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Wednesday, 27 November 2019
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 9.33 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.
Bills
SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT (MOVE-ON LAWS) BILL 2019
Introduction
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (09:34): I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the Summary Offences Act 1966 to provide for certain
move-on powers and related exclusion orders and for other purposes.

House divided on motion:

Ayes, 27
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Hodgett, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms

Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D
O’Brien, Mr M
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms

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

Noes, 54
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
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr

Motion defeated.

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

Merlino, Mr
Neville, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Read, Dr
Richards, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Tak, Mr
Taylor, Mr
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr
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Petitions
Following petition presented to house by Clerk:
SOUTH-WEST VICTORIAN ROADS
To The Legislative Assembly of Victoria
This Petition of the residents of Western Victoria draws to the attention of the House the need for urgent
safety upgrades to the key state-controlled arterial roads in south-west Victoria.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the Andrews Labor
Government to urgently match the Federal Government’s $140 million in funding for key south-west
Victorian Roads in order to make significant road safety improvements the community needs.

By Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (8270 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition be considered tomorrow on motion of Ms BRITNELL (South-West
Coast).
Documents
VICTORIAN LAW REFORM COMMISSION
Neighbourhood Tree Disputes: Report
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety) (09:41): I table, by
leave, the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s Neighbourhood Tree Disputes.
DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Market-led Proposals—Ordered to be published
Results of 2018–19 Audits: Local Government—Ordered to be published
Commission for Children and Young People—In our own words: Systemic inquiry into the lived experience
of children and young people in the Victorian out-of-home care system—Ordered to be published
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme (ESSSuper)—Report 2018–19 (in lieu of report previously
tabled on Thursday 17 October 2019)
Port of Hastings Development Authority—Report 2018–19, together with an explanation for the delay
Recreational Fishing Licence Trust Account—Report 2018–19 on the disbursement of revenue, together with
an explanation for the delay
Victorian Inspectorate—Report 1 January to 30 June 2019 under s 30Q of the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.

Bills
WORKPLACE SAFETY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (WORKPLACE
MANSLAUGHTER AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2019
Council’s agreement
The SPEAKER: I have received a message from the Legislative Council agreeing to the
Workplace Safety Legislation Amendment (Workplace Manslaughter and Other Matters) Bill 2019
without amendment.
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Committees
ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (09:43):
I move, by leave:
That the resolution of the house of 28 May 2019 be amended to extend the reporting date for the Electoral Matters
Committee’s inquiry into the conduct of the 2018 Victorian state election to no later than 31 August 2020.

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
CAMPASPE POLICE RESOURCES
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (09:43): I raise the need for additional police resources in the
Campaspe policing district. This is not a criticism of the existing police men and women who work so
hard to protect our communities and serve our communities; it is a call for help for them, a call to help
them by having more police officers. We need more police officers on the beat and out in the patrol
cars with a highly visible presence in our community, particularly at night, and more investigative
officers to actually catch offenders in our community.
A recent report shows one in 42 homes in Echuca has been subject to burglary in recent times—a
131 per cent increase in burglaries in that community. This follows on from similar issues in Rochester
and Kyabram with burglaries there and a number of ram raids over the last couple of years. Farms are
no longer safe from the same issue, and there has been a spate of burglaries on farms around the
Gunbower community.
The Premier talks about giving the police the resources they need. Well, Premier, the Campaspe
policing district need more police resources, and they need them now. It is the government’s job to
keep the people safe in their homes, so I ask the Premier, on behalf the people that live in the Campaspe
policing district, to do his job as the Premier and actually provide the police resources that are needed
for that community so they can feel safe in their homes and safe in their communities and businesses
are not burgled into the future.
CAROLINE CHISHOLM SOCIETY
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (09:45): Happy 50th birthday to the Caroline Chisholm
Society. I had the privilege to serve two stints as a board member and at one time was president of the
society, so I know just how committed the organisation is to the values of respect for life, compassion
and care, social justice, diversity and the empowerment of women and families. The society’s mission
is to deliver a range of pregnancy and family support services that respond to the needs of families and
help them to achieve and maintain a safe and nurturing environment. From material aid such as baby
clothes and equipment to access to vital health and welfare services, the society has worked to ensure
women and their children get what they need to thrive. It has done this through the hard work of
hundreds of members, volunteers and staff over five decades.
It is dangerous to single people out, but I would like to recognise just a few. Firstly, my predecessor,
Christine Campbell. Christine served as a president and CEO. The society is indebted to Christine for
her commitment to social work that is centred on the dignity of the mother and the baby, as well as the
sanctity of a family in whatever its form, and also for her capacity to grow membership and mentor
new board members, which she continues to do. Secondly, Helen Cooney, who also served as a
president and CEO. In the ever-evolving, increasingly regulated world of social service—rightly so—
Helen can be credited with the professionalisation of the society. Helen also improved the financial
position of the organisation, and I have no doubt that without the advocacy of Helen the society would
never have achieved the $1 million grant that allowed the society to build a new fit-for-purpose home
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in Essendon. Finally, Tess Fogarty. In her 90s now, Tess has been a member of the board for as long
as I can remember.
WASTE AND RECYCLING MANAGEMENT
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (09:46): Last Sunday I was delighted to join the Leader of the Liberal Party,
Michael O’Brien, to announce our policy to fix the recycling crisis and provide a long-term solution
to Victoria’s household waste. The Ballarat West Employment Zone (BWEZ), which is on the edge
of Ripon, is one of the sites where we have proposed we will have a leading-edge energy-from-waste
plant. This is part of our solution to the waste going to landfill. By 2035 no household waste will go
to landfill under a Liberal-Nationals government. It will also create baseload energy that can be used
to power—in this case, the one from BWEZ—industrial applications, to make sure that they keep their
freezers and their plants going, whether the wind is blowing or the sun is shining.
Ripon is already home to one of these facilities at Beaufort, where there is a small trial facility that has
been going for a number of years, proving that the technology works. This is not new technology; it is
used extensively overseas. Zero waste to landfill is a visionary policy that will absolutely deliver great
environmental outcomes for Victoria: energy, great for the environment, a win for all Victorians.
CAROLINE CHISHOLM SOCIETY
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (09:48): In another place far from here we are offered the simplistic
mantra of ‘A fair go for those who have a go’. This morning I join members in paying tribute to the
Caroline Chisholm Society on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of its provision of pregnancy and
family support services to those in need in Moonee Ponds, Caroline Springs, Shepparton and
Essendon. These services time and time again have been accepted by those in no position to ‘have a
go’, as the sales pitch runs. It was my privilege to serve on its board of directors for five years from
2007 to 2011. This was followed by five months, from November 2011 to March 2012, as interim
CEO on a pro bono basis whilst a permanent CEO was found and appointed. During 10 years as a
self-funded retiree prior to last November, it was my good fortune to undertake a variety of projects.
My time at Caroline Chisholm was a highlight. I witnessed great work undertaken by counsellors,
social workers and other supporters. I commend the Caroline Chisholm to the house. Ad multos annos.
CAROLINE CHISHOLM SOCIETY
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (09:49): Together with the members for Pascoe Vale and
Hawthorn, I also rise to pay tribute to one of the great champions of the rights of women and children
within the state of Victoria, the Caroline Chisholm Society. It was 50 years ago that Dr Philomena
Joshua convened a non-denominational citizen army of volunteers, most of them women, to provide
shelter and support to both vulnerable pregnant women and mothers. What began as a local movement
has since evolved into an incorporated organisation supporting over 700 Victorian families with the
help of 20 staff and more than 100 volunteers.
In the spirit of its namesake, the Christian feminist, reformist and philanthropist, Caroline Chisolm,
this organisation has embedded itself within local communities and provides pregnancy counselling,
material aid and family support to those women with children not yet of primary school age. At a time
when 16 per cent of Victoria’s homeless are children under the age of 12 and when three in five
homeless adults are women, the work of the society is just as important now as it was five decades
ago. In the society’s 50th year of community contribution, I sincerely thank those wonderful
Victorians of the Caroline Chisholm Society, many of whom are in the gallery today, for their
commitment to giving disadvantaged families a voice and giving Victorian women a choice. Long
may the society’s work continue.
RICHMOND ELECTORATE
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (09:50): Three-hundred and sixty-seven days ago Victorians overwhelmingly put their trust
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in this government to continue to get things done. Since 24 November last year we have not wasted a
second in delivering on our commitments to Victorians. I rise today to update the house on some of
this government’s achievements in my electorate of Richmond. In education Richmond now has a
brand-new $8.3 million indoor sports stadium at Collingwood College. At both Clifton Hill and
Fitzroy North primary schools planning is underway to upgrade and expand facilities after receiving
a combined $7.5 million in this year’s budget. At the Gasworks site in North Fitzroy remediation work
continues every day as we create a world-class urban village, senior high school and basketball
facilities. In the arts, the Peel Street Festival and Johnston Street Fiesta both had huge attendances as
they displayed the best of our diverse and talented district with the assistance of a combined
$150 000 grant from the government. The Andrews Labor government is kicking goals for sport in
Richmond as well, with Richmond West Primary’s netball courts now complete after receiving
$1.08 million in this year’s budget. The Jack Dyer pavilion in Richmond and the Brunswick Street
oval have both received feedback from the community on their designs after the government
committed a total of $8.5 million to upgrade these facilities. I look forward to seeing our local projects
evolve and advance across all of the electorate over the next 12 months.
SOUTH-WEST VICTORIAN ROADS
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (09:52): This morning I tabled a petition calling on the
Andrews Labor government to fix the roads in south-west Victoria. That petition has 8270 signatures
on it and is demanding the government act to fix our roads. It has been one year since the state election,
and I note the Premier was out on social media talking about what he has apparently achieved in that
12 months. There was a glaring omission: any mention of repairing rural and regional roads. Instead
my constituents are driving on roads that are simply stuffed, and if repairs are attempted, they fall apart
within a few weeks.
Mr Wynne: Is that a technical term?
Ms BRITNELL: Very technical. I have said many times in this place that the government must
change the way roads are maintained, moving away from a reactive approach to a proactive one, which
works and is cheaper. I actually have some sympathy for the Minister for Roads, who is a member for
Western Victoria in the other place. It must be so difficult for her to look our shared constituents in the
eye knowing the Labor government she represents is so focused on the city and is treating those from
rural and regional areas as second-class citizens. But that is where my sympathy ends, because she is
doing nothing to address the deficiencies in the way the government approaches road maintenance,
deficiencies that have been highlighted by the Auditor-General. With the minimal money the minister
is given by her city-centric Premier she could at least be ensuring the money is spent properly on
decent and long-lasting repairs. The Premier cannot ignore the thousands of people who signed my
petition. They are saying enough is enough. It is time to focus on rural and regional Victoria and get
on with fixing our roads and fixing them properly.
ST MARTIN OF TOURS SCHOOL
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (09:53): I am pleased to congratulate St Martin of Tours School in my
electorate in Rosanna. With His Grace Archbishop Comensoli I opened the $3.5 million Mercy
Building, which will be a great venue for classrooms for over 550 students at St Martin of Tours. I
want to congratulate them. The Mercy Building is dedicated to the previous principal, Dane Malone,
who I worked very closely with on the development of that project. Dane took his own life. We
remember him, and we are very thankful that we were able to join with Archbishop Comensoli to
dedicate the Mercy Building to Dane and to reflect on his huge contribution to the St Martin’s parish
and his educational leadership. There was a great contribution also from the parish of $500 000 as part
of the $3.5 million. It was a great joint project between our government and Catholic Education
Melbourne. It is a great school and a great community. I am very thankful to be able to represent them
in this place.
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BANYULE COMMUNITY HEALTH
Mr CARBINES: I want to congratulate Banyule Community Health service in West Heidelberg
and also its Greensborough campus for receiving the Premier’s Primary Healthcare Award at the
Victorian Public Healthcare Awards last week. To be acknowledged and to receive that award just
shows what great pioneers and innovators Banyule Community Health are in my electorate of Ivanhoe.
Congratulations.
BAYSIDE UPSTANDERS PROJECT
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (09:55): Each year 100 children from five Bayside primary schools,
including Brighton Beach Primary School and Hampton Primary School, work together on the
Upstanders project. The project teaches children not to be bystanders to bullying. The project began
under the leadership of Brighton Beach principal Beverly May. With one in four children affected by
bullying, this project is making a difference in my community.
BAYLEY HOUSE
Mr NEWBURY: Bayley House is a special organisation that offers support to the intellectually
disabled. The organisation has operated for seven decades, and their Christmas concert is a muchloved calendar feature. I want to acknowledge the leadership of board chair Rhonda Whitfield and
chief executive officer Warwick Cavanagh.
SUE KNIGHT
Mr NEWBURY: Sue Knight has led Hampton Primary School as principal for 10 years. Sue is a
wonderful community leader who encourages children to be enthusiastic, curious learners. Thank you
for your leadership, Sue.
RHONDA HOLT
Mr NEWBURY: After 10 years as principal of Elwood College and seven years as principal of
Elwood Primary School, Rhonda Holt is moving into the department. Rhonda is the backbone of
education in Elwood and will be sorely missed. We wish Rhonda well.
FELICITATIONS
Mr NEWBURY: With the house rising for the year, I wish my community of Brighton, Brighton
East, Elwood and Hampton a happy festive season and a safe and prosperous new year. I also want to
take the opportunity to thank my staff, Jade Smith-Love, Grace Sutcliffe, Angie Gledhill and
Mackinley Pollock. Finally, I wish to thank my family for their love and forbearance.
MOUNTVIEW HOUSE
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (09:56): Everyone deserves to have a roof over their head, but there are
still people in my community who are experiencing homelessness, and all too often this is due to
family violence. One particular group that makes up one of the largest cohorts of people experiencing
homelessness in Victoria is older women escaping family violence. That is why I was so proud to turn
the first sod on the Mountview House accommodation project in Mitcham last week, a project to which
this government has contributed $2.7 million.
I would like to thank Uniting Vic.Tas and their CEO, the Honourable Bronwyn Pike; Mountview
Uniting Church and people like John who have advocated for this project for so long; and Community
Housing Limited, who have partnered with the Victorian government to construct eight new units for
older women who are in crisis or at risk of homelessness.
Homelessness is a complex issue, but it needs a government that is prepared to intervene—a Labor
government prepared to help. As always, we have much more to do, but these eight new units are an
example of a real, positive step in the district of Ringwood.
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TAMBOON INLET BOAT RAMP
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (09:58): After I sought action in this house, the Tamboon Inlet
entrance was recently opened, which resulted in the water dropping significantly in the estuary.
Unfortunately it revealed that the boat ramp and the approach to the ramp have been badly damaged.
They need repair to be usable for fire emergencies, which is one of the reasons that the entrance was
opened: if fire hits that area, people need to get in their boats. They also need to be repaired for holiday
crowds. The work needs to be done pre-Christmas, so I am urging the minister to ensure that this work
is done in the appropriate time frame.
ORBOST NEIGHBOURHOOD HOUSE
Mr T BULL: I again raise the matter of the Orbost Neighbourhood House. In October the minister
advised me by letter that the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning will convene a
meeting with user groups to discuss the current licence arrangement and explore options for the longterm management of the facility to ensure that it continues to provide community benefits. That
meeting has not happened yet. There has been no contact made, and I would urge for that to occur as
soon as possible.
EAST GIPPSLAND L2P PROGRAM
Mr T BULL: Last week the Transport Accident Commission’s L2P program celebrated its 10th
anniversary in East Gippsland. The program assists learner drivers aged between 16 and 21 who do
not otherwise get the support to have a supervising driver in the vehicle and allows them to gain
experience to get their licence. In East Gippsland they have helped 189 learner drivers. Cheryl Siely
and Mission Australia deserve kudos for this great program.
WATERGARDENS TRAIN STATION
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (09:59): Last year the Andrews government made a huge
commitment of 579 additional car parks at Watergardens station in the Sydenham electorate. So many
residents have welcomed that announcement. Currently the government is exploring all possible
options for where these car parks should be located and trying to find the most responsible outcome
for taxpayers. Unfortunately during the last 12 months we have seen an increase in fines that are being
issued by Brimbank City Council to residents who are parking around the car park.
I note that only two years ago Watergardens shopping centre changed the arrangements for all-day
parking to 4 hours with only a week’s notice to residents, and as a result many thousands of residents
have faced fines for car parking. It is extremely disappointing for the commuters who park around
Watergardens station that Brimbank City Council continues to issue fines while we are trying to find
solutions for how we can construct these car parks in a timely manner. I call on Brimbank council to
work with the government during this time. I have asked them to suspend the issuing of parking fines
on residents while we plan and construct these additional car parks.
TIBETAN DELEGATION
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (10:01): I recently met with a delegation from the Tibetan parliament-inexile, accompanied by members of Victoria’s Tibetan community, many of whom live in the Prahran
electorate. I know the situation in Tibet is of deep concern to many people in Victoria and, I am sure,
many members of this place. Many members of the Tibetan community are former political prisoners
and their families. They left Tibet having resisted the brutal repression and illegal occupation of their
country. Some have been imprisoned for up to 24 years. Members of the delegation reported continued
violations of the human rights of the Tibetan people, including the ongoing destruction of the Tibetan
environment, restrictions on free movement, freedom of speech and religious observance, surveillance
and arbitrary detention as well as the ongoing environmental destruction of the sensitive Tibetan
Plateau.
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The Premier and his government have made economic ties with a China a priority, including signing
up to China’s Belt and Road Initiative. However, in doing so the Victorian government must take into
account human rights issues in China, including in Tibet and Hong Kong, and the treatment of Muslim
Uygurs. It cannot be just one-way traffic. There does need to be a human rights dividend to Victoria’s
economic relationship with China. That is why I am calling on the Premier, who I note is in the
chamber right now, as part of the China strategy to work towards achieving a meaningful dialogue
between the Chinese government, the Dalai Lama, his representatives and the Tibetan people and to
assist the Tibetan people in their goal of self-determination.
INDUSTRIAL MANSLAUGHTER LEGISLATION
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (10:02): I would like to thank everyone who has supported the
introduction of the industrial manslaughter laws. Dave and Janine Brownlee and Lana Cormie have
generously shared their stories, time and time again, to inform and educate as to why this law is
important and how it will save lives in the future. They have fought to ensure employers are held
accountable for workplace safety and so that no other family has to experience what they have.
I would also like to recognise the contribution of the union movement, which has campaigned for
industrial manslaughter laws for decades. Thank you for your unrelenting advocacy for Victorian
workers today and into the future.
GRACE BEECHEY
Ms ADDISON: Good people do good things, and I am reminded of this every day. Many of us
watched the terrible impact of the fires in New South Wales and Queensland, but Grace Beechey, a
young Ballarat woman, wanted to help. With the support of her dad, Geoff, they have opened up their
home and Geoff’s workplace for people to drop off donations that they will then personally drive up
to New South Wales. It has been a huge success, with the Ballarat community really getting behind it,
donating all sorts of toiletries and clothes and things people need when they have lost their homes. It
has been a huge success, and I want to commend Grace for her efforts and wish her and Geoff a safe
trip north. Grace is a shining example of young people doing great things in the Ballarat community.
Well done. You are an inspiration to me and so many others.
GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (10:04): Sorry, Banjo, but:
There’s NO movement at the station
for the word has passed around,
This government has completely lost its way,
It’s joined the wild greenies and the rabid lefty loonies—to all
but destroy the rural ground,
It’s maxed out the credit card …
and by the way you’re also banned from AFTER PAY.
You blew into town last Friday, the first time in two years,
Talking up the tooth fairy,
but buggered off to a goat dairy.
So here’s our Xmas wish list
we think it’s fair and just,
We call for new trains that might end the trip to Melbourne
by BUS,
We don’t want the native loggers cut from history
just to pander to the Greenies’ lust.
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Up here where the air is clear as crystal,
and the white stars fairly blaze,
People want some money spent on Albury Wodonga Health,
CAPITAL for the hospital, a decent show of wealth.
While you’re at it Santa
you might want to look at one school’s fate,
The buildings at Huon campus are decades out of date,
And around The Murray where the reed beds sweep and sway,
We have deer as far as the eye can see,
I’ll tell you
it’s not pretty watching them eat your farm away.
You say there’s no money to grow our businesses or jobs
but you’re funding bike trails here for every Tom, Dick & Rob.
We know you’re city centric,
But it’s Christmas, so spread some festive cheer
And please don’t give us another bum steer.

