking action.
We are also cracking down on the illegal storage of hazardous material by putting in place a new
electronic tracking system for chemical waste. From July this year we are switching to a full GPS
electronic tracking system through an investment of $5.5 million to better record the production,
movement and receipt of industrial waste. This best practice tracking system will allow for improved
data reporting and the identification of potential illegal activity. Together these changes are improving
the way we track and respond to the mishandling and stockpiling of dangerous and hazardous
materials, reducing the risk to workers, communities and the environment.
No worker should ever be injured, no community should be traumatised as the residents of
Campbellfield and Footscray were, and no waterways should face ecological damage as Stony Creek
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did. Through this bill we will send reckless operators a clear message: clean up your act. I commend
this bill to the house.
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (15:42): I am delighted to speak on this bill this afternoon, and I want to
acknowledge the contributions of a number of members in the chamber over the last half an hour or
so—from the member for Bayswater and the member for Northcote. There have been some other
fantastic contributions as well.
I note that as you walk into this chamber, and it is an ancient chamber, you walk past the photos of
former speakers, and no doubt the Speaker will have seen those photos. One of them is of Maurice
Blackburn. Maurice Blackburn is a key figure in Victoria’s political and Labor history. He is the
antecedent to the creation of the well-known law firm and always represented and advocated for the
rights of workers and the rights of individuals within his community. As I was walking in to talk on
this bill, I stopped just to reflect on his legacy in this chamber all those decades ago. It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on this bill—a bill that will go a long way towards making our communities and our
workplaces much safer.
It is no secret that the safety of our community is a top priority for the Andrews Labor government.
The bill, as many of my colleagues have mentioned, will help protect our community from the
negligent practices of unscrupulous companies, who seek to flout community safety with unsafe
handling practices. The mishandling of dangerous goods poses a real threat to our community, and
those who do it are breaking the law. We are a government that gets on with things—we want to get
on with the job—and one of those things we are about is making our community safer for all. The
illegal stockpiling of waste and dangerous goods is bad for workers, it is bad for our community, and
this bill will ensure that it is also a bad idea for employers.
When an industrial fire catches in an illegal dump of dangerous materials, like it did in Campbellfield,
it shifts the risk onto emergency services workers and the community members that they are charged
with protecting. I note the emergency services workers that sit in this chamber who would have
experience of attending these industrial fires, I note the members of my extended family who attended
such fires over recent years and I note the consequences that those fires can have to the health and safety
of those emergency services workers and of the broader community. These fires mean that schools have
to send their children home, that shops in nearby areas have to close their doors and that entire suburbs
of working families have to be locked in their own homes, and this is plainly and simply unacceptable.
Today we are delivering on the promise that this government made in January to impose tough
penalties for those who shirk their obligations to properly handle and manage dangerous goods. Much
like our proposed wage theft laws and proposed industrial manslaughter laws, this bill is about putting
employers who break the law on notice. In Victoria your profits are not more important than the people
in our community. When warehousing workers have to tread carefully around poorly managed
dangerous goods, you are putting lives at risk. When firefighters are called to a dangerous industrial
fire, we are putting their lives at risk. When avoidable fires spread into our community, we are putting
the lives of people in the community at risk. The risk that these improper practices have on workers
every day cannot be understated. As many of my colleagues have noted, it is crucial that operators
take their obligations seriously. That is one of the intents of this piece of legislation. The only way we
can ensure that workers are protected is to make the price of shirking their obligations too costly for
employers. Up until now the fines imposed upon employers have just been incorporated into the cost
of doing business. But not anymore with this piece of legislation. In Victoria if you fail to handle
dangerous goods safely and securely, you should face the penalties. You should potentially face a
period in jail. If you put your workers’ lives at risk by cutting corners to make a cheap buck, you
should go to jail or face a significant penalty. If your negligence or your company’s negligence leads
to an industrial fire that threatens our community, you should face significant penalties or go to jail.
We know that these risks are widespread. Since we established the WorkSafe-led task force to
investigate these potential disasters, 13 sites have been identified and just over 6.8 million litres of
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dangerous goods have been removed from these sites. In making an interesting comparison, I note that
this is the industrial equivalent of the nuclear stockpiling in the Cold War, and it should be treated as
seriously because of the consequences that these dangerous goods impose upon our community.
This bill amends the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 to create an indictable offence for those who
mishandle dangerous goods in a manner that places or may place a person in danger of death. This
new offence will capture companies and individuals conducting their businesses in a negligent or
dangerous way with regard to these hazardous materials. We have a very, very clear message: it is
time to clean up your act or you will face the consequences. Under the Andrews Labor government
profits will never come before the more important issue of the health and safety of Victorians,
Victorian workers and the Victorian community.
Just to make some concluding remarks, I note that it is R U OK? Day today. Many of those emergency
service workers who battled those industrial fires have had to deal with significant mental health
consequences because of that, and are still dealing with those. During the pre-polling and the campaign
in the lead-up to the last state election I had the privilege of standing next to a firefighter who had been
involved in the Campbellfield fire, and the trauma and the impact that that had had upon this individual
was real and significant. That is why we are introducing harsher penalties in this space. It is the right
thing to do. This is a great piece of core Labor legislation. It is what we are about. It will make our
workplaces safer, it will make our state safer, and I am privileged to commend it to the house.
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (15:52): I stand today to support the Dangerous Goods Amendment
(Penalty Reform) Bill 2019 because at the heart of this important legislation is community and
workplace safety. Also at the heart of this legislation is protection for the environment. These issues
are very important to me, and they are important to the people of Victoria. I know that this legislation
is going to look after these little people up here who have joined us in the gallery today by keeping our
community safe. That is what this government is about—making sure that we have a Victoria for the
future that looks after everyone and our environment.
We are introducing this bill because failure to safely store, transport and dispose of dangerous goods
can cause explosions or fires, serious injury, death and large-scale damage, and this is unacceptable.
We are amending the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 to increase the penalties for various offences in the
act so that the penalties better reflect the serious nature of these offences, and to create a new offence
for reckless conduct in respect to dangerous goods that endanger persons, and for other purposes.
I note that WorkSafe is the relevant authority for the Dangerous Goods Act, and regulation of
dangerous goods falls within the responsibility of the Minister for Workplace Safety. I wish to thank
the minister for presenting the bill to the house and thank everyone who has been involved in advising
on and drafting the amendments, as well as those involved in the consultation process. I would also
like to take this opportunity to commend the minister for the other work that she is undertaking to
make sure that workers in Victoria are safe—that workers come home safe. I am particularly proud of
the government’s commitment and the work that she is doing around new workplace safety laws,
including industrial manslaughter legislation. This bill will change the culture of the industries that
deal with dangerous goods.
At the beginning of the year this government came out and said that it would strengthen the penalties.
Today this is what we are delivering on. By strengthening the penalties under the Dangerous Goods
Act we are tightening the net with respect to those who fail to comply with the law in their management
of dangerous goods. I believe, like my friend the member for Ringwood, that profits should never
come before the health and safety of Victorians. An increase in penalties means that non-compliance
cannot be a cost of running businesses. We need to have a really strong deterrent. What does the act
actually do? The act 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. But what are common examples of these? Often you say, ‘What are dangerous
goods?’. We are talking about petrol, we are talking about kerosene, we are talking about turpentine.