NARRE WARREN SOUTH ELECTORATE STUDENT LEADERSHIP AWARDS
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (10:05): It is a great honour and indeed it is with great pride that
I am able to present students in my electorate of Narre Warren South with a Community Spirit and
Leadership Award. These awards recognise the outstanding work of young people from schools across
our community, all of whom are conscientious and enthusiastic students and also great role models for
their peers. I asked schools in my electorate to nominate students that they felt demonstrated the values
we look for in the leaders of tomorrow—values of dedication, compassion, resilience and
enthusiasm—and who also take on extracurricular activities which are demonstrative of and consistent
with these leadership values. The winners of these awards are all individuals with bright futures who
impact their school communities in positive ways.
This year’s winners include Rafael Bouzinelos from Berwick Fields Primary, Jasper Battershill from
Kilberry Valley Primary, TJ Sadlier from River Gum Primary School and Shae O’Brien from
Hillsmeade Primary. From Brentwood Park Primary we have Noah Snelling; we have Ana Pantelic
from Strathaird Primary, Jade Azemoth from Coral Park Primary, Jordyn Phillips from Berwick Chase
Primary and Ivy Nguyen from Hampton Park Primary; and from Narre Warren South P–12 College
we have Melinda Rogerson. Having met these students I can say that all of them are worthy recipients
of the Community Spirit and Leadership Award, and I congratulate all of this year’s winners for their
hard work.
WEST WELCOME WAGON
Ms HALL (Footscray) (10:06): Today I rise to celebrate and thank West Welcome Wagon, a notfor-profit community organisation providing material aid and other support to asylum seekers in the
western suburbs. Run by a team of 200 volunteers, they currently support more than 500 households
from more than 30 different countries. Goods provided include furniture, whitegoods, bedding,
kitchen supplies and clothing. These are all donated by people and sometimes small businesses in the
west. From the early days in 2013 when donated goods were collected from people’s verandahs for
delivery, the group now operates out of a warehouse in Sunshine West, allowing for storage of large
items such as beds and sofas for when they are needed. While waiting for their applications for refugee
status to be processed some asylum seekers do not have work rights, while others have been cut off
from all Centrelink support. Provision of staple food items is important to these families. Heaters in
winter and fans in summer are also in high demand.
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For the last few years West Welcome Wagon has conducted a toy drive in order to provide Christmas
presents to the children of asylum seekers. This year the team will deliver parcels to more than
600 children. The donated gifts are all new and beautifully wrapped, ready for delivery just before
Christmas. They will also provide back-to-school support for the educational needs of children starting
school next year. My sincere thanks to the volunteer community of West Welcome Wagon, who do
so much for their neighbours seeking a better life in Australia.
SOUTH BARWON ELECTORATE
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (10:08): First of all I would like to thank my constituents for
choosing me to be their representative just over a year ago. It has been a blur of activity in my electorate
as I have visited schools and community groups and engaged with the people of South Barwon. We
are now 25 per cent through this term and the year has gone so incredibly quickly, as this government
of course is a government that is getting on with things. To be frank, the achievements and promises
that have been committed to my electorate are absolutely amazing. We are rebuilding primary schools,
building new schools, upgrading roads and rail and of course delivering a very substantial new social
justice program to our communities. Dental vans are visiting schools in my electorate, and real funding
achievements have been made. There is still so much more work to be done in my electorate, and I
look forward to working hard for the next three years to deliver to my constituency.
TLC AMBULANCE
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (10:09): I recently had the pleasure of taking part in the launch of
Australia’s first TLC Ambulance. TLC for Kids are working in partnership with Ambulance Victoria.
Already 100 paramedics have volunteered their time to operate this service. The TLC Ambulance will
be delivering special moments to ill children in palliative care and who are terminally ill. The service
will give these kids a chance to visit a treasured place—a moment, a final opportunity to experience
joy and happiness with their family and friends. I am committed to working with TLC for Kids to
ensure that we are able to have a TLC Ambulance for the west, so I would like to encourage all
stakeholders to get on board and support the next stage of the TLC Ambulance and the valuable work
of TLC for Kids.
I take this opportunity to thank the volunteers at Ambulance Victoria and also Tony Walker along
with the CEO of TLC for Kids, Tim Conolan, AM, and of course Ana Darras, who have been
absolutely inspirational and hardworking individuals who established TLC for Kids. They work each
and every day to improve the lives of sick children. This is a charity that is committed to the most
precious—that is, our children. I also take this opportunity to thank the generous sponsors who have
made the TLC Ambulance a reality and have continued to support TLC for Kids in all the work that
they do in Victoria.
CHINESE AGED-CARE FACILITIES
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (10:10): As the member for Clarinda I represent a significant number of
Chinese Victorians. I have heard concerns from many of my constituents regarding the state of
residential aged care. Specifically I have heard from many older residents who are very reluctant to
consider residential aged-care services due to language and cultural barriers.
Currently there are more than 16 000 Chinese Victorians aged over 70 in metro Melbourne. This will
increase to over 20 000 by 2021. Using the federal government formula, the Chinese Victorian
community currently requires more than 1000 residential aged-care beds, and by 2021 this will
increase to more than 1500. However, the number of Chinese ethno-specific beds available in
Melbourne is less than 200. We can do better.
In later life everyone should live with dignity and comfort, and families should also have peace of mind
that their loved ones are receiving appropriate care. I would like to express my support for the Angels
health service and their application for an extension of their bed licence, which would provide 68 sorely
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needed Chinese aged-care beds. Given the significant community need for this facility and the fact that
no other provider is currently able to satisfy the care needs in the region, I hope that the federal
Department of Health will grant the extension. I look forward to this important facility going ahead.
The SPEAKER: I would like to welcome and acknowledge in the gallery former Speaker Judy
Maddigan.
In accordance with a resolution of the house, business will now be interrupted to make an apology to
those people who suffered childhood sexual abuse in connection with the Puffing Billy Railway and
other railway bodies.
Announcements
APOLOGY FOR CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE LINKED TO PUFFING BILLY
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (10:12): For generations of Victorians the Puffing Billy
steam train has been the source of happy memories—family holidays, school trips, picnics and paddle
boats. Memories bathed in sunshine. And yet beneath it all lies a much darker, much more sinister
truth. Instead of being a place where childhoods were enjoyed, Puffing Billy became a place where
childhoods were destroyed. Innocence was stolen, and as a collective we shamefully averted our gaze.
For decades the most disgusting and deplorable crimes of Robert Whitehead were ignored. Instead
their perpetrator was protected and their victims cast out.
If that was not terrible enough, people knew. People knew and they did nothing. Some of our most
trusted institutions and individuals not only failed to speak up, they even tried to cover it up.
Allegations were ignored. Complaints were suppressed. And records were destroyed. In short, they
chose to protect the most guilty over protecting our most innocent.
All of this betrayal—all of this shameful betrayal—is laid bare in 120 pages of outstanding work by
the Ombudsman, but for all that we know about this terrible story there remain countless unknowns.
We will never know, for example, the depth and breadth of victims’ suffering. We will never know
the relationships that were tested. We will never fully comprehend the potential that has been lost. But
what we do know, what we will always know, is that it should never have happened.
There is an old proverb, ‘It takes a village to raise a child’. But if it takes a village to raise a child, it
takes a village as well to utterly fail a child. But that is exactly what we did. We failed to protect our
most innocent. We failed to stop the perpetrators. We failed to believe the victims. And we failed to
listen to their families. It was a collective, systemic and unforgivable failure.
As we meet here today we acknowledge that failure is permanently ours. There is no way we can undo
the damage. There is no way to repair the trauma, the lives destroyed or the decades of suffering and
heartache that followed. And there is no way that we can restore all that has been stolen. But what we
can do is end the culture of secrecy and put a stop to that culture of silence.
Later this morning, and in keeping with the Ombudsman’s recommendations, the Minister for
Tourism, Sport and Major Events will table an apology on behalf of our Parliament and on behalf of
our state. It will lay bare those systemic failures. It will shine a bright light on this dark chapter and,
importantly, it will give victims a voice. As a document, it has been co-authored with survivors, and
that is only fitting. After far too long being denied, deprived and ignored, at long last we will elevate
their voices and ensure they are recorded and remembered in the history of this place forever. Because
the opposite of silence is sound. The counter to darkness is light. And only by fully facing our failures
can we ever begin to address them.
I would like to say to Wayne Clarke and his fellow survivors, to their partners, parents, children and
families: you should not have had to fight, but you did. And today we recognise the enormity of your
courage. We hear you. We see you. We believe you. And we recommit to you that we will not let this
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happen again. From now on we will shoulder the burden of that fight. We will continue to right those
wrongs, and today we recognise and take responsibility for so many of those failures.
On behalf of the Parliament, the government and the people of Victoria: for every childhood that was
stolen, for every future that was compromised, for every family that was betrayed and for every life
that was destroyed we are sorry—so very, deeply sorry.
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing) (10:18): I would like to welcome the people who have
experienced abuse and their families who are here today and acknowledge those who could not be
with us here today. Having read the Victorian Ombudsman’s report, Investigation into Child Sex
Offender Robert Whitehead’s Involvement with Puffing Billy and Other Railway Bodies, and reading
some of the stories, I am deeply moved by your courage in coming forward. Nothing that I can say
can take away the pain and the suffering that you experienced—the shame and the anguish which you
did not deserve. But as the Premier has indicated, we can stop the silence. We can be as brave as you
have been for all of these years and do everything possible to ensure that this does not happen again.
Today, with the members of the Victorian Parliament gathered here in this house, we acknowledge
the devastating and ongoing impact of Robert Whitehead’s criminal acts and the cries for help that
were ignored. The Victorian government sincerely apologises to victims, including Wayne Clarke,
their families, their friends, their communities and anyone else who has been impacted by the abuse
perpetrated at Puffing Billy. We apologise for the inaction of those who in the past failed to support
those who spoke out.
I would especially like to recognise Wayne Clarke’s persistence in bringing the matter to the attention
of the government, which led to the Ombudsman’s investigation. I would also like to recognise the
work of Victoria Police, especially leading senior constables Nova Graham and Meta Vincent; the
Office of Public Prosecutions in relation to the prosecution of Whitehead; the Victorian Ombudsman,
who is in attendance here today, for publicly documenting what happened; and the former minister,
the member for Lara, for leading the government’s efforts to address the issues raised by the
Ombudsman and working with the impacted individuals.
I am deeply affected by the Ombudsman’s report. The findings show that not enough was done to
protect children from child sexual abuse at Puffing Billy from the 1960s to the 1980s. All
recommendations made by the Ombudsman have been accepted in full. The Victorian government is
now working to implement measures that deliver on those recommendations. As part of this, working
with children checks and police checks are mandatory for all Puffing Billy volunteers and have been
since 2014. Victoria’s child safe standards are also being implemented at Puffing Billy. The
government encourages the implementation of and compliance with all of those standards.
While the government has worked to provide respect and support to victims in recent times, their longterm pain and suffering cannot be underestimated. By sharing your stories you have paved the way for
new policies and procedures to protect the safety of children in Victoria. This is an enormous
contribution to our community, and no amount of thanks can ever truly convey how important your
involvement has been. But I will say it anyway: thank you.
This government will continue to do all we can to ensure people affected by abuse receive the respect
and support they deserve. Again, on behalf of the Parliament, the government and the people of
Victoria, I join with the Premier and with all honourable members in saying, ‘We are sorry’.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (10:21): I rise to join the Premier and the
minister and all members of Parliament in this apology to the victims who suffered at the hands of
Robert Kingsley Whitehead and other offenders but who were so let down by so many failings by so
many.
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When Whitehead died in prison in September 2015 his passing was not lamented, but the damage that
he did on the way through certainly was. So many institutions made the wrong decision, so many
people let innocent children down. Whether it was Victorian Railways, who re-employed Whitehead
after he had been convicted and imprisoned on child sex offences and provided him further
opportunities to offend; whether it was the Australian Railway Historical Society, Victorian division;
whether it was the Puffing Billy Preservation Society or the Emerald Tourist Railway Board, so many
had the opportunity to stand up, to speak up, to listen and to believe, and so many let you down, and
for that we are so sorry as a Parliament.
Whitehead used the failures of others to find opportunities to continue to offend. As a parent it is so
hard to comprehend that the victims and their families raised the alarm, raised the concern and were
not listened to or, worse, were marginalised. To think that organisations preferred to protect and cover
up the actions of a child sex offender rather than believe his victims is almost literally unbelievable,
and for that we are so sorry.
The Ombudsman deserves praise for her report, as do Victoria Police. The report makes very difficult
reading. When the Ombudsman says:
The Puffing Billy Board’s failures are monumental—

I think that is actually the least of it. When the Ombudsman says:
The actions or inaction of people in positions of authority, who should have known better, is inexcusable—

the Ombudsman is absolutely right. There is no excuse for what happened. There is no excuse for
what you were put through. The hope is that this apology may go some way towards acknowledging
that you were right, you are the victims, you are innocent, and that others did you wrong, and we know
that and we are so sorry for that. I will quote from the Ombudsman’s report because I think it sums it
up in many ways:
The story that unfolds from this narrative is deeply shocking. Whitehead was a life-long offender whose abuse
was facilitated by the wilful blindness, indifference or ineptitude of a succession of organisations.

We have learned from failures of the past. We are determined to put things right, but that does not take
away the pain of those who endured at the hands of people who should have known better and did not.
I pay particular tribute to the courage of the victims who spoke up, who would not let it rest, who
demanded that justice be done. To Wayne Clarke, to your fellow survivors, to your families, to all who
have supported you on this terrible journey: please be assured that we are in awe of your courage, we
are in awe of your tenacity and we are in awe of you, because you have ensured that truth has come to
light, and hopefully the truth will help to set you free.
This is a shameful period in the past of this state. I join wholeheartedly with the Premier, the minister
and other members in apologising and in recommitting that this must never happen again.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (10:26): I rise today and join others in offering a formal apology to
victims of serial child sex offender Robert Whitehead, who was allowed to work on the historic Puffing
Billy tourist railway despite authorities knowing about his offences.
The Victorian Ombudsman handed down her report on the Investigation into Child Sex Offender
Robert Whitehead’s Involvement with Puffing Billy and Other Railway Bodies in June of last year. The
report details harrowing abuse—shocking, disturbing, traumatic and painful abuse of children that
Whitehead met through his involvement with historical railway groups, including Puffing Billy. It is
important that we acknowledge how these children were betrayed and to say to them that we are sorry,
we are deeply sorry. Robert Whitehead was involved for decades with the railways, including Puffing
Billy, where he gained access to countless innocent volunteers. Sadly, as stated by the Ombudsman,
we do not know and will never know how many he abused.
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I clearly remember when the Ombudsman’s report was handed down. The then Minister for Tourism
and Major Events, the member for Lara, was deeply moved and visibly upset by the findings of the
report. I clearly remember the words of the former minister and his feelings towards the perpetrator
and the children he abused. These feelings were echoed by the current Minister for Tourism, Sport
and Major Events when he said recently:
The victims were children who for too long felt unable to tell their stories, and when they did, too many people
did not want to hear them.