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We are talking about corrosive materials, flammable gas, non-flammable toxic gas and asbestos. Of
course we must make sure that the way that we store and dispose of asbestos is done safely. If you do
not do it safely, you will be penalised—and you will be penalised big-time.
These goods are dangerous, and we have seen firsthand the serious consequences of what can occur
when dangerous goods are mishandled. I refer to the recent fires across Melbourne, including at
Tottenham, Campbellfield and Epping. A fire in Campbellfield earlier this year resulted in plumes of
black smoke sweeping the skyline, while schools and businesses were forced to shut down. This
should not happen. The trauma and stress these events cause our communities are undeniable.
Children, according to my good friend the member for Footscray, are having art therapy techniques to
overcome the trauma of the fire in Footscray. We have heard the stories of Stony Creek—I love my
dog, and I love taking Licorice out for a swim at Victoria Park in Ballarat, not Collingwood—of those
family dogs covered in sludge. For anyone who has a dog, to think that they could be covered in sludge
because of a chemical fire—it just should not happen. This fire followed two major fires that occurred
because of the stockpiling of waste in Coolaroo and Campbellfield. Let us be very clear: these fires
were caused by the stockpiling of various types of waste, including dangerous goods. The result was
that community safety and our environment were put at risk. This is not acceptable to the government
and it does not meet community expectations and standards. These fires should never have occurred
and we need to ensure that other fires are prevented from occurring.
This legislation will have positive impacts on workers, and I am very proud about that. The Andrews
government is steadfast in its approach to workplace safety. We will not tolerate conduct that puts the
lives of Victorian workers at risk. Labor governments do not shy away from taking action to protect
workers. It is in our DNA. These fires put the lives of first responders at risk, including hundreds of
firefighters, as a result of dodgy practices in the mishandling and storage of dangerous goods.
Emergency workers were placed at serious risk because companies failed in their responsibility and
duty of care to their workforce. I would like to take this opportunity to thank all our first responders
for the work that they do, and to particularly thank firefighters for the danger that they put themselves
in to keep us safe and protect our environment.
Luckily—and I say luckily because it was only good luck—no lives were lost in these fires. However,
far too many lives were put at risk and there was substantial damage to property and to the
environment. Importantly, this government reacted and WorkSafe reacted, leading a task force to take
swift action to remove illegally stored waste and chemicals from warehouses across Melbourne.
Thirteen 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. I can tell you that this is welcome news for
local communities, for workers and for first responders. It is also great news for the environment, as
we make Victoria safer for everyone.
The mishandling of dangerous goods poses a real threat to our community, and those who do it are
breaking the law. We are a government that gets on with the job and we have a clear message: clean
up your act or face the consequences. The risk that improper practices pose to workers every day
cannot be understated and it is crucial that operators take their obligations very seriously. The current
penalties need to be increased because the existing penalties imposed for contravention are below
those for similar offences under the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 and the Crimes
Act 1958. The set rate presents little deterrent for non-compliance. We need to rectify this, and that is
why we are committed to legislation that will provide a strong deterrent to industry by significantly
increasing penalties for individuals but also body corporates, and that is very important.
I am supporting this bill because I firmly believe there is a need for stronger compliance with existing
regulation and a compelling case for change that deters the mishandling of dangerous goods. So what
is this bill actually going to do? It is going to make individuals and organisations more accountable by
making amendments that create the new offence of reckless conduct. If you place a person in danger
of death, the penalties are going to be very significant. We are going to increase those under the
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Dangerous Goods Act to reflect the seriousness of the offending. I have mentioned a number of times
already that it is about deterrence—deterring illegal activity and non-compliance with requirements
under the Dangerous Goods Act.
The new offence means that individuals that recklessly manufacture, store, transport, transfer, sell or
use—we have all bases covered on this—dangerous goods that do or may place a person in danger of
death will face an individual fine of $627 800. A body corporate—you cannot hide behind that
corporate veil—will now face a fine of $6.6 million. Significantly this offence also carries a maximum
penalty of 10 years in prison. This is a great increase on what was previously there, and I am confident
we are going to get real cultural change in this industry in terms of the handling of dangerous goods.
We are a government that gets the job done, because we do not want to see a repeat of the warehouse
fires across Melbourne as a consequence of illegal stockpiling of waste and dangerous goods. This is
why this bill will introduce new penalties that will bite and will be a serious deterrent for all. I am very
proud to recommend the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill to the house.
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (16:02): It does give me great pleasure to rise and speak on the
Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. At this point I would like to recognise the
very strong contribution from the member for Wendouree, as always, and the equally strong
contributions from the members for Ringwood and Northcote as well.
As we all know, we are seeing a rise in the dangerous stockpiling of chemicals that in turn are seeing
the operators at dangerous goods facilities putting the lives of the community at risk. These operators
have a complete disregard for the safety of their workers, and, as it turns out, workers in neighbouring
sites as well. They have a complete disregard for the safety of residents, of students and of children,
and a complete disregard for emergency professionals, including our firefighters who put their lives at
risk and who must bring toxic blazes under control quickly.
Firefighters after the recent fires, as has been well documented in this chamber, have reported
experiencing illnesses including nosebleeds, lung infections, skin rashes and memory loss after being
exposed to the highly toxic smoke and other contaminants produced by the burning solvents, paints, inks
and other chemicals. These operators put the whole community at risk, polluting it, the air, the waterways
and the broader environment that ironically they themselves purport to be a part of too. The health and
safety of Victorians must be paramount and the risk assessment that a business owner has must be
reflective of that. It just cannot be the case when an operator takes into account risk factors, together with
the cost of running a business, that profits are put before the safety of Victorians. An operator must be
held to account to the laws and to the regulatory authorities that govern dangerous goods. Yet we are
seeing an overall pervasiveness of the handling of dangerous goods not meeting the standard of the
law and of WorkSafe being, quite frankly, disrespected in its role that it is performing, and this is
increasing throughout the state.
In more recent times, as we have heard from the members for Footscray and Broadmeadows in
particular, we have seen industrial estates in the northern suburbs and the western suburbs of
Melbourne that have had fires erupt in warehouses across parts of Melbourne due to the illegal
stockpiling of dangerous goods. These are significant blazes—not just any fire. They produce plumes
of toxic black smoke, shut down schools and businesses and force residents to stay indoors. We were
lucky with those fires—and it was luck—that no lives were lost. However, workers were injured,
many other lives were put at risk and there was substantial damage to property and the environment,
not to mention the associated and often long-term trauma that affects our firefighters, local children
and also others in the community who are vulnerable.
These fires prompted the need for a WorkSafe-led task force to take swift action to remove illegally
stored waste and chemicals from warehouses, particularly in Melbourne’s northern suburbs. In the last
financial year, as again has been well documented, WorkSafe inspectors conducted almost
1600 dangerous goods visits and issued over 400 improvement notices for dangerous goods-related
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contraventions. Thirteen sites have been identified as requiring clean-up by the task force, and so far
over 6.8 million litres of dangerous goods have been removed from these sites—an extraordinary
number of goods across a small quantum of sites—and all you have to do is just consider the
potentially catastrophic effects if something actually did go wrong.
It is really clear that there needs to be much stronger deterrence in relation to the mishandling and
stockpiling of dangerous goods, and we need a deterrent that makes the owners and operators of
dangerous goods facilities accountable and stops bad behaviour in terms of poor and risky practices. I
am very proud that this government is taking action to prevent these risks into the future by introducing
new penalties that will make these operators take their responsibilities seriously and delivering on the
commitment it has previously made to toughen laws.