A core question of the victims, the community, society and us is: how did he, Whitehead, get away
with his offending for so long? For anyone who knows the story or has taken the time to read the
Ombudsman’s report, this is a glaringly obvious question: how did he get away with his offending for
so long? It is upsetting and distressing to think and believe that this was allowed to go on, and what is
truly heartbreaking is that the Puffing Billy board took no action.
The Ombudsman’s investigation found that the reputation of the steam train and other Victorian
railway groups was protected at the expense of child victims. There were huge failings of senior
management that allowed Whitehead to prey on children for decades. Senior members of the Puffing
Billy board time and time again acted to protect the reputation of the organisation rather than deal with
abuse allegations.
Words cannot even begin to describe how wrong that is. Whitehead was an evil sex monster who was
allowed to abuse boys for decades. It is beyond belief that railway officials for years covered up or
ignored complaints from victims and their families. Even more alarming is that at times the blame was
turned back on the families. Heartless, cruel, merciless—the actions and inactions of these people in
authority are inexcusable.
The damning Ombudsman’s report found the evil child sex monster and molester enjoyed unfettered
access to children, including supervising overnight work parties with young volunteers despite his
previous convictions for abuse. What is deeply disturbing and shocking is that Whitehead was a
lifelong offender. He was a person that preyed on young boys, young railway volunteers, young
railway enthusiasts. As stated in the Ombudsman’s report, his abuse was facilitated by the wilful
blindness, indifference or ineptitude of a succession of organisations.
It is incomprehensible the impact of this abuse, and the way it was handled has impacted on its victims.
Again, the actions or inactions of people in positions of authority who could have and should have
done a lot more, who could have and should have been expected to do more—a whole lot more—are
inexcusable. As a parent and father of seven, I find it abhorrent and repugnant that a key member of
Puffing Billy’s executive board could warn his own child to stay away from this man yet do nothing
to protect the young and innocent from this monster’s evil path.
Victims and their families have been invited to attend today’s state apology, and I am informed that
some of them are here in the gallery today. I wish to acknowledge Wayne Clarke and Bill Elms. I wish
to acknowledge any other victim of Robert Whitehead. To all, I join in apologising publicly for the
current and historical actions of government agencies who individually or collectively failed to protect
children from sexual abuse. I join in apologising publicly to any volunteer at Puffing Billy who became
a victim of child sex abuse perpetrated by either Robert Whitehead or any other adult member of the
Puffing Billy organisation. It is important that we acknowledge how these people were betrayed and
to say to them, ‘We are sorry’. I commend the courage of Wayne Clarke, who through persistence
sought the investigation and who just wanted the truth to come out, to have his story validated. I
acknowledge and commend your persistence, Wayne.
To the abuse victims of Whitehead and other Puffing Billy offenders, I echo similar words of the
Ombudsman: You may understandably feel that you will never receive justice. There is nothing that
can compensate for the trauma and loss of innocence you have experienced or had robbed from you.
At the very least, you deserve the verification of the facts, the public disclosure of the truth and public
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apologies. I hope and trust today’s formal state apology and today’s public apology may help to
provide vindication and closure.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education) (10:33): I rise in support of this motion and
apology and the statements of the Premier, the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, the
Leader of the Opposition, the member for Kilsyth and other members who will follow. I acknowledge
the survivors, those in the gallery today and all those who are unable to attend. I pay tribute to their
courage in coming forward and speaking up. I thank the Ombudsman for her report, which makes for
incredibly tough reading. The report appropriately included as one of its recommendations that there
be a public apology in Parliament.
As Deputy Premier and member for Monbulk, I say sorry. Puffing Billy operates throughout the
beautiful environment of my electorate and the electorate of Gembrook. For something that brings joy
to tens of thousands of people every single year to be a source of the very worst abuse imaginable to
countless victims which was then covered up by the organisation and others brings shame on us all.
People knew. And as the Ombudsman said:
We do not know, and will never know, how many he abused.

She went on to say:
While this investigation focused on Whitehead, he was not the only active sexual offender exploiting and
abusing young Railway volunteers.

Sorry that you were not believed when you should have been. Sorry that it has taken so long, too long,
to acknowledge the pain and suffering that you have endured through no fault of your own. Sorry that
you were betrayed by someone in a position of trust and authority—a position of authority granted by
an act of this Parliament. The Emerald Tourist Railway Act 1977 established the board responsible for
preserving and operating Puffing Billy. It was then and remains a Victorian government minister who
is responsible for administering this act, so it is absolutely appropriate that a public apology occurs in
this place.
It is also consistent with practice in both our state and our national parliaments, including the responses
to the Betrayal of Trust and the Forgotten Australians reports. An apology in our houses of democracy
sends a powerful message. The public apology and acknowledgement by the Victorian Parliament is
overdue. Of course it can never undo the wrongs done; the most we can do now is to ensure that these
kinds of systemic abuses never occur again.
The Victorian government has accepted all the recommendations of the Ombudsman’s report, and the
Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, who I thank, has already touched on the actions being
undertaken by his department.
I also want to take this opportunity to thank the former Minister for Tourism and Major Events, the
member for Lara, for his leadership on this awful matter. It was the former minister that referred this
to the Ombudsman. I recall our many conversations a few years ago, so I thank you, John.
Significant work has already been done at a broader level that has applicability to the operation of
Puffing Billy, including the implementation of child safe standards. I hope that these actions and
today’s public apology go some way to providing a degree of comfort and closure for survivors, and
I join with the Premier and all members of this place to say that we are so very sorry to the victims of
this most awful abuse.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (10:36): I rise to support the government in this public apology. I would
first like to put on record my acknowledgement of the former Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
the member for Lara, who went through this in the first place. With the acknowledgement of the house
I would prefer to refer to you as John, because it takes the power of an MP to get actions done on this
but it took a person to respond to it, and some forget that you are the person who would have had to
go through that. So thank you very much to John.
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To all the victims here today, it is tough to get up and talk and very sad that we have to talk in this
place about apologising for crimes and cover-ups that took place over many a decade at what many in
the community know as an icon in the Dandenong Ranges and an icon, as said before, that goes
between my and the Deputy Premier’s electorate. Over the years I have shared many times with the
member for Monbulk and Deputy Premier as well as the member for Croydon in activities at Puffing
Billy and have spoken of the contribution to the local community. And today we all join with this
house to condemn the actions, condemn the cover-ups and speak as one in an apology to all the victims.
Yes, it is disappointing to have to stand here today to talk about such an icon in such a negative way,
but the Ombudsman’s report shows the failures to the people, the failures within management and the
failures of Puffing Billy and other government agencies to the victims.
With two victims identified, Mr Wayne Clarke and William ‘Bill’ Elms, and many others coming
forward—and no doubt many remaining silent—I thank you for your courage and your persistence.
You and your families were let down for decades by a system that should have been there to protect
you but in the end did everything to work against you getting the justice you deserved, which more
importantly may have had the ability to stop the horrendous actions that saw more victims in later
years after complaints were raised.
Robert Whitehead’s conviction and death left too many questions unanswered, and the victims
deserved much more; they deserved to have justice served. And we know in reading this report that
they have not seen that justice served.
The apology today will never take away the pain, as has been said by many in this house. It will never
discover the silent victims. We will never know the true trauma and the toll on the young victims and
how it affected them and their families or how a person may have suffered in silence for many years
for fear of the consequences of reporting. We know many victims feel ashamed, so they stay silent
their entire lives, and this apology is also for them. We must also apologise to the families of the
victims. I cannot imagine the pain of seeing your own child suffering at the hands of this monster, and
then to see your voice for justice pushed aside; you never deserved that.
The report outlines boys telling senior management directly of the sexual abuse and how management
failed these boys’ courage. Why was this not reported to police there and then, as we all know it should
have been? As a parent I still cannot believe that a mother trying to warn the organisation about
offending against her son had her integrity called into question. And now, after so long, these stories
have finally been validated.
I want to thank Deborah Glass, the Ombudsman, and her team for their work in making sure these
victims of crimes’ voices were heard, making sure these victims had some opportunity to get their
voice and the events they reported acknowledged. It would have been a very difficult time for the
Ombudsman, Ms Glass, and her team in the Ombudsman’s office to hear directly the pain caused by
these complaints and these horrendous crimes that were ignored and hidden for so long. I am confident
that the victims here today, and those not able to attend, all want to thank you for your report.
Many people failed these victims. They failed their families and they failed to simply be decent and
caring about the children they should have protected, even if that put at risk the reputation of the
organisation they served. Nothing, not one honest answer, could ever be a reason to put the safety of
a child at risk to protect a brand, a profit or your own reputation.
We may as a collective never fully understand the pain of the victims, we may never understand the
life sentence of the families and we will never truly understand the extent of these crimes and how
many more victims there were. But today this Parliament stands together to apologise and
acknowledge that due to the actions of many you may never get to see real justice served, and for that
we are sorry.
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Mr EREN (Lara) (10:41): I too rise today with great sadness to speak on the Puffing Billy apology
before the house today. I thank the Premier, ministers, shadow ministers and all MPs for the apologies
they have made to victims today. I would like to acknowledge and thank the victims who are here
today and others who could not make it here for varying reasons. Thank you for being so strong in
your resolve to find some justice after the ultimate injustice you have endured and living with this
anguish and the pain for so long. It certainly is an emotional day, there is no doubt about it. I want to
thank Mr Wayne Clarke, who was persistent in bringing the matter to the attention of government.
I was the Minister for Tourism and Major Events when this matter was brought to my attention. One
of the reasons I became an MP was to help those who needed help and to try and find justice for those
who have been so aggrieved. Being briefed and hearing the disturbing and horrific details had a
profound impact on me, no doubt about it. I can only imagine the trauma that the victims have and
continue to go through. To hear that Puffing Billy, which is remembered as such a historic family
attraction for many, shaped the lives of innocent young boys in a very different way is truly saddening.
After being notified of this we decided to ask the Ombudsman, Deborah Glass, to investigate. I thank
her and her office for their thorough investigation and for the nine recommendations she made to the
government, which we will honour. Thank you to Victoria Police for their work and the Office of Public
Prosecutions in relation to prosecuting Robert Whitehead. Thanks to the interim Emerald Tourism
Railway board members, particularly Tim North, the chair, Jennifer Fleming, Paul Lappin, Roger
Clifton, Justine Heazlewood, Judy Maddigan, Campbell Rose and the new CEO, Steve O’Brien.
We do not often thank journalists, but thanks to the investigative journalists from the Age Richard
Baker and Nick McKenzie for their reporting on this very important issue. Through this investigation
we learnt that Puffing Billy management ignored repeated cries for help from children and their
families about the abuse. Over decades Puffing Billy Railway protected paedophiles and chose to
ignore allegations of sexual assault against children. The inaction of people in authority is inexcusable.
As the Ombudsman highlighted in her report, and I quote:
I recognise it is difficult—and often unfair—to act on rumour and innuendo. Yet double standards prevailed
for decades. Minor thefts were reported to police with great vigour, yet allegations of child sexual abuse were
never reported. A Board member warned his son, but not other boys. Puffing Billy’s management told us they
could not act to remove Whitehead on rumour in 1985, yet it seems were able to do so in 1991.