The bill delivers on this commitment by strengthening penalties under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985;
by making amendments that create the new offence of 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; by increasing penalties for various offences under the Dangerous Goods Act which reflect
the seriousness of the offending; and also by deterring illegal activity and non-compliance through
requirements under the Dangerous Goods Act . The creation of an indictable offence for those who
mishandle dangerous goods in a manner that places or may place a person in danger of death captures
companies and individuals conducting their business in a way that risks fires of the magnitude that
was seen in Melbourne’s west.
The government, though, is steadfast and methodical in its approach to workplace safety and will not
tolerate conduct that endangers the lives of so many in the community. We on this side of the chamber
consult closely with not only industry but the regulatory authorities, including Environment Protection
Authority Victoria, WorkSafe, community groups and unions and workers too. It is only the Labor
Party that can have these conversations with all of these stakeholder groups. When it comes to
workplace safety the message to those dodgy operators is very clear, and the message has been stated
several times today: clean up your act or face the consequences.
The new offence means that individuals that recklessly manufacture, store, transport, transfer, sell or
use dangerous goods in a way that places or may place a person in danger of death will face fines of
up to $627 800. Importantly, body corporates will face a fine of up to $6.6 million. The offence also
carries a maximum penalty of 10 years in prison. These changes mean that those who abandon, neglect
and dump dangerous goods will be held absolutely responsible for their actions.
The increased penalties proposed in this bill reflect the community’s expectation and the seriousness
of illegal activity relating to dangerous goods by creating the incentive for these business proprietors
to factor in the real risk of jail when they might be thinking of cutting corners in the cost of their
operations. The increased penalties bring offences under the Dangerous Goods Act in line with similar
offences under the occupational health and safety legislation. These changes are important for ensuring
the Dangerous Goods Act is not only consistent but also reflective of the seriousness with which
operators should take their responsibilities.
Under this new bill those who manufacture, store, transport, transfer, sell or use dangerous goods have
an increased duty through penalty deterrence to keep their workers, the community and the
environment safe. These measures will ensure that operators who put Victorian lives at risk will face
tough penalties that reflect the seriousness of their actions. I commend the work of the minister and
her team, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (16:11): I rise tonight to speak on the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019 that is before us today. I think for too long now when we
consider the dangerous fires that Victoria has suffered over the last 18 months we have seen
unfortunately some fairly reckless business practices where companies have tried to cut the costs of
storing dangerous goods. As a consequence of that we have seen communities, other small businesses
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and emergency service workers being exposed to, quite frankly, dangerous goods that can have
profound consequences on the health of those communities, on the health of workers in neighbouring
businesses and indeed often the workers that work at those sites, and of course on the health of the
emergency service workers who ultimately are called on to put out fires.
We, as a modern economy of course and particularly as a manufacturing economy, do produce
dangerous goods in this state, often as a by-product of manufacturing processes. Those dangerous
goods, once they are used, need to be stored in a way that is safe and that will ensure that those
communities where those chemicals are stored are safe. We have seen some shonky businesses
unfortunately cut corners in an attempt, no doubt, to save business costs. That has led to a number of
toxic fires. As a consequence of that the Andrews government, following detailed consultation not just
with the business sector but also with emergency services workers and various regulators, have
brought this important reform to the table. I think underpinning the approach of this reform is the
strengthening of the role of the regulator so that when businesses do the wrong thing in terms of the
storage of these dangerous goods the penalties that can be applied to them are significant. It needs to
be like that because the consequence of course of these dangerous goods catching fire, combusting or
exploding can be profound for the health and safety of the communities in which those chemicals
might be stored.
We have recently seen firefighters attending some of these fires where their health and safety has been
compromised. Firefighters of course have the necessary safety equipment and the like, but being
exposed to these chemicals can create lifelong health consequences for those workers. There needs to
be a very profound obligation to ensure companies do the right thing.
In terms of some of the reforms that we are putting in place and the penalties that we are applying, I
think really at the heart of this is that company directors that do the wrong thing in this space can end
up being imprisoned. That is a powerful message to the corporate sector—that if your company
produces dangerous goods, you have an obligation to transport them safely, to store them safely and
to make sure that the sites at which those chemicals are stored have all of the provisions that are
necessary to keep those chemicals safe. That can include having adequate security arrangements,
adequate firefighting arrangements and adequate buffer zones and making sure that there are
appropriate access arrangements for the sites for emergency services workers or for those that need to
leave the sites. So we are putting in place the opportunity, where companies do the wrong thing, to jail
those responsible.
We are also putting in place significant fines so that not only could a director potentially go to jail, but
also significant fines could be levied against that business. This will ensure that when they do the
wrong thing and the regulator intervenes substantial fines can be issued. As a society, as a
manufacturing state, we have a lot of dangerous goods produced, manufactured and transported
around this state. It is a consequence of a modern economy, of an economy that is growing and of an
economy that manufactures things. But we do need to make sure that we protect our communities and
we need to make sure that we protect our environment, and we need to continue to do the reform
necessary to ensure that as a society we have the right regulatory arrangements in place to protect those
communities and the environment.
I just want to reflect on some of the challenges. I am of course a Geelong-based MP, and I notice the
member for Lara here. We had a situation in Lara, which the member for Lara handled I think
fantastically, where we had some illegal stockpiles of tyres and other things. We have seen very much
in a Geelong context some corporations, some small businesses, doing the wrong thing. As a
manufacturing community, we know that these are significant challenges, and we want to make sure
that we protect our community and our economy by making sure that small businesses do not do the
wrong thing—so that our communities are kept safe. I commend the member for Lara for his efforts
on that over the last 12 or 18 months.
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Can I also say that we live in a challenging time in terms of some of the challenges globally, and
making sure that our businesses are aware of the penalties around doing the wrong thing with
dangerous goods is important. I will continue to work closely with the businesses in and around my
seat to advise them of these necessary reforms. I do not want them to fall foul of them; I want to see
them complying with this legislation because I do not want to see the very profound challenges that
the northern and western suburbs of Melbourne have experienced over the last 12 or 18 months being
faced by our Geelong community. I am looking forward to seeing this legislation pass. I am looking
forward to working with businesses, unions and the like in the Geelong area to make sure that our
communities are aware of these reforms so that we can not only keep our communities safe but also
keep our firefighters safe and keep our environment in as pristine a condition as possible.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (16:21): I want to start my contribution by quoting from a
WorkSafe northern suburbs waste chemical sites bulletin of 5 June 2019. While it is fairly clinical, I
think it gives a bit of an insight into the effort that has to go into cleaning up some of these terrible
messes that have been left by selfish, irresponsible and reckless individuals and companies:
A WorkSafe led taskforce is continuing to remove waste chemicals from warehouses in Melbourne’s
northern suburbs.
This includes eight sites in Epping and Campbellfield uncovered in December 2018 and an additional
four sites discovered in Craigieburn and Campbellfield in March.
The waste chemicals include flammable liquids such as paints, inks and solvents.
The exact quantity of chemicals contained in the warehouses is unknown, however the Maximum total
storage capacity of the 12 sites is up to 30 million litres.
The taskforce includes representatives from Environment Protection Authority …. emergency services,
and Hume and Whittlesea Councils.
Recovery operation
The waste chemicals are being removed by a principal contractor …
So far more than 3.5 million litres have been removed and transported to EPA licensed processing
facilities.
While the taskforce is working to remove the chemicals as quickly as possible, safety must be the
number one priority.
…
Epping—