With today’s apology and the personal apologies I made to victims when minister, hopefully there is
some much-deserved vindication for the victims. Those personal apologies also had a profound impact
on me: hearing firsthand the hurt and the pain in their voices though many years had passed. Some felt
guilt, some felt betrayal and some felt a sense of relief that finally their voices were being heard and
that they were finally being rightfully acknowledged. Some were grateful that action was finally being
taken and that they were being vindicated. I would like to thank the victims who took time to meet
with me so I could offer these apologies; I hope they relieved some of the pain.
In an ideal world there would be no discussion like today’s or need for such apologies, but
unfortunately there are some horrible people in this world, and on this occasion, as I said at the press
conference: I hope they are burning in hell.
I will repeat my apology: I am sorry for what you have all gone through. I apologise to your families,
your friends, your communities and anyone else who has been impacted by the abuse perpetrated at
Puffing Billy. Most of all I am sorry that you suffered this alone. We hear you. We believe you. I hope
this may assist with the healing process and that you find some comfort knowing we genuinely care.
I wish all of you all the best for your futures.
The SPEAKER: Members, to conclude this apology, I would ask you all to rise in your places in
support of the apology.
Members stood in their places.
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Statements on parliamentary committee reports
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:49): I rise to make a contribution on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates that was tabled in this place in
October 2019. I have spoken on this report before and on the fact that, if we look in detail at a number
of the matters that are raised by the committee in there, we can see the red flags rising for the financial
situation that we find ourselves in now here in Victoria. We have seen, from the warnings that have
been included in this document and the smoke and mirrors in some instances that have been sort of
referred to loosely within that document, that we have got some problems. All Victorians now know
well and truly the fact that we have got some very serious financial issues here in Victoria. We know
we have got the highest taxing, highest spending government we have ever had here in Victoria’s
history. We know that there are more than 20 new taxes and charges that are being imposed on all
Victorians, who are battling away, trying to make ends meet, trying to keep up with the ever-increasing
cost of utilities and the cost-of-living pressures that are being added to rather than alleviated by this
government. We know that we have got record levels of debt that we are going into here in Victoria—
and that augurs very badly not just for the generation at the moment but for future generations in
relation to the repayment of that debt and indeed the servicing of it. So we know that we have got a
very precarious financial situation.
I think it was interesting when the financial statements for the first quarter of the 2019–20 financial
year were released a couple of weeks ago. I also note in passing that the Treasurer could have released
those and could have tabled them while the house was in fact sitting but chose to have them tabled in
an out-of-sessions situation so that it was on the Friday after we had risen that the numbers came
through. I note in relation to those numbers that the first quarter’s result was a loss of $805 million, so
there we have the absolute truth of the matter in relation to the financial problems that we have got
here in Victoria. I note also that in the equivalent quarter for the previous financial year there was a
surplus of $800 million. So in that 12 months we have got a $1.6 billion turnaround in that quarter.
Probably the most extraordinary commentary I have heard in relation to that was yesterday in question
time when the Shadow Treasurer asked the Treasurer a question in regards to the financial situation of
the state and related matters and he answered, and I quote:
… if you really want to see the lack of fiscal understanding demonstrated by the Shadow Treasurer, it would
be that they go to a quarterly report and think that gives you an indication about what the final report will look
like.

So what we have got there is the Treasurer saying, ‘Don’t worry about the fact that we’ve dropped
$805 million in the first quarter of the financial year; there’s nothing to see here; everything’s going
to be fine’. That is verging on delusional, the fact that we have got a $1.6 billion turnaround and the
Treasurer is effectively saying, ‘There is no problem; it’s business as usual’. Clearly that is not the
case and clearly all Victorians—residents and taxpayers—need to be extremely alarmed about the
financial situation that we now find ourselves in here in the state of Victoria.
What we are seeing is the fruit of reckless spending. We are seeing the fruit of largesse being handed
out to certain sectors of the community and certain interest groups that get in the ear of the current
government and we are seeing the ongoing expansion of the public service at the non-service-delivery
end. As a result of that we are left with massive overheads. We have seen widely reported—and it is
touched on in this document—the fact that the wages bill here in Victoria is totally out of control. That
is not inconsistent in any way with a Labor government here in Victoria and it is not unexpected either.
That is a very significant and serious issue that will have to be addressed. That, together with cuts in a
whole range of areas that we are starting to see now, particularly in the health area, needs to be of great
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concern to Victorians and shows that the red lights should be flashing from a financial point of view
and all Victorians should be concerned.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:54): I am delighted to make a contribution to a committee report.
I draw the house’s attention to page 9 of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee Report on the
2019–20 Budget Estimates and specifically to the section that relates to the section headed ‘Net debt
to gross state product no greater than 12 per cent over the medium term’. I think this is important
because I am particularly interested in recent commentary by Larry Summers, who has talked about
the secular stagnation which is plaguing the global economy. Secular stagnation as a theory was first
enunciated by Alvin Hansen, who was an American economist, in 1938. He talked about secular
stagnation in the context of the Great Depression. He argued at that time that the US economy was
suffering from a lack of investment opportunities linked to waning technological innovation, not
enough new workers coming on stream as a consequence of the ageing population, a lack of
immigration and a lack of economic growth and opportunities in America’s west. Hansen’s argument
was that there was a need for greater government intervention. That is certainly the view that has been
put forward by Larry Summers in the sense that monetary policy as a tool is not effective. It used to
be that you would try to use monetary policy to lower interest rates to therefore make borrowings
cheaper to encourage business to invest to simulate and grow the economy. What we are seeing now
is in this low interest rate environment, that is not occurring. So we are in somewhat uncharted
territory. Indeed secular stagnation as a theory that was enunciated by Hansen fell out of favour for a
number of years but Summers has revived it.
Why this is important is that if monetary policy is not an effective tool—and I appreciate this is the
jurisdiction of the commonwealth—then fiscal policy is. What Summers referred to is the need for
government to look at taking on debt to try and stimulate the economy, as austerity measures do not
work. At the end of the day what the economy needs is to focus on the three Ps. It needs to focus on
population growth, it needs to focus on workforce participation and it needs to focus on productivity.
We are very fortunate in this state because we are growing rapidly. From a population perspective we
are adding a city the size of Canberra to the city boundaries every three years. Indeed Paul Keating
has recently hypothesised that we are going back to the days of the pre-industrial revolution, where
population growth will be a key driver in terms of economic growth and prosperity.
But why this is important is that this government is getting on with the job of making these critical
investments. Indeed when you think about productivity from a state government perspective, we can
tackle productivity by becoming a smarter workforce, and that is by investing in education, which I note
the member for Forest Hill did not talk about. I suspect that might have been what he was referring to
as the fruits of largesse. And it is about investing in major capital infrastructure to increase productivity.
So that is why we are lifting the debt ceiling. That is why we are taking on more debt. We do not believe
in a lazy balance sheet. We want to use the assets of the state to grow the economy. It makes good
financial and prudent sense, because when you have got low levels of investment from the business
community, when you are seeing this level of secular stagnation dominating not just the Australian
economy but globally, you do need a strong hand and you do need a strong intervention of the state.
We will not let ideology dominate the position of this government like those opposite. We believe that
you need to make sure that you have the right tools at your disposal to grow the economy. As Deng
Xiaoping said, ‘It doesn’t matter whether it’s a black cat or a white cat. All that matters is that the cat
catches the mouse’. That is why we are making these sorts of investments to grow the economy, to
expand the economy and to ensure that we can create a fair, decent and reasonable economy. That is
why I think it is really important that we look at raising these debt levels to ensure that we have got
the capacity to seize the challenges that are confronting us.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4510

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 27 November 2019

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (10:59): I am delighted to rise to begin my contribution also on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates. I want to
refer particularly to section 8.8 on the water portfolio at page 196 and also section 9.33 in terms of
drought assistance on page 212, which are two areas that are very close to my heart, and not just to my
heart but to that of my electorate given that at the north-west end of my electorate Katamatite,
Yarroweyah, Cobram and Burramine are facing uncertain water allocations. Their current allocation
is 48 per cent, whilst further up the Ovens Valley Myrtleford, Whitfield and Edi are seeking support
to improve water infrastructure.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
CASEY PLANNING
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:01): My question is to the Premier.
Premier, Labor’s member for Cranbourne has misled the media about her relationship with John
Woodman. She received a fourfold increase in donations from the same developer in return for
backing his dodgy land rezoning and failed to properly declare all—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I warn members at this very early stage of question time: if people shout
across the chamber, they will be removed from the chamber without warning.
Mr M O’BRIEN: Labor’s member for Cranbourne received a fourfold increase in donations from
the same developer, John Woodman, in return for backing his dodgy land rezoning and failed to
properly declare all support in kind provided by Mr Woodman for her campaign. Given this, why does
the Premier believe that Labor’s member for Cranbourne is a fit and proper person to remain a member
of his Labor government?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The house will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:02): I think it is fair to say that in the hour before
question time we saw the Parliament at its best and with that effort we have seen the Parliament
perhaps at its worst. This one here is the IBAC Commissioner now apparently.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to resume his seat. There is too much shouting in the
chamber. I have warned members already they will be leaving the chamber if they keep shouting
across the chamber. The Premier has the call.
Mr ANDREWS: Thank you, Speaker. The Leader of the Opposition has essentially asked me to
reflect on the member for Cranbourne, and I am more than happy to do that. The member for
Cranbourne is out there every day working hard to deliver upgrades to schools and upgrades to kinders,
removing level crossings, upgrading rail lines and making sure we support our nurses, our ambulance
paramedics and our police. Every single day the member for Cranbourne is out there working hard to
deliver for her local community. I know the Leader of the Opposition is angry that the good people of
Cranbourne think so little of him, but maybe they have worked out—in fact I am confident they have—
that the member for Cranbourne is a fine person, a hardworking person, who even in her 12 months in
this place has done more for the state of Victoria than the Leader of the Opposition in all the lazy years
that he has loped around this precinct achieving precisely nothing. The Leader of the Opposition—
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Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will resume his seat. Before calling the Manager of
Opposition Business on a point of order, I ask the Leader of the Opposition to cease shouting across
the table and I ask the Premier to cease inviting interjections across the table.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, it is important that questions are relevant, succinct, factual
and direct, and under sessional order 11 the answers to the questions—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Carrum can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Carrum withdrew from chamber.
Mr Wells: The answers to the questions by the Premier need to be, under sessional order 11, direct,
factual, succinct and relevant, and I would ask you to bring him back to the content of what the Leader
of the Opposition was asking.
Ms Allan: On the point of order, Speaker, I listened very carefully to the question outlined by the
Leader of the Opposition and I clearly recall the question asking the Premier his opinion of the
hardworking member for Cranbourne, and that is exactly the answer that the Premier is giving. It is
entirely relevant within both standing and sessional orders.
The SPEAKER: The question was a very broad one and the Premier is being relevant to the
question that was asked.
Mr ANDREWS: Thank you very much, Speaker. There is no doubt about this: the member for
Cranbourne has my full confidence, my full support and the strong support of her local community.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to resume his seat. The member for Polwarth can leave
the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Polwarth withdrew from chamber.
Mr ANDREWS: The member for Cranbourne is an outstanding person doing outstanding work in
her local community. The Leader of the Opposition can come in here and try to deflect—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! When the house comes to order.
Mr ANDREWS: Let me conclude simply by making this observation: the Leader of the
Opposition may be desperate to divert attention from who is up at IBAC today. We remember the
former member for Mordialloc even if those opposite would prefer to forget her.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:06): Given that John Woodman has
donated $160 000 to Labor MPs and candidates, including the Deputy Premier, the Treasurer, the
Minister for Child Protection, the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, the member for
Macedon, the member for Cranbourne, the member for Ringwood, the member for Carrum, the former
member for Narre Warren South, the former member for Cranbourne and the Labor candidate for
Ferntree Gully, will the Premier today give a commitment to all Victorians that he will not allow the
Minister for Planning to sign off on the dodgy and tainted planning amendment C219?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:07): I do thank the Leader of the Opposition. Fancy
getting a question about dodgy planning decisions from this lot. We know you and the member for
Bulleen are not getting along lately, but—
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Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Premier to resume his seat. The member for South-West Coast
and the member for Mordialloc can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Members for South-West Coast and Mordialloc withdrew from chamber.
Mr ANDREWS: Thank you, Speaker. We will not be lectured by those opposite when it comes to
probity in planning decisions. The Minister for Planning will do as he always does: he will make a
decision based on—
Members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS: Anyone would think he was in a bit of bother, wouldn’t they? The staff have
fired him all up: ‘Get in there and show that you’re the man. Get in there and fire right up’. What a
pathetic performance.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, it is a very simple question: will the Premier require
the planning minister to knock out this dodgy planning amendment C219? That is the question. The
Premier has 15 seconds to advise if he is going to stand up for the developers or if he is going to
actually allow this to proceed.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is being relevant to the question that was put to him.
Mr ANDREWS: The Minister for Planning will make a decision in accordance with the law and
longstanding practice. It is not my practice to be directing the Minister for Planning. The Leader of the
Opposition is in more trouble— (Time expired)
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:09): I am delighted—
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: I will ignore the interjection where the Leader of the Opposition was trying to
convince me he has got more than 11 votes. That was what he just said then. I did not say it—he said it.
I am very pleased to update the house on the biggest infrastructure project that our state has ever seen,
and that is of course the Suburban Rail Loop. Planning is well underway: 12 months worth of hard
work to do the geotechnical work, the planning, the design—all of that careful work that goes into
delivering a significant infrastructure agenda, not just on this project but on so many others.
I was delighted to be out at Glen Waverley station with the member for Clarinda, the member for Mount
Waverley, the member for Burwood and of course the Minister for Transport Infrastructure on Sunday
to announce that this will be a standalone line, with seamless interchanges to the existing network,
moving around 400 000 passengers. This will be the busiest line on our network and will take 200 000
cars off our road network. It will create 20 000 jobs, 2000 of which will be for apprentices.
This is a massive project, with opportunities for so much more to connect where people work and
where they live, to provide links to all of those train lines, only having to go to the city if in fact you
need to—not forcing people to go into the city on one line and go out to the suburbs on another. This
is a critically important project, one that we said we would waste no time on, and Speaker, be in no
doubt: we are pushing forward to make sure that we are able to begin construction on the first stage
between Cheltenham and Box Hill in 2022, and we will deliver on that commitment.
I thank all the local members involved in that project. I thank all local communities and interested
parties who have been part of the work, and of course our team of engineers and experts, workers
doing a great job to get us there by 2022.
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CASEY PLANNING
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:11): My question is to the Minister for
Planning. Given the payments to Labor ministers, MPs and candidates by Mr Woodman for the
explicit purpose of securing approval of amendment C219, will the minister today give a commitment
to all Victorians that he will not sign off on this dodgy and tainted amendment?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:11): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. This amendment has in fact
been deferred—any decision-making on any rezoning of the land at Cranbourne West—because the
government has put on exhibition the Draft Melbourne Industrial and Commercial Land Use Plan.
Now, why is that relevant? It is relevant because we need to have further consideration of the need for
industrial land right through metropolitan Melbourne, whether it is in the south-east, whether it is in
the north or indeed whether it is in the west of Melbourne. It is important that we strike a balance
between, obviously, residential development and indeed the need for industrial land going forward.
If anyone has had the opportunity to have a look at that document, which is on the department’s
website—it has been available from 1 November; it is out for public consultation and exhibition until
the end of this year—they will note from the report that there are significant issues around industrial
land supply in the south-east—
Members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE: Are you right there? You got it?
Members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE: How about you tune in?
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will direct his remarks through the Chair.
Mr WYNNE: I beg your pardon, Speaker.
There is an undersupply of industrial and employment land in the south-east and the north and less so
in the west. That report is publicly available. I welcome the input of the opposition if they would like
to form a view and put a submission to me about that, and I will be making no decision in relation to
the rezoning of any land in Casey until after that work is complete.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:14): Mr Woodman said in reference
to donations to the Labor Party:
… there’s no question that in my enthusiasm to have C219 approved, there’s no question that I may have
increased the contribution.