which is in the Thomastown electorate—
There are four sites at Epping. Two of four have now been completely cleared …
Preparations to remove the chemicals from the fourth … are … underway.
The small court where three of the sites are located remains closed to vehicles and pedestrians …

Then it talks about:
Community and worker safety, and protection of the environment are the taskforce’s priorities.
…
WorkSafe is employing twenty-four hour security at all sites to prevent access.
…
Twenty-four hour atmospheric monitoring remains in place at all sites, and is constantly checked.
…
Fire mitigation measures have been increased at all sites. The MFB and CFA are—

all involved. The bulletin continues:
Temporary bunds are installed at each site prior to any chemicals being removed.

BILLS
3402

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 12 September 2019

The bunds are designed to capture any leaks that may occur when containers holding liquids are
disturbed …

As you can see, this is a huge operation just to keep us safe and prevent further contamination and
there being an effect on the local areas. As I said, this is a fairly clinical thing, but it shows who pays
for this. It is government resources that are diverted into keeping people safe and not having to expose
workers, whether they are emergency service workers or waste transport workers, to the risk of having
contact with these very noxious and in many cases unknown chemicals and other contaminants. Of
course that is why it is so important that we make sure that we have the strongest of penalties and
punishments for those people that behave in such a reckless and despicable way.
In speaking on this legislation I also want to say that I feel very proud to be part of the Andrews Labor
government and in fact the Labor Party generally, because when you look through the history of how
people are kept safe in our communities when it comes to injuries, whether it is at work or whether it
is to do with chemicals, it has been Labor governments that have done all the work. If you look at, for
example, health and safety legislation, the first proper health and safety legislation was introduced by
Labor governments in the 1980s, and in fact the minister at the time was a member of the same union
that I come from and sort of represent in this place, which at that time was the Amalgamated Metal
Workers Union and now is the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union. It was also, as I understand
it, Labor governments that strengthened and properly introduced more comprehensive dangerous
goods legislation, including for the transportation of dangerous goods. Of course now we are
toughening up dangerous goods legislation to provide stronger penalties.
The essence of this legislation is to pretty well in most cases double the penalties that apply to existing
breaches of the legislation, but it also most importantly introduces a new offence, which is in new
section 31D, in relation to reckless conduct. It relates to dangerous goods that place or may place a
person in danger of death. This charge of reckless conduct will apply to individuals—up to 10 years
jail—but you also cannot hide behind a company directorship. If a company director is found to be
liable, they also can be jailed for up to 10 years for behaving in a reckless way. In terms of companies,
penalties will be up to $6.6 million, and for individuals it will be up to $627 000—or, as I said, up to
10 years jail. These are quite substantial penalties in comparison to what has been the case in the past.
I think it really sends a message that people are not going to get away with this irresponsible and
terrible action. Of course we can see what has happened with the West Footscray fire and also one a
little bit closer to home for me, the fire at Campbellfield.
The opposition of course have put up a reasoned amendment. Any reasoned amendment really means
opposing the legislation, even if you might not want to come out right now and say it. But again, this
is history. Whether it has been the health and safety legislation of the past or other things that Labor
governments have wanted to implement to save communities, save the environment or save working
people, the opposition has always opposed it. For example, when you look at the health and safety
legislation it really did change behaviours, and that is what we want to see. It is not just about
penalising people and thinking, ‘Great, you’ve gone to jail for 10 years’; it is actually about stopping
these sort of things from happening. When you think about what happened at West Footscray, lives
were not lost, but they could have been—and in the past in factory fires lives have been lost. There
have also been injuries. Not only workers at these sites but also emergency service workers are
exposed to chemicals and these noxious and poisonous plumes which can cause all sorts of health
problems into the future. These health problems do not go away. There is lasting damage to the
environment, our waterways and plants and animals. I understand in Footscray there has been the
complete contamination of Stony Creek. We have heard about it from the member for Footscray and
others, and of course there have also been ongoing concerns about the environment.
Here we have legislation that has come to this place pretty quickly to make sure that we are not just
taking action in the way of penalties. There are also of course many other strategies and plans to
address these problems and to make sure that communities are safe and that we do not have this
stockpiling of chemicals in factories, which causes long-term health effects and anxiety in people
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about what these things will mean if they have been exposed to them. We saw a lot of evidence during
the Fiskville inquiry into the CFA training ground in the last term of Parliament about the effects of
chemical exposure, particularly airborne particles, as a result of these chemicals being burnt—all sorts
of concoctions and cocktails. We do not know the effects they have on human health.
It is important to make sure these catastrophes do not happen. They are avoidable. When you look at
each one of them, whether it is the contamination at the CFA Fiskville training ground or whether it is
the fires at the West Footscray or Campbellfield, it really has been a case of absolute sheer negligence.
It is often a case of knowing what the consequences are and either standing by and doing nothing about
it or in fact encouraging it to continue, whether that is to protect reputations or whether it is to make a
quick extra dollar. I believe this legislation is really important. I feel proud to be part of a government
that is introducing legislation like this. It is one further step towards making people safer.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (16:32): I rise to make a contribution on the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty
Reform) Bill 2019 and in doing so acknowledge the excellent contributions of many of my colleagues
today on what is an important bill. The bill delivers on the government’s commitment to strengthen
penalties under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, which is the overarching act, by making amendments
that create 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; secondly, the bill
increases penalties for various offences under the Dangerous Goods Act which reflect the seriousness
of the offending; and thirdly, the bill deters illegal activity and non-compliance with requirements
under the Dangerous Goods Act.
I am pleased to follow the member for Thomastown and her excellent contribution today because she,
perhaps more than most, in representing a northern suburb of Melbourne—along with the member for
Northcote and indeed my colleague the member for Footscray, who have both made contributions—
knows firsthand the impact of these dreadful fires that have occurred far too often in our community.
The Dangerous Goods Act regulates the handling, transport, manufacture, sale and use of substances
that are corrosive, flammable, combustible, explosive, oxidising or water reactive or have other
hazardous properties. Common examples of these substances include flammable liquids such as petrol
and kerosene, turpentine, corrosive flammable gas, non-flammable toxic gas, asbestos and explosives.
As we know, WorkSafe is the relevant authority for the Dangerous Goods Act, and therefore the
regulation of dangerous goods falls within the purview of the Minister for Workplace Safety.
Dangerous goods can cause explosions, fires, serious injuries and, in the worst possible circumstances,
death and large-scale damage. I am directed of course to some of the experiences that we have all seen
where fires have erupted in warehouses across Melbourne’s north and indeed the west due to the illegal
stockpiling of waste and dangerous goods. A fire in Campbellfield earlier this year resulted in plumes
of black smoke sweeping the sky, and schools had to close and businesses were forced to shut down.
When you saw the imagery of this on a television it was truly a frightening vision, because from the
point of view of residents living not just within close proximity but actually sometimes within
kilometres of the site they were being affected by this smoke. They were in a situation where they had
no clarity as to what the nature of this smoke was. Was it toxic? Would it be doing them harm? That
is why, with an abundance of caution, quite rightly, the Department of Education and Training closed
the schools and indeed businesses took a similar approach. This in a civil society in 2019 is completely
unacceptable. That is why this bill is so important for us to address today.
The trauma and stress these events cause for communities we simply cannot deny. Children attending
the schools affected by the Footscray fire had to use, as the member for Footscray advised me, art
therapy following the event to try to articulate for themselves what this fire meant in terms of the
impact on them. What a terrible thing that these young children had to, firstly, experience this and then
find some way to articulate that in a meaningful way to help them address the harm—and clearly harm
had been done to them. That is just not acceptable.
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We cannot forget what this has also done in terms of the environment. Stony Creek was also
contaminated and several family dogs were covered in sludge from the fire. It is extraordinary, really.
This fire followed two major fires that occurred because of stockpiling of waste in Coolaroo and
Campbellfield. The government announced that it would look to strengthen the penalties available under
the Dangerous Goods Act in January of this year, and that is why this legislation is so timely today.
The bill amends the Dangerous Goods Act to introduce a new offence under new section 31D. The
offence captures individuals and body corporates that engage in reckless conduct relating to
‘dangerous goods that places, or may place, a person in danger of death’. The maximum penalty for
an individual will be 10 years imprisonment. This is a massive increase, but I think it is proportionate
to the potential effect that this sort of reckless behaviour would have on a community more generally.
Obviously there is an increase in financial penalties as well which could amount to potentially over
$6.6 million. The offence will be the most serious under the act, surpassing section 31C, and is
modelled on section 22 of the Crimes Act 1958.
This offence addresses what the Andrews government believes are legitimate community concerns
about the danger the fires in Melbourne’s north posed to the community, employees of the operations
and the persons involved with the contamination and clean-up, including first responders. The
penalties and additional offences will not apply retrospectively, meaning they will not apply to illegal
conduct that has already been engaged in.
I just wanted to pause there for a second to spare a thought for the first responders. These are the people
who put themselves in harm’s way every single day. I note that my colleague the member for
Frankston is going to be following me. What a magnificent career he had as a fireman, and in so many
circumstances he put himself on the line every single day. I want to acknowledge him and the
contribution that he will make shortly to this debate. As the first responders are going out there in their
fire truck and seeing the enormous plumes of smoke, toxic black smoke, which is billowing out not
just on the site but more generally over the broader community, what are those first responders actually
confronting as they come to those fires? Because they are not actually sure of either the nature of the
fire or its toxicity, it is, I think, an extraordinary act of bravery for these first responders to put
themselves in dangerous situations to protect the community more generally.
I note the member for Frankston is about to join us in the chamber now. He no doubt will make another
erudite contribution here today because he understands more than anybody in this chamber just what
it means to confront these sorts of adversities going forward.
Can I say that this bill’s amendments are very, very important. From the point of view of government,
we have acted I think in an expeditious way. We have acted off the back of what has been completely
unacceptable behaviour. We are sending a very, very clear and, frankly, unambiguous message to
those who seek, through means that are entirely inappropriate, to store these dangerous products in a
way that is harmful to the broader safety of the community that this will not be tolerated by the
government, and the sorts of fines that we are putting in place are some of the stiffest fines that have
ever come before this Parliament for this type of egregious behaviour. In that context the bill strikes, I
believe, an appropriate balance both from the point of view of individuals and also body corporates,
so that people cannot hide behind the veil of the body corporate and will have to take responsibility
for their actions going forward.
This is a good bill. It is an important bill. It sends a very, very clear message to the community more
generally that this sort of behaviour will not be tolerated by the government. It is regulated of course by
WorkSafe. I really commend the bill to the house and very much look forward to the contribution of
my colleague the member for Frankston, who in fact follows me now. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (16:41): It is a pleasure to rise today on the Dangerous Goods
Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. As most people know in the house, I am formerly a
firefighter of 14 years—or more if you count volunteer years—and have attended many, many fires
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over that time. But I would say without a doubt that some of the scariest fires are the ones where you
do not know what you are facing and what you will be putting your crew through or exposing your
crew to. Just to start off, though, I have been listening to the debate quite closely and I understand the