Isn’t the reason why the minister has failed today to categorically rule out approving C219 that
Mr Woodman had donated $160 000 to the Labor Party, including to senior ministers, on the explicit
understanding that C219 would be approved?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:15): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his supplementary question. The answer
to that question is no.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (11:15):
I again rise to further update the house on the progress that the Andrews Labor government is making
on its unprecedented $70 billion worth of transport infrastructure projects around the state, and
particularly we are delivering the biggest investment in our road network that Victoria has ever seen.
Whether it is upgrading the roundabout at the end of your street or building our state’s biggest transport
projects, we are delivering road projects that Victorians need, and particularly whether it is the big road
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projects like the North East Link or the West Gate Tunnel, we are getting trucks off local roads and
giving those roads back to those local communities. In the suburbs we are fixing roads that Victorian
families rely on every day. Work is underway at Plenty Road, O’Herns Road and Hallam Road and we
are in the final stages of the massive upgrade of Thompsons Road. We have completed works as well
on the Chandler Highway bridge and the first stage of the Yan Yean Road upgrade, and we have
completed Victoria’s first continuous-flow intersection on Hoddle Street as well. There is absolutely
more when it comes to the Andrews Labor government. There is the work we are doing on suburban
road upgrades. There are 12 suburban roads to be done in the north and the south-eastern suburbs.
What is great about these projects is the partnership we have got with the federal government in
delivering these projects. That goes further: there is a partnership for stage 2 of the Monash Freeway,
and the Premier and the Prime Minister announced this. There is a partnership on the next stages of the
M80. There is a partnership on the South Gippsland Highway, and I was delighted to be with the federal
member for Gippsland when we were talking about the South Gippsland Highway. The second river
crossing at Echuca—I was delighted to be with the Deputy Prime Minister to announce that as well.
We are getting on in the suburbs and the regions, delivering the roads projects that Victorians need.
CASEY PLANNING
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:17): My question is again to the
Minister for Planning. Has any Labor member of Parliament or former Labor candidate made any
representation to the minister’s office about the C219 planning amendment?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:18): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. In relation to representations
that have been made to me—
Mr M O’Brien: To your office. The question is: to your office.
Mr WYNNE: To me or to my office?
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will direct his comments through the Chair.
Mr WYNNE: Thanks very much, Speaker. I do not understand what you are suggesting here. Is it
to me or to my office?
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister has asked for clarification. I am happy
to read it again, because this is an important question and the minister has sought clarification. Has
any Labor member of Parliament or former Labor candidate made any representation to the minister’s
office about the C219 planning amendment?
Mr WYNNE: No. No current member of Parliament has made any representation to me in relation
to this matter, or to my office.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (11:19): Did the member for Cranbourne
in her capacity as a Labor candidate or as a current MP approach your office about the planning
amendment being pushed by Mr Woodman?
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (11:19): I thank the member for his supplementary question. I was asked this question in a
doorstop yesterday and indeed again today. The current member for Cranbourne—who is doing a
splendid job, I might say, a splendid job—neither as a candidate nor indeed as a member has ever
raised this matter with me or with my office.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: INFRASTRUCTURE AND JOBS
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (11:20): This morning I spoke at the annual Victorian Major Projects Conference, and make
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no mistake: the government is leading the nation when it comes to delivering infrastructure and jobs.
We have delivered over half a million new jobs since November 2014, including 115 000 jobs through
our Big Build initiatives. There are $107 billion of capital projects currently underway, including
$70 billion across 119 major road and rail projects. A remarkable one in seven jobs in the Victorian
economy today have been created since this government was elected.
The previous government could barely manage 45 000 full-time jobs in its entire term, compared to
this government’s 330 000 jobs. They had negative gross state product per capita, they reached a 7 per
cent unemployment rate, they started no major projects and of course, under the member for Malvern,
they delivered the only budget deficit this state has seen in two decades. That is a fundamental
difference between those on that side of the house and us: we create jobs, we deliver the Big Build,
and they delivered the highest youth unemployment rate in 20 years.
I am proud to say that under this government business can be confident knowing that we are delivering
essential infrastructure like the Melbourne Metro project, the Level Crossing Removal Project and the
North East Link. These projects are why nearly 40 per cent of all full-time jobs created nationwide
since November 2014 have been created in Victoria. There are jobs to be had, and if of course the
Leader of the Opposition is in search of one, he will need a bit of training and he will get the
opportunity under this government.
POLITICAL DONATIONS
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (11:22): My question is to the Premier. Nine years ago the then Labor
government, which the Premier was a member of, along with the then Liberal opposition joined
together to oppose and defeat a Greens motion calling on them to refrain from accepting political
donations from property developers. Premier, do you acknowledge that this was the wrong decision
and commit on behalf of this government and its MPs to not accept political donations from property
developers?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:23): I do thank the member for Prahran for his
question. I was not aware that the ninth anniversary of the defeat of that Greens motion was today. I
am pleased that he has reminded the house of that defeat of that motion.
In all seriousness, though, it is very important to acknowledge that in the last 12 months or so it is our
government, not the Greens political party—who I think still hold the record for the largest single
campaign donation made to them, and then there was some confusion about how one might declare that
too; that took a little while to get there but they did in the end, and that is why we know about it—and
with not as much support from those opposite as we might have expected or in fact been led to believe
we could count on, that has made profound donation reform in this state. We stand by those reforms.
A member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: Really? No, interjections are disorderly. I will refrain from taking up that
interjection.
We have made profound reforms and they see us—I think all of us as a state, as a democracy—in a
better position than we have been at any other point. The transparency is very important. Limiting
donations is very important. Increasing public funding, the raft of other changes that were made as
part of that historic reform—we are proud to have made those changes.
At the same time though I do want to make the point that that does not excuse people from properly
declaring donations if they were received within the time frame prior to those laws operating. The
conduct of the last election will need to be in full accordance with the Electoral Act at that time. There
is no question about that. That is why it is always my expectation, and I am very confident, that
certainly from the point of view of the Labor Party and anybody associated with the Labor Party there
would be full declarations in accordance with the law.
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The changes that have been made are very important. As is the wont of the Greens political party, they
are very keen to take credit for just about everything. This one not so much, I do not think, because it
was the Labor government, our government, that made these changes, and they put us in a much better
position.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (11:26): On a supplementary question, the Premier refers to the donations
reforms that have recently been put in place. However, that reform does not cover local government
or local council candidates. In June this year the government did release a policy reform proposal
paper for local government that did include a proposed cap on donations to local council candidates,
so I ask: Premier, where is that proposal now?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (11:26): I am not quite sure of the link, but anyway the
member for Prahran asked a question in relation to legislative proposals and in effect an expansion of
the new regime that covers contests for this place to local government. The government is looking at
those matters closely. We think that there may well be—in fact there is—a strong case to have a greater
degree of transparency and potentially limiting, capping if you like, much like we have done for state
Parliament, in that tier of government.
It is appropriate to consult, it is appropriate to do that work carefully, to draft, to get that right. I cannot
confirm for the member for Prahran exactly when we will have an announcement to make on that, but
I can confirm for him that relevant ministers and others in government are working on that very matter.
If we can bring some of the reform we have made here at our level to local government, that would be
a wholly good thing.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: GENDER EQUALITY
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (11:27): I rise today to update the house on this government’s commitment to
supporting women in our construction industries. We are undertaking the biggest infrastructure agenda
this state has ever seen, creating thousands of jobs and making sure these jobs are for all Victorians.
Construction is the most male-dominated industry in our country, with women making up just 2 per
cent of the workforce, but we are committed to changing this. It is why we developed our Women in
Construction Strategy to increase the representation, the recruitment and the retention of women in
construction, and we are giving the construction industry the tools they need to improve on gender
equality with training and education so that women can thrive at work.
Five years ago we put gender equality at the heart of our policy agenda, and we have not wasted a
single day. The Andrews Labor government has delivered a gender-equal cabinet; government
benches are 48 per cent women—and how wonderful they are; and we have a whole-of-government
gender equality agenda backed up with meaningful investment.
In contrast, and sadly, five years ago those opposite were told they needed to improve their gender
equality credentials and get rid of archaic rules that required spouses to be in attendance at
preselections. Given the gender composition of those opposite, we know that spouse—
Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Speaker, the minister is using her opportunity now to attack the
opposition, and we know that that is in breach of the conventions of Parliament. I ask you to ask her
to continue on the regular path and not attack the opposition.
The SPEAKER: Order! I uphold the point of order. The minister should not use a statement as an
opportunity to attack the opposition.
Ms WILLIAMS: Given the gender composition, we know that spouses in that context means
wives. Five years on that rule is still in place and subject to yet another review.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have just asked the minister to move on to making a statement.
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Ms WILLIAMS: Gladly, Speaker. On this side of the house we do not need a review to tell us that
women are more than an accessory to be wheeled out on special occasions. We know that women are
competent and capable—
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, seriously. You have already cautioned the minister in
regard to the ministers statement. She is going down the same path. I would ask you to bring her back
to the ministers statement to talk about the policy in regard to her portfolio and not attack the
opposition.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member for that point of order.
Mr Staikos interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Bentleigh!
The minister did stray down the wrong path, but when she just started then I deemed that she was back
on talking about the government.
Ms WILLIAMS: We know that women are competent and capable. We know that women can
thrive in every single industry, and we know that women deserve a seat at every decision-making
table. Only Labor is committed to gender equality, and only Labor is genuinely getting it done.
Ms Ryan: On a point of order, Speaker, I am sorry, but I find that personally offensive.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member to resume her seat for one moment. The member
deserves to be able to be heard in silence when raising a point of order.
Ms Ryan: Speaker, I find it personally offensive that the minister, in her capacity as the Minister
for Prevention of Family Violence, would suggest that those on this side of the house are not concerned
about gender equality. To suggest that women on this side of the house are ornamental is deeply
offensive. I would ask you to counsel the minister against making such statements which actually—
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Eltham! The member for Euroa?
Ms Ryan: I am coming to it, Speaker—which actually served to undermine the role of all women
in this Parliament, and I would ask the minister to withdraw those remarks.
Ms Allan: On the point of order, Speaker, the member for Euroa has failed to identify which
standing order the minister is alleged to have offended. She has failed to comply with the procedures
outlined in Rulings from the Chair on how a point of order is to be raised succinctly and to the point
and must not be used as an opportunity to make a speech or grandstand on a particular issue. This is
repeat behaviour from those opposite. When it comes to this side of the house identifying an issue that
those opposite do not like, they use the points of order mechanism to stand up, make a speech and
grandstand on an issue. Their sensitivity on their failure to have women on their side of the house is
their problem. The standing orders of this place should not be used as an abuse to cover up their
embarrassment about the paucity of women on their side of the chamber.
Members interjecting.
Ms McLeish: On the point of order, Speaker, and in support of the member for Euroa: in breach
of standing order 120, ‘Objection to words’, I ask the minister to withdraw.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Eltham!
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Ms Green: On the point of order, Speaker, the leader of government business is absolutely correct
that the member for Euroa has entirely failed to identify the standing order, and she has also failed to
divulge that she and the member for Lowan were preparing the snacks for last night’s National Party
Christmas event.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Speaker, the member for Euroa has found that the comments
made by the minister were offensive and she has asked for them to be withdrawn. It is a very
straightforward request.
Members interjecting.
Mr Wells: It is a very straightforward request. You can yell and scream all you like, but it is a
straightforward request and a convention of this house.
Ms Hennessy: On the point of order, Speaker, as those on the other side of the house would be well
aware, you cannot make a request for a withdrawal on behalf of a political party. Whilst they may not
like the facts around the level of female representation on their side of the chamber, there is absolutely
no reflection personally on the member for Euroa and I would ask that you rule accordingly.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order for the very reasons that the
Attorney-General has just made. There are very clear previous rulings which point out that
withdrawals must be based on remarks made to an individual.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Police and Emergency Services!
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, the member for Euroa’s point of order was not what the
Attorney-General said, and I believe you have actually based your ruling on an interpretation from the
Attorney-General, not from what the member for Euroa said. The member for Euroa said she was
personally offended. She was not taking offence on behalf—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of The Nationals has the call.
Mr Walsh: Back to your ruling on the point of order, Speaker, that you based your ruling on what
the Attorney-General said and not what the member for Euroa said, and I actually ask you to reconsider
that decision—
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr Walsh: Are you the Speaker? I ask you, Speaker, to reconsider that ruling and rule in favour
of the member for Euroa and ask the minister to withdraw her offensive comments.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have already ruled on that matter. I am happy to bring to members’
attention the previous rulings that apply to this matter. We are on a question from the member for
Ripon—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Yuroke can leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Member for Yuroke withdrew from chamber.
Ms Kealy: On a point of order, Speaker, I think the gross hypocrisy of the Labor government, who
howl down with laughter when I simply get on my feet to raise a point of order, is absolutely
disgraceful. I am getting harassed by the leader of government business already. It is something that
goes on and on, and it needs to be made very clear that this is not the first time that we hear this
hypocrisy from Labor women in particular attacking women on this side.
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I would like to raise a point of order in relation to standing order 120. I take deep personal offence at
the comments made by the member for Yan Yean on the point of order of the previous matter. I think
it is absolutely disgraceful to try to say that women in this place are only good for serving up snacks
after work. That is not what occurred. It is deeply offensive that she would even go to that place, and
the fact that every member of the Labor government has supported her in that and laughed and heckled
about it shows exactly what this Premier and what this government stands for when it comes to
standing up for women.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Yan Yean to withdraw.
Ms Green: I withdraw.
Ms Allan: On a further point of order, Speaker, under Rulings from the Chair, chapter 20, ‘Points
of order’, I would like to draw to your attention and perhaps your consideration that a matter be referred
to the Standing Orders Committee. Standing order 120 covers asking members to withdraw matters
that people find personally offensive. It is there for a very good reason, and over the course of my time
in this place it has been used in the most serious of circumstances. It has been used when members
from time to time have gone outside of the bounds of decent behaviour in this place.
The Premier identified earlier how just before question time we saw the best of this place.
Unfortunately this question time has not been so great. So I would like your consideration on the
Standing Orders Committee needing to review standing order 120, because in this Parliament and in
the previous parliaments that I have been a member of I have observed that this has come to be used
as a mechanism for that which it perhaps was not originally intended to be used. It has become used
as a mechanism to attack the government, and I am simply asking you to reflect that this be a matter
referred to the Standing Orders Committee and that at the same time the principles in chapter 20,
‘Points of order’, also be referred to the Standing Orders Committee, because I think there perhaps
needs to be a consideration of how these are now used in a different manner to how they were
originally intended to be used.
Mr Walsh: On the point of order, Speaker, this is the second time now that the Leader of the
Government in this house has threatened the opposition with changing the standing orders if there is a
ruling that she does not like.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The house will come to order.
Ms Allan: I am personally offended, Peter. I’d like you to withdraw.
Mr Walsh: Well, I am not going to withdraw.
The SPEAKER: Order! The house will come to order.
Mr Walsh: This is second time that the Leader of the Government has grandstanded in this house
by saying, ‘We’ll change the standing orders if we don’t get what we want’. I think that is a lesson for
the Leader—
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Walsh: On the issue that she raised the second time, I actually think there is good reason to
have a discussion about this because the member for Yan Yean is the one who has exploited this clause
the most in trivial withdrawals. So I think, yes, it does need looking at. It is there for the most serious
offences and it is not to be trivialised. As I said, one member on the other side has done that repeatedly
in this house.
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The SPEAKER: I do not uphold the point of order, but I do think it is worthwhile members making
themselves aware of the previous rulings in relation to asking for the withdrawal of remarks. There
are long rulings that members on both sides of the house should read through so they understand quite
clearly how these procedures should work.
WEST GATE TUNNEL
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:41): My question is to the Treasurer. The Auditor-General’s report today
is damning of the Andrews Labor government’s management of market-led proposals, specifically of
the West Gate Tunnel deal with Transurban. The Department of Treasury and Finance is condemned
for failing to properly assess Transurban’s market-led proposal. The Auditor found:
DTF did not transparently assess the value of this source of uniqueness to the state compared to the next best
alternative available to government such as a competitive process with additional government guarantees.