reasoned amendment, but I think there is a real sense of confusion with that amendment in the purview
of Environment Protection Authority Victoria, what the department does and what WorkSafe does. I
think that has been quite obvious here in the debate today.
Of course other speakers have run through very well the reasons the bill is here today. This bill is a
progressive solution to what we have seen over the past couple of years increasingly, and that is huge
fires in massive warehouses that have been stockpiling all sorts of dangerous goods, whether they be
gas, liquids or solids. They might be there for the reason that no-one knows what to do with them, they
might be waste or they might be stockpiled for sale later. But I just wanted to give the house a
perspective of, I guess, what goes into responding to these incidents and what can weigh heavily—
very heavily—when you do turn up for these jobs. Having been to incidents like the Dunlopillo fire,
which was at the time I think the largest industrial fire in the southern hemisphere, you do have to take
many things into consideration, and one of them is: what are we dealing with?
Firefighters all across Victoria train with hazmat—hazardous materials training—for biological and
radiological chemical agents, and they are actually equipped on many trucks with radiation detectors
as well, which measure radiation in sieverts. There are mass spectrometers as well on hazmat trucks,
and also atmospheric monitoring with what we call Brukers. So there is no doubting the training and
the readiness of firefighters in Victoria for incidents like this. In responding to one of these incidents
essentially you will get a readout, and it will say the address. You have no idea where you are going
to unless you have got an idea of what the address may contain or, if you have been there before, you
have got no idea of whether there are hazardous goods on the scene; you have got no idea whether
there is a sprinkler system; and you have got no idea who else is responding sometimes as well.
These are all the kinds of things going through your mind as a crew leader taking your crew to one of
these fires. Upon arriving at the incident, the things you are looking for will be the obvious hazmat
signs like 3YE but also other signs that might not be so ‘by the book’ but might show you that there
might be people inside, like if there are cars present. There might be a lot of giveaways as to the kind
of activity that is going on there. That might actually give you the notion that there might be some
nefarious activities involved as well.
Upon seeing evidence like that and possibly seeing a building fully involved, like we did see in
Melbourne’s north with those stockpiles of dangerous goods, the next thought that goes through your
mind is, ‘Well, if we don’t know what is actually on fire and we don’t know the kind of cocktail that
is in there, we’ve got to consider how we’re actually going to make sure the community is safe and
put the right alerts out at the right time and also keep firefighters safe as well’. I did hear somebody
previously talk about businesses closing and schools closing. These are all things that the firefighters
on scene make calls on pretty much straightaway, and it is within their purview to do so.
Next is of course whether we have to actually rescue someone and how we will put ourselves in danger
to do that. On these trucks you have got everything from the fully encapsulated gas suits to just P2
masks, the fully encapsulated gas suits being the spacesuits that people see firefighters running around
in. The amount of resources required to run one of these incidents is huge, but if the place is fully
involved and on fire, generally they are not appropriate. We might have a situation where chemicals are
changing because they are combusting, and that combustion leads to carbon taking these particles up
into the air. Then they get taken with the wind stream, and that creates another whole problem entirely.
Upon these fires being extinguished, a hell of a lot of research goes into what actually was on fire and
what people in the community have hopefully not been exposed to—but we know that the smoke was
there—and also the firefighters as well. It is an entirely scary experience to know that it will take four
or five months to get a readout of what you were exposed to. Of course we know through our studies
that firefighters are actually more predisposed to cancers, and we have taken action on that as a
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government with the presumptive rights legislation, which covers firefighters for 12 different cancers
that have been scientifically proven to be cancers due to their workplace.
The two major fires that occurred that have been mentioned are the Coolaroo and Campbellfield fires.
These occurred because of stockpiling, and it is entirely appropriate that new offences come into play
and the act is changed. I am part of a government that does not tolerate putting workers’ lives at risk—
that means workers in the factory itself and emergency responders as well. Also, putting the
environment at risk like that is incredibly selfish, and people need to realise that there are some very
harsh consequences for people who want to disregard their community’s health and safety in this way.
The new offence means that individuals that recklessly manufacture, store, transport, transfer or even
sell dangerous goods in a way that places or may place a person in danger of death face will fines of
up to $627 800 for individuals. Body corporates will face fines of up to $6.6 million. This offence also
carries a maximum penalty of 10 years in prison. We are also changing the act so that those who
endanger the health and safety of another person, property or environment will now face five years in
prison. In the case of a body corporate they could be fined $3.3 million. Firefighters, through the
United Firefighters Union (UFU), have requested action on this. They requested action on what we
perceive in some circumstances as conditions that are just tantamount to arriving at an ambush. I
believe that was stated in the media previously by a UFU representative, but that is really what you
are facing—you do not know what you are being exposed to but as firefighters and other emergency
responders you know that you could be exposed to it to keep your community safe.
Unfortunately the reasoned amendment, as I see it, sounds like something that is designed to stop this
legislation going through or just to hold it up. I see no reason anyone should have to bring the names
and addresses of certain industrial complexes, factories and storage places into the Parliament. It is a
time-wasting procedure, and it is the height of stupidity, if you ask me. These incidents are generally
in areas that are not compliant with the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, and it is great to see more
regulators out there as well making sure people prevent this type of fire. Once again though we see the
opposition wanting to put up these spurious reasoned amendments that really do not mean that much.
They do not make sense. Why in the world would we need to name something in Parliament?
Especially when it was only a few weeks ago that the MFB hierarchy came out and said, ‘Please do
not name certain risky addresses with another issue we have got’. We want to maintain security on
these and we know that in its current format security is maintained at these sites.
I am very proud today to be standing and speaking on this bill. It is certainly something that has been
asked for by our first responders and I think the fines and the jail time are definitely adequate. It shows
people that we are serious about ensuring that our workers are safe and that our community is safe
from people who are doing the wrong thing.
Mr EREN (Lara) (16:52): I too would like to contribute to this very important bill before the house,
the Dangerous Goods Amendment (Penalty Reform) Bill 2019. I have got mixed emotions about
speaking on this bill.
Firstly, I am sad for all those people who have endured those terrible events that happened in the north
and in Footscray—of course, as the member for South Barwon mentioned, there is potential for that
to happen in my own electorate of Lara, but I will get to that a bit later on—and I am angry. I am angry
that we need such bills before the house for some corporates out there that are doing the bad thing, that
are doing the wrong thing, and they know they are doing the wrong thing. We need a stick to cater for
those people that are doing the wrong thing. I am happy of course to be part of a government that deals
with issues as they arise, and that is exactly what we are doing here when it comes to tackling this very
important issue of handling dangerous goods in amongst the community.
When that incident happened in the north, Deputy Speaker, I was concerned. I was concerned first and
foremost not only for the whole constituency that lives around that area of Campbellfield where that
fire started but I have family that live there as well. My mum is an 80-year-old pensioner who is not
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very well, and I have a brother and a sister and their families and my nephews and nieces that all live
within that precinct of Coolaroo, Meadow Heights and Campbellfield, and of course the phones were
running hot in terms of ‘Are they okay?’, with the plumes of smoke and all of the dangers associated
with such a dangerous fire. I was calling my immediate family from Geelong where I live and asking
if they were okay. I can just imagine the panic in the community when this happened, so I am angry
that it got to that point, that some corporates were obviously stockpiling dangerous goods to an extent
where when a fire started devastation like that occurred in the community.
I also want to acknowledge and thank the first responders and particularly the firefighters. I know the
member for Frankston has gone through this at length, and I admire him so much for the 14 years that
he served as a firefighter saving our community from devastation, and obviously I commend him for
the work that he does now as a member of Parliament in bringing that skill to this very important place.
Of course when you think about our population there is no question that we do need a recycling
process. We do need a waste process because the 6 million people that now live within our state create
some waste. At the time when China said they would refuse to take our waste we knew as a
government that we needed to tackle this in various ways; one of those ways of course was to look at
ways we can rid ourselves of our own waste in a responsible manner. And of course you come to the
conclusion that there are some that sat idle for many years, and of course when it gets to a point where
devastation like this occurs then obviously we as a collective need to act decisively and swiftly in
relation to how we tackle the very important issues which cause a lot of angst within the community.
So thank you to the first responders, the firefighters and all of those people that risk their own lives in
trying to defend the community. That is why this bill is before the house, because those who do the
wrong thing in relation to their waste stockpiling had better watch out. The fines are severe. I think it
is about $627 000 for individuals and $6.6 million for body corporates—and a maximum of 10 years
jail. So if that does not get across to the operators that want to do the wrong thing, I do not think
anything will.
We have got to, as a government, make sure that we have preventative measures. That is why I
commend all of those government departments that are dealing with this issue, particularly the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria; through the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change’s office, I have dealt with them a fair bit in relation to the recycling plant that I have
in my electorate of Lara. I have three children that live in Lara. I have three grandchildren that live in
Lara. I have nephews and of course many family members and friends, not to mention my beloved
community out there, who are so passionate about their area. You see companies like C & D
Recycling, who have absolutely done the wrong thing, and we are taking them to court—we are
continuing to pursue them through legal avenues to recover some of those costs associated with this
stockpile that they have created, some 350 000 square metres of waste.
The member for Frankston mentioned having first responders and fire brigades well resourced; I am
happy to say that we have resourced the Lara fire brigade well enough. Just recently I announced that
we have given them a hazmat truck, a heavy-duty tanker, one of four in the state, and that is dedicated
to that area. Of course we have got to take those precautions, and we have a raft of agencies in the state
that are looking at making sure that if a fire does start we nip it in the bud quickly and early to make
sure that it does not get out of control like the one in Campbellfield did. Obviously that is the whole
purpose of this bill before the house, to ensure that we have mechanisms in place to not only deal with
corporates that want to do the wrong thing but also have some real on-the-ground practices in terms
of what we need to do as a government to ensure that this stockpiling does not occur in the future.
I am obviously very happy to be part of a government that takes care of Victorians. When you consider
that it is the strongest economy and the population is growing faster than anywhere else in the nation,
there is a good reason why people want to actually live here, because it is a great place to live, work
and raise your family. This bill before the house—as I have indicated—I am not happy about, but
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unfortunately we do need it. We do need legislation like this before the house to stop rogue operators
like we have had in the past from coming up in the future.
So I do commend all of those members that have spoken earlier. I know that some of them personally
have gone through the trauma in Footscray and in the northern suburbs of Melbourne. All of those
members have gotten up and made their presentations and made their contributions, and I commend
them for that. But we in Geelong—the member for Geelong, the member for Bellarine, the good
member for South Barwon—are all watching this very carefully. We have dedicated $30 million to
the clean-up, and I thank the government and the minister for providing such a large amount of money.
That money could have been spent somewhere else, but because of this rogue operator—and we are
pursuing him legally to recover those costs—we have got to in the meantime, as a government, provide
that money to make sure that we have a timely clean-up, a clean-up that is going to be safe and make
the community safer. I commend the bill to the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The time set down for consideration of items on the
government business program has arrived and I am required to interrupt business.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement
requested.
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.

and Mr T BULL’s amendment:
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’.

and Mr HIBBINS’s amendment to Mr T BULL’s amendment:
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’.

The SPEAKER: The minister has moved that the Marine and Fisheries Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019 be now read a second time. The member for Gippsland East has moved a reasoned amendment
to this motion. He has proposed to omit all of the words after ‘That’ and insert the words that appear on
the notice paper. The member for Prahran has moved an amendment to the reasoned amendment moved
by the member for Gippsland East. He has proposed to insert the words that appear on the notice paper.
The house will deal with the member for Prahran’s amendment first. The question is:
That the words proposed by the member for Prahran be added to the member for Gippsland East’s
amendment.

Those supporting the member for Prahran’s amendment should vote yes.
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House divided on question:

Ayes, 4
Cupper, Ms
Hibbins, Mr

Read, Dr

Sandell, Ms

Noes, 76
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Angus, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr J
Bull, Mr T
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Couzens, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms
Guy, Mr
Halfpenny, Ms

Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Hodgett, Mr
Horne, Ms
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Maas, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McGhie, Mr
McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Neville, Ms
Newbury, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr

Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R
Smith, Mr T
Southwick, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Tak, Mr
Taylor, Mr
Theophanous, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Vallence, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Question defeated.
The SPEAKER: The house will now deal with the reasoned amendment moved by the member
for Gippsland East. The question is:
That the words proposed by the member for Gippsland East to be omitted stand part of the question.

Those supporting the reasoned amendment by the member for Gippsland East should vote no.
House divided on question:

Ayes, 52
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Couzens, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
Cupper, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr

Foley, Mr
Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Horne, Ms
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Maas, Mr
McGhie, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr

Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Tak, Mr
Taylor, Mr
Theophanous, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
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Wynne, Mr

Noes, 28
Angus, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Burgess, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms

Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M
Read, Dr
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms

Smith, Mr R
Smith, Mr T
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Vallence, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
RAIL SAFETY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (NATIONAL SERVICES DELIVERY
AND RELATED REFORMS) BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HORNE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

and Ms RYAN’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and redrafted
to provide adequate parliamentary oversight to ensure safety measures are met before the sale, long-term lease
or surrender of the ownership of rail or tram track assets in Victoria, including transfer to other jurisdictions’.

The SPEAKER: The minister has moved that this bill be now read a second time. The member
for Euroa has moved a reasoned amendment to this motion. She has proposed to omit all the words
after ‘That’ and insert the words that appear on the notice paper. The question is:
That the words proposed by to be omitted stand part of the question.

Those supporting the reasoned amendment moved by the member for Euroa should vote no.
House divided on question:

Ayes, 52
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr

Foley, Mr
Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Horne, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
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Suleyman, Ms
Tak, Mr
Taylor, Mr
Theophanous, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 28
Angus, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Burgess, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms

Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M
Read, Dr
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms

Smith, Mr R
Smith, Mr T
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Vallence, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms ALLAN:
That this bill be now read a second time.

and Mr WALSH’s amendment:
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 has consulted with game hunting stakeholders about the role of the Game
Management Authority in promoting responsible game hunting and proposed additional guiding principles
to regulate and improve the game hunting sector’.

The SPEAKER: The minister has moved that this bill be now read a second time. The member
for Murray Plains has moved a reasoned amendment to this motion. He has proposed to omit all the
words after ‘That’ and insert the words that appear on the notice paper. The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the question.

Therefore those supporting the reasoned amendment by the member for Murray Plains should vote no.
House divided on question:

Ayes, 55
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms

Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms

Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
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Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Couzens, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
Cupper, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr

Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Horne, Ms
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Maas, Mr
McGhie, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Neville, Ms
Pakula, Mr
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Read, Dr
Richardson, Mr
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Tak, Mr
Taylor, Mr
Theophanous, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 25
Angus, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Burgess, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms

Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr M
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R

Smith, Mr T
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Vallence, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT AND REPEAL BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr FOLEY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

CAULFIELD ELECTORATE LEVEL CROSSING REMOVAL
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:22): (1171) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. I refer to the Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road level crossings in my
electorate of Caulfield. In recent times a sign from the Level Crossing Removal Project has been
erected at the Glen Huntly Road level crossing advertising the impending removal of this congested,
dangerous level crossing. These level crossings have been an ongoing bugbear for local residents, and
I have been advocating for these removals since 2010. Prior to the last election the Liberals committed
to removing these level crossings with a rail-under-road solution by 2022, a commitment matched by
the Andrews Labor government.
Given this sign has now been placed at the level crossing, the action I am seeking is for the minister
to provide an update as to the method of removal of the Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road level
crossings and also the completion date of the Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road level crossing
removals.
NEPEAN SCHOOL
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (17:23): (1172) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads.
The action I seek is for the minister to join me at Nepean School in Seaford to meet with students and
staff to discuss road safety. Earlier this year two students from Nepean School wrote to me outlining
concerns they held for the safety of some of their schoolfriends. Their friends, who are in wheelchairs,
were having issues crossing at the intersection of Hartnett Drive and Klauer Street because the traffic
light sequencing did not give them enough clear time to cross safely in their wheelchairs.
On their behalf I wrote to the minister’s office, and I am delighted to say that following that
correspondence VicRoads acted quickly to increase the green walk and clearance times to enable those
students to cross safely. The students were rapt when I went back to visit the school to give them the
good news. I want to commend those students who wrote to me. They saw an issue, and they did
something about it, and not for themselves either but for their school friends. I know these students
and the school community would be delighted to welcome the minister on a visit to their school.
SOLAR HOMES PACKAGE
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (17:24): (1173) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for the minister to come to the Lowan
electorate and meet with solar retailers who have had their businesses devastated by her botched rollout
of the Solar Homes rebate program and customers who cannot access the Solar Homes scheme to hear
their stories firsthand and to explain what she is doing to fix the mess.
I have had a number of complaints over the past few months around the Solar Homes program. They
have involved retailers who have been absolutely devastated by the number of orders they are getting,
particularly for domestic solar services in the local area. Every time there is a rollout of a new range
of rebates we are getting huge cuts in the number of approvals and they are seeing big impacts on their
businesses.
Lachlan Hick from Natimuk Solar has had approximately 20 customers call him over the last week
saying they cannot get through online and they had spent hours trying. He had 45 potential customers
at the last rebate rollout earlier this month for the installation of solar panels; only three were approved
by the system. Adrian Wade from Wade’s Gas & Paint called into the office. They were doing about
20 solar systems on average last year; he is only doing five at the moment. That comes down to the
solar rebate program and just how clunky and difficult it is for people to access. Last week we saw
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that the domestic home rebates were exhausted within 40 minutes, which just shows that the system
is not working.
Paul, who operates another solar retail business, has had to get a second job to supplement his income
because he is just not getting the work. He was making a lot of money. He has had to put a lot of staff
off, as has Lachlan from Natimuk Solar—he has lost a lot of staff as well, in fact one has come to
Melbourne. It is driving Lachlan crazy that he is seeing Melbourne retailers come through Horsham
with four to five systems on board.
Susan from Hamilton is distressed because she had a $17 000 solar system installed on 14 April this
year but is still chasing her rebate. She goes around and around in circles as the rebate laws change.
She said, ‘It appears the date I had the installation affected my eligibility, something I was not told
about at the time’. She has been in touch with Solar Victoria but has not had a response yet.
There is also John from Horsham, who is a pensioner. He has not got a computer, he has got no
computer skills—he is not able to use one—and he has got no idea how to take a selfie and upload a
picture. I have also heard stories of a 90-year-old pensioner who was asked to provide her birth
certificate. We have got other older people in the community who have been unable to get online and
navigate the system. And of course it became impossible to navigate the system for two days when
the whole website was down.
I invite the minister to come to my electorate to speak to these solar retailers, speak to these customers
and explain what she is doing to fix this mess.
SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:27): (1174) My adjournment request is to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. The action I seek is an update on the landmark Suburban Rail Loop project.
The Andrews Labor government has confirmed the preferred stage 1 route of Victoria’s biggest
transport project and a dedicated new authority to deliver it. The proposed $50 billion project will
connect every metropolitan train line from Cheltenham to Werribee, create a rail link to the
international, curfew-free Melbourne Airport and build three transport super-hubs at Broadmeadows,
Sunshine and Clayton. This week the Premier joined the Minister for Transport Infrastructure to
confirm the preferred alignment and station precinct locations from Cheltenham to Box Hill for the
90-kilometre rail link around Melbourne’s middle suburbs to better connect people to jobs,
universities, TAFE institutions and health care.
Melbourne’s north is predicted to soon grow to the population size of Adelaide. The Broadmeadows
Revitalisation Board, which I had the privilege to chair, identified and prioritised key initiatives,
including the redevelopment of the Broadmeadows station. Broadmeadows is the designated capital
of Melbourne’s north, where one in 20 Australians is expected to live within two decades.
I will remind the house that the one-term Victorian coalition government took the reverse Robin Hood
strategy—they took almost $80 million out of the upgrade for Broadmeadows railway station and a
government services building and shunted it down the rail line to Frankston to sandbag a marginal seat
that they lost. And we have had the managed decline strategy from the federal coalition to Melbourne’s
north despite the demise of the auto industry and Broadmeadows being the hardest hit area.
I am keen to connect with the minister, who has been generous in her comments and briefings so far,
to learn more about what we can do to bring back the jobs and the industries, particularly in line with
getting further private-sector investment. It was the Andrews Labor government that did reinvest
money into the Broadmeadows railway station, and we are trying to work in a cooperative way to
bring in new industries and jobs. We have a $500 million investor for the Ford sites in Broadmeadows
and Geelong, so that is a wonderful opportunity. We will also be looking to the Australian government.
They have made a commitment to a city deal for Melbourne’s north and west, so we would like to
actually see what commitment that will mean and how it can actually deliver for these areas, because
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this is where you have the best opportunity to fast-track private investment and where the jobs are
needed the most. I look forward to working with the minister to try and get the best for the community,
for economic development and for jobs for the community that I represent.
BUS ROUTES 302 AND 304
Mr T SMITH (Kew) (17:30): (1175) My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek from the Minister for Public Transport is for increased bus services for
the 302 and the 304 bus routes. This is an ongoing unresolved issue for the people of Kew. There are
many frustrated constituents. They are very annoyed that they are still waiting upwards of 20 to
30 minutes as multiple buses come past their stop as they are already full. I have written to the Minister
for Public Transport on a number of different occasions. I raised this in Parliament on 29 August, I
had a constituency question on 14 August, I wrote to the former Minister for Public Transport on
11 December 2017 and 23 July 2018, I raised this in a members statement on 26 July 2018 and I wrote
to the current Minister for Public Transport on 13 February 2019 and 20 May 2019.
Even the Labor member for Box Hill asked for more services in his adjournment matter on
10 September, in which he said:
… bus routes 302 and 304 that run from Box Hill and Doncaster through to the city … are vital routes that
travel through the heart of the Box Hill electorate, connecting residents of Balwyn, Mont Albert North and
Box Hill North to the Box Hill railway station, local schools and the CBD—

as well as in the electorate of Kew. I have had literally dozens of representations from constituents
over some years now about this issue and we desperately need more of these bus services. Kew has
only two east–west tram routes, the 48 and 109. We have no train services in my electorate. It is
imperative that there are sufficient bus services from Kew, Kew East, North Balwyn, Canterbury and
Deepdene to the city, down the Eastern Freeway and into the heart of Melbourne during peak hour.
At the moment that is simply not the case.
The 302 and 304 bus routes, particularly for stops in the suburb of Kew East, are the issues that have
been raised with me. I would implore the Minister for Public Transport to at the very least listen to her
Labor colleague, the member for Box Hill, and please listen to my request on behalf of my constituents
in Kew. There is a Facebook page that has been set up by users of the 302 and 304 bus routes, where
they post daily video of buses flying past the stops. When these commuters get on the bus, they are
often packed in like sardines. It is totally unacceptable and we need a response from the Andrews
Labor government.
SPRINGVALE MULTICULTURAL HUB
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (17:33): (1176) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs. The action I seek is for the minister to join me in visiting the Springvale multicultural hub to
hear from the many community organisations working there about their initiatives to support their
respective communities. My electorate is a truly diverse electorate. In Clarinda’s east, the City of
Greater Dandenong is the most culturally diverse community in Australia, with residents from
157 birthplaces and almost two-thirds of its population born overseas. Many of those who have
migrated to the area have origins in parts of the world with recent histories of conflict and
displacement. There are many complex issues facing communities upon resettlement and we are
extremely lucky to have so many multicultural community organisations operating in the Clarinda
electorate. Again, I thank the minister for all his hard work and dedication, and I would appreciate his
visit to the Springvale multicultural hub to meet with some of our multicultural organisations there to
hear more about their fantastic programs.
NORTH EAST LINK
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (17:34): (1177) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and the action I seek is for the minister to rethink the North East Link. Today on the
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steps of Parliament local residents spoke about the devastating impact that this toll road will have on
their local amenity, their environment and their green spaces. I was presented with a joint letter signed
by hundreds of people calling on the government to stop the North East Link, which I will read into
Hansard. It is to ‘Dear Premier’ and the minister:
We call on you to stop the controversial North East Link project from going ahead.
The North East Link proposal will waste $16.5 billion of public money which should be spent on public
transport solutions.
This toll road through our suburbs and parks is a poor use of money when we urgently need long-term mass
transport options, improvements to air quality, protection of open space, and to reduce the greenhouse gas
impacts on Victoria’s transport system.
Melbourne’s north eastern suburbs, like much of … Melbourne, have few viable public transport options.
Please invest in public transport to tackle congestion NOT more mega toll roads.
Safe, accessible and enjoyable public transport is what the community needs.

And this is signed by hundreds of people.
At a time when we have around a decade to prevent the catastrophic effects of climate change, when
carbon emissions from transport in Victoria are on the rise, building a new toll road to reduce carbon
emissions is like replacing an old coal-fired power station with a new coal-fired power station. At a
time when we are facing a species extinction crisis; when we know just how import our urban green
spaces are to our environment, the plants and animals that live there, to the livability and of course to
our health; when financially the Premier is saying he is going to have to make some tough decisions
about finances, to spend $16 billion on a mega toll road that will cut through some of our most sensitive
urban green spaces is environmental and economic vandalism. It is a road that is going to increase the
pressure for the east–west link to be built through inner-city Melbourne.
The solutions are clear—they are all around us—more trains, more trams, more buses, a second tunnel
linking the north and the west through the inner city, not more toll roads.
CLYDE ROAD, BERWICK, LEVEL CROSSING REMOVAL
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (17:37): (1178) The adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the
attention of the Minister for Transport Infrastructure and concerns the planned level crossing removal
at Clyde Road in Berwick. The action I seek is that the minister join me to inspect the site of the level
crossing removal and see firsthand how it will benefit the local community. Our communities are
growing, with more than 22 000 vehicles traveling through the Clyde Road level crossing each day.
The removal of this level crossing is a much-needed boost to ensure that local residents can travel
around their area safely and without the frustration of being stuck at boom gates.
The dedication of the Andrews Labor government in removing these dangerous and congested level
crossings means that we can ensure that everyone gets home faster and safer, while creating thousands
of new jobs during construction. With 29 level crossings gone for good and 11 MCGs worth of open
space being created by the removal of nine level crossings on the Pakenham line between Caulfield
and Dandenong, this project has obviously been a proven success.
The removal of the level crossing at Clyde Road will mean that emergency services travelling to Casey
Hospital will no longer have to deal with unnecessary delays, potentially saving lives and making their
jobs easier. It will also improve travel times and road safety for the thousands of people travelling to
local schools, Federation Uni and Chisholm Institute. It would be fantastic for the minister to see
firsthand the site of the future level crossing removal and to discover what this project will mean for
the thousands of locals who travel through it every day.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEMOLITION POWERS
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (17:38): (1179) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Local Government, and the action that I seek is the provision of advice as to whether local councils
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could, under the current scope of authority conferred by the Local Government Act 1989 and other
associated pieces of legislation or regulation, legitimately pass or strengthen local by-laws to the effect
that the demolition or immediate remediation of derelict properties could be enforced by local
councils. Having first advocated on behalf of a local resident for Bayside council to force owners of a
derelict house in Highett to address the dilapidated, graffiti-covered, flammable and pest-infested
property, which had long been used as a den for drug consumption and other criminal activities, the
house was finally marked for demolition in August this year. I have since, however, been advised by
a proactive group of Bayside residents that various parties have complained to Bayside council about
this property for almost a decade and that Bayside council has only ever issued infringement notices
to the owners of this property for technical breaches of unsightly land local bylaws. The penalties for
such notices are generally of a monetary nature and require only the superficial remediation of a
property’s front garden and exterior.
It is my understanding that Bayside council consistently indicated that it was unable to compel the
wholescale demolition or remediation of the property under existing bylaws. Noting the significant
and sustained desire of residents to see councils more proactively and substantively address the
presence of vacant and dangerous derelict properties and further noting that a review of local laws is
due to take place in late 2020, I seek the minister’s clarification as to the existing legal latitude for
councils to strengthen laws governing derelict properties to the point where demolition or wholescale
remediation could be mandated. In the alternative, I seek clarification as to whether the minister would
be prepared to work with councils and affected stakeholders to investigate the feasibility of creating
such latitude under applicable acts and regulations.
WHITTLESEA MENTAL HEALTH FORUM
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (17:41): (1180) Tonight I wish to raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Mental Health, and the action I seek is for the minister to join me for a mental health
forum in Whittlesea after the interim recommendations of the Royal Commission into Victoria’s
Mental Health System are released—they are due in November. I do so noting that today is R U OK?
Day. I want to commend David Robertson and the team here at the Parliament of Victoria for their
mental health breakfast this morning and their wonderful guest, David Parkin. It has been a difficult
week for the football community obviously with the events of earlier this week. Suicide touches every
community.
I want to commend the minister for his support of the Whittlesea suicide prevention project, and sadly
we do have a cluster there. Post the events of Black Saturday I personally know of 10 people who
have, sadly, taken their own lives. Last week I was principal for a day at Whittlesea Secondary College,
and half of the students there were exposed to the trauma of Black Saturday. But the school is doing
an amazing job, supported by the Doctors in Secondary Schools program. They have got a great
student wellbeing centre, but they do do it tough.
Whittlesea Football and Netball Club—firstly, I would like to take the opportunity to wish them well
in the grand final this weekend—are a great community club. They have played their part in
community resilience and strengthening wellbeing because they have run programs collaboratively
with the child and adolescent mental health service from the Austin for parents and coaches on how
to support adolescents experiencing trauma.
I also wanted to thank the minister for allowing the catchment for mental health services to be relaxed
for Murrindindi shire residents so that they do not have to be referred to Shepparton. They can go to
the Austin or northern mental health services for another two years until the implementation of the
recommendations of the mental health royal commission.
Finally, I want to commend the regional partnership in the area of Goulburn. The two deep-dive
matters that they have wanted to focus on with their work in this term are educational outcomes and
specifically youth mental health. I know that they want to consult with the community across the
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Goulburn region on the interim recommendations of the royal commission into mental health so that
they can be assured that the benefits will extend right across that area. So in conclusion, I really hope
that the minister will accede to my request to do a mental health forum in Whittlesea following the
release of the interim recommendations.
The SPEAKER: The Minister for Transport Infrastructure to respond to the members for
Caulfield, Prahran, Broadmeadows and Narre Warren South and to refer other matters.
RESPONSES
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (17:44):
I am confident that the Attorney General and the Minister for Racing, who are listening intently to this
adjournment, will be thrilled to know I have four matters to respond to for honourable members this
evening. I will start with the member for Prahran, who raised a matter for me regarding the North East
Link. If I remember correctly, his action was that I, on behalf of the government, rethink the North
East Link. The answer to the member for Prahran is no; we will not be rethinking the North East Link.
We will get on and deliver what has been a long-talked-about project that will take trucks off local
roads and make travel times quicker. It has been talked about for a very long time. I am sure the
member for Prahran has great clarity now on my response to his adjournment matter.
The member for Caulfield raised a matter for me regarding the Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road
level crossing removals. I appreciate the brevity with which the member for Caulfield raised his matter.
However, I could not help but notice that even in those brief comments he mentioned that he had been
advocating since 2010 for these level crossings to be removed. He must have forgotten those four
years that he had in government to actually get something done about them, but it is perhaps a bit
gratuitous on my part to make that observation. He went on to say that his party committed to removing
those level crossings by 2022. Unfortunately he is not quite correct on that point. His own party’s
costings documents actually reveal that those level crossings would not be removed until after 2023. I
am sure the member for Caulfield appreciates me correcting the record on that matter as well.
I can assure the member for Caulfield that we are determined to get rid of those level crossings; we
have committed to removing them. Indeed they are two of 18 level crossings that we will get rid of
along the Frankston line. The planning work is underway, and we will have more to say—
Mr Southwick: On a point of order, Speaker, the actual matter was particularly about when the
level crossings will be removed considering there is a big yellow sign at the Glen Huntly Road level
crossing to say that these will be removed now. Will they be removed by 2022 or after 2022? That is
the matter that was raised.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The minister is responding to the adjournment
matter that was raised.
Ms ALLAN: Indeed I was about to say that planning work is underway, as the material that has
been provided to the local community by the Level Crossing Removal Project has identified, and we
will continue to work with the local community. Notwithstanding the Liberal Party’s desire to have
these level crossings removed after 2023, we will do the work and advise the community accordingly.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for me regarding the Clyde Road level crossing;
he has also given me a very straightforward matter to respond to. The answer is yes, I will be delighted
to go and inspect the level crossing the member referred to at Clyde Road, one of the 75 level crossings
we will be removing. I know the member for Narre Warren South has been active in his local
community on this matter. Given the lateness of the hour I will save my further remarks about this
level crossing and the good work of the member for when I inspect the level crossing and talk with
him and his local community about its removal.
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Finally, the member for Broadmeadows raised a matter for me regarding the Suburban Rail Loop, and
he is seeking an update on the progress of the Suburban Rail Loop. There is terrific progress on the
Suburban Rail Loop, and the 26 minutes and 19 seconds available to me just does not give us enough
time to talk about how much activity is going on on the Suburban Rail Loop.
Members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN: No, my levels of popularity in this place would plummet if I accepted the invitation
of those opposite to use every single second of that time. All I can say to the member for
Broadmeadows is that we are working apace on the Suburban Rail Loop, as the Premier and I
announced last week. We announced the establishment of a dedicated authority with a singular focus
on delivering the Suburban Rail Loop. We are out there talking to communities. We have our preferred
alignment and we have our preferred precinct locations. I know the member is very keen for us to get
around to Broadmeadows as quickly as we can, and we will work with him and his local community
on improving rail services to his area as well.
Another six members raised matters for various ministers, and they will be referred for their attention
and response.
The SPEAKER: The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.49 pm until Tuesday, 15 October.