I therefore ask: Treasurer, why did DTF fail to properly assess Transurban’s West Gate Tunnel deal,
a deal which has been found by the Parliamentary Budget Office to cost Victorians $33 billion more
than Transurban is paying?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (11:42): I thank the member for Ripon for her question, but in this case—and with the
greatest respect—the Auditor-General is wrong. The government rejects not only the report but the
recommendations contained in the report. Let me be very clear: the professionalism of the Department
of Transport, the Department of Treasury and Finance and might I say Victoria Police, in respect of
their police headquarters, has been nothing short of outstanding. Any suggestion that they have acted
other than professionally in the performance of their responsibilities is just not acceptable to this
government. We will make the very point: quite often we see in public life a situation where politicians
put public servants in front of them in order to take criticism. That will not happen with this
government—not in circumstances where public servants have acquitted their responsibilities in a
pristine way.
Let me be clear: now having had the opportunity to reject the Auditor-General’s report, let me give
you the four reasons why the Auditor-General is clearly wrong in his findings. Firstly, the report makes
recommendations that quite extraordinarily contradict recommendations previously made by the
Auditor-General in a 2011 report around how you deal with induced demand. Secondly, the AuditorGeneral refused consistently to properly engage with the Department of Treasury and Finance. You
would have thought that was a reasonable point in circumstances where the criticism was directed not
at the government but at the department. Thirdly, the Auditor-General has fundamentally
misunderstood and might I say misrepresented our market-led proposal process and indeed did not
engage the proper expertise to complete the project. We have taken on the leading experts in the world
with regard to economic modelling and with regard to transport and traffic modelling, and we stand
very much by the work that has been done. Finally, the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office discounted
and rejected the security advice of Victoria Police about what they actually needed with regard to their
police facilities. So when it comes to taking security advice, we are going to rely on Victoria Police.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (11:45): Isn’t it a fact that not only did the Treasurer have a financial interest
in Transurban at the time he signed off on this dodgy deal but his former staffer, Tim Salathiel, was
employed by Transurban, which gave Transurban a rails run to win this multibillion-dollar contract
which will slug motorists higher tolls for decades?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations) (11:46): The answer to the member’s question is no. Might I also say this report is illogical,
incoherent and impossible to implement.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRAINING
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education) (11:46): I rise to update the house on how the
Andrews Labor government is training Victorians to work on Victoria’s Big Build. The Andrews
Labor government’s free TAFE initiative is already an enormous success, with 36 000 Victorians
enrolling in a free TAFE course as at September this year. That has been a 54 per cent increase in free
TAFE building and construction courses this year compared to last year. That includes a 92 per cent
increase in enrolments for certificate IV in building and construction, a 154 per cent increase in
enrolments for the diploma of building and construction and a 292 per cent increase in enrolments for
the advanced diploma of building surveying. From next year the new $16 million Victorian Tunnelling
Centre will train around 3500 workers in tunnel-boring machine operation and underground
construction each year.
Six massive tunnel-boring machines are needed to build the West Gate Tunnel and Metro Tunnel
projects, with Metro Tunnel’s first TBM recently launched from North Melbourne. The centre will be
completed in March of next year and will be taking students from April 2020.
But there are always alternative approaches. You could cut TAFE funding. You could shut TAFE
campuses down—you are kidding—sack 2000 workers—
Mr Wells: I am always amused at why you get so angry when we are talking about education. You
are always so angry when you talk about education. On a point of order, Speaker, can I just say a
ministers statement is not an opportunity to attack the opposition, and he has got 27 seconds to get out
that punchline.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr MERLINO: Thank you, Speaker. An alternative approach is you could build nothing. And do
you want to know why I get angry? Guess what those opposite promised to do to TAFE last election,
12 months ago? Not one dollar—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister will resume his seat. If the Manager of Opposition Business
wants to raise a point of order, he needs to do so straightaway.
Mr Wells: You have got 13 seconds to get the punchline out.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr MERLINO: On this side of the house we gave the people of Victoria the choice of free TAFE,
the choice of a $220 million infrastructure fund, building education and training—delivering nothing
on that side.
Mr Blackwood: On a point of order, Speaker, currently I have a number of questions on notice
still outstanding from the Minister for Health. Question 1182 was due for an answer on 12 October,
and also questions 248 and 249 were due on 5 April, earlier this year, which is absolutely a disgrace.
The SPEAKER: I will follow those matters up.
Rulings by the Chair
CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
The SPEAKER (11:50): Just before calling the first constituency question, last sitting Thursday I
committed to reviewing the transcript of the Member for Gippsland South’s constituency question
following a point of order from the Member for Essendon about whether the question was in fact a
series of questions. At the time I noted that I thought the question was admissible but that I would
double-check the Hansard. I confirm that the question was in order as it was a series of sub-questions
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on a single topic. I refer members to Speaker Maddigan’s ruling in 2004, which states while members
may not ask multiple questions on a related issue, a question in multiple parts is admissible.
Constituency questions
ROWVILLE ELECTORATE
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (11:51): (1685) The constituency question I wish to raise is for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. Minister, what support has the government put in place for the
upcoming fire season in Knox and surrounding areas? Minister, with extreme fires in New South Wales
and Queensland, Victorians are looking ahead to summer and wondering what lies ahead where they
live. Knox lies at the foothills of the Dandenong Ranges, and our brigades provide crucial support, as
they did on Black Saturday, when the Dandenong Ranges are at risk of fire. Blackspots in the CFA’s
new digital radio system are a huge concern for communities. It is 10 years after Black Saturday and
the royal commission recommended addressing this as a priority; the system still has problems.
For all the government’s recruitment rhetoric and dramatic ads warning Victorians to prepare for the
upcoming fire season, the Premier’s own treatment of CFA volunteers has been reckless at best.
Volunteer numbers are down by 4000 after the Premier’s war on the CFA, while the government have
failed to meet their own volunteer target by 5000 volunteers.
SUNBURY ELECTORATE
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (11:52): (1686) Thank you Acting Speaker Spence, and welcome back.
My question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. Minister, what is the
latest information on the rollout of the Andrews Labor government’s Solar Homes program in the
Sunbury electorate? Acting Speaker, as you know, this government is indeed taking serious and
positive action on climate change. We are not interested in cheap stunts and not interested in political
posturing. We are about investing in renewable energy, putting the power back in the hands of
Victorians and also improving the health of our planet. This government is taking bold steps to increase
the supply of renewable energy. As members know, by 2030 renewables will form at least 50 per cent
of Victoria’s energy supply. We aim to have more than 700 000 homes that will have will taken
advantage of our Solar Homes program over 10 years. This is of course on top of a significant
investment in wind energy and battery storage. You can either talk about positive action on climate
change or you can get on and deliver it. I am incredibly proud that the Andrews Labor government is
taking extraordinary large-scale action right across the state to continue to deliver in renewables.
OVENS VALLEY ELECTORATE
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (11:53): (1687) My question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and I ask it on behalf of Donna Irvine, who has concerns around
missing funds paid to the Muckatah reserve. Minister, the former Muckatah Recreation Reserve
committee of management, who were recently sacked, were recipients of over $400 000 from a wide
range of government grants. This was over a 10 year period. This recreation reserve is under
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning management. Mrs Irvine asks: will the
government confirm a thorough audit of all the grants given to this recreation reserve and refer any
misappropriations or missing items to the police?
NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (11:53): (1688) My constituency question is to the Minister
for Tourism, Sport and Major Events, and I ask: what is the latest information on the eight new netball
courts set to be built at Yarra Bend Park in Fairfield? Eight brand-new, competition-grade courts are
planned for the park as part of the Andrews government’s inner-city netball program, a program
championed by my Labor predecessor, Fiona Richardson. The Andrews government has committed
$8 million to the project, which will see not only the courts built but also a new pavilion with femalefriendly facilities that can be used for local netball, cricket, fishing and soccer clubs. Alphington
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Netball Club is due to make the site their home, and I know they are keen to hear an update on how
the project is tracking.
CAULFIELD ELECTORATE
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (11:54): (1689) My question is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Local police officers in my electorate remind me that there has never been a
more dangerous time to be a police officer in Victoria, yet they do not feel supported by the Andrews
Labor government when it comes to their remuneration. More than 3000 Victorian police officers are
attacked each year, with a spike in gang bashings, car rammings and criminals willing to fire at police
officers. Minister, I therefore ask you: what have you done to ensure that our local police are supported
and that they get the outcome they deserve in regard to their enterprise bargaining agreement? We are
coming up to a busy summer holiday period, and the last thing we need is police unrest and industrial
action just because your government will not support hardworking police. Police need to be supported,
and they should be paid what they deserve.
NARRE WARREN SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (11:55): (1690) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Prevention of Family Violence and concerns family violence services in my electorate. Minister, how
is the Andrews Labor government supporting survivors of family violence in the Narre Warren South
electorate? Too often constituents in my electorate and across the state are faced with the difficult
question of where to go or what to do when in domestic violent situations. I was honoured to join the
Member for Carrum in the recent Walk Against Family Violence in Dandenong, where we heard
incredibly brave stories from survivors of family violence. I look forward to sharing the minister’s
response with the Narre Warren South community.
EVELYN ELECTORATE
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (11:56): (1691) My constituency question is for the Minister for Sport
on behalf of local residents involved in equestrian sports in my electorate. Will the government support
the Yarra Valley equestrian park project and commit funding to develop and construct a world-class
equestrian facility at the site of the old hunt club in Yering? Around 3700 Yarra Valley locals at
40 clubs participate in equestrian activities. They are constrained by existing facilities, which are
inadequate to host recreational and competitive events, and they have to be on the road weekly,
travelling long hours and significant distances with their horses.
Equestrian sports are among the few sports where women and men compete equally and that have
high female participation. It is critical that girls and women in my electorate are given the opportunity
locally to remain involved in these healthy, family-focused outdoor sports. It would be a huge asset
for our local community and Victoria, and it would also provide economic benefit, tourism and
employment. I look forward to the minister’s response.
BAYSWATER ELECTORATE
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (11:57): (1692) My constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government in the other place, Adem Somyurek. I rise to ask the minister for an update on the
successful Living Libraries program. Libraries are an integral part of the fabric of our community—
they always have been. The state government does not shy away from backing in libraries either, with
the successful Living Libraries Infrastructure Program allowing local councils to renew and refresh
libraries. It was great to see so many successful applications in the last round, which will see nine local
libraries receive funds to deliver warm, welcoming spaces these communities can indeed be proud of.
A great local library in my patch is the Knox Library, in Westfield Knox. Due to skyrocketing
patronage it has outgrown its footprint. It was built in 1977 and is a shining example of a successful
community space. It is by far the most popular library in Knox and ranks in the top three of the most
successful libraries in the outer east. The council plans on more than doubling its size by moving
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premises. This will cater for more and more people choosing to use the Knox central library. I would
be keen to get an update on this fantastic program from the minister, and I thank the minister for the
work he and the government are doing in this space and for his consideration of my question.
HASTINGS ELECTORATE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (11:58): (1693) My question is to the Minister for Planning. My
community wants to know when the minister will release an environmental assessment of Labor’s and
AGL’s plans for Crib Point. Labor’s and AGL’s plan is to moor a 300-metre-long floating storage
regasification unit at Crib Point, where liquefied natural gas will be turned into gas and piped into the
state’s transmission system at Pakenham. On 9 October 2018, not coincidentally just weeks prior to the
election and under threat of a vigorous campaign against the plan in Labor marginal seats, the minister
reluctantly announced that the proposal would undergo an environment effects statement. While my
community patiently awaits the release of the effects statement, there is in reality zero possibility that
the Andrews Labor government will not give it the go-ahead. Both Labor and AGL have far too much
invested in this proposal to let the environmental wishes of my community get in their way. My
community is totally opposed to this plan, and the 6000-plus signatures that I have tabled in this house
are a testament to that. Once this is in place at Crib Point, from a planning perspective it is almost
impossible for us to stop any other toxic and unwanted industry setting up there. Labor may revisit its
plan to build bitumen and urea plants, both needing B-double trucks. (Time expired)
FOOTSCRAY ELECTORATE
Ms HALL (Footscray) (11:59): (1694) My constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The question I ask is: can the minister update me on the rollout of new Myki gates,
particularly in my seat of Footscray? The next-generation Myki gates scan cards instantly, minimising
potential delays at the station gates, particularly during peak times. They have recently been installed
at Footscray station, and it is obvious to all how much these new readers assist people getting to and
from platforms. Other busy stations in my electorate, such as Sunshine, have older Myki gates, and I
think installing new gates with quick touch-on readers would make a real difference for commuters.
Are there any plans to roll out these new Myki gates at any other stations locally in my electorate?
Statements on parliamentary committee reports
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Debate resumed.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (11:59): I will resume my contribution on the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC) Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates. I was busy telling the
house about sections 8.8 and 9.33, seeking support to improve water infrastructure. I will begin with
the irrigators, on page 212 of this report, where $12.6 million has been allocated to drought-affected
farmers. If we compare that to the 50 level crossing removals, with an $8.3 billion outlay, that averages
out at $166 million per crossing. If we think about $166 million per crossing and compare that to the
demise of farming communities throughout regional Victoria, it really is a paltry amount, the
$12.6 million.
I also want to refer to the fixed water charges from Goulburn-Murray Water. Goulburn-Murray Water
allocations as they currently stand in the Murray system are only 48 per cent; again, people in those
communities need to pay 100 per cent of their water allocation even though they are only getting
48 per cent. I can only imagine the outcry, the uproar, in metropolitan Melbourne if people were
charged 100 per cent of their electricity bill but were only allowed to use it for 48 per cent of the time,
or the same with their water charges, if they got charged 100 per cent of their water bill and they could
only use it 48 per cent of the time.

STATEMENTS ON PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE REPORTS
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Assembly

4525

Page 212 of the PAEC report is another damning reminder of the insignificance that regional Victoria
is to this MCG, this Melbourne-centric government. Victoria needs to do more to support irrigation
families and the Victorian government should take steps, including standing up for Victoria on the
Murray-Darling Basin plan, the construction of lock zero and the immediate return of 75 gigalitres
owed to irrigators.
But as I mentioned, in section 8.8 of the report, on page 196, are key issues in the water portfolio.
Residents in the Ovens Valley are asking, ‘Why is this government so determined to ignore building
new dams?’. We are in the midst of a national drought and the federal government are absolutely
looking for projects—looking to invest in regional Victoria, looking to invest in nation-shaping
projects—and they are prepared to fund the feasibility and they are prepared to fund, or partially fund,
the building of this infrastructure. So while Victoria sits on its hands, we say to this government that
if it was for Melbourne residents, they would jump at a minute’s notice to take up this funding, but
they certainly will not consider it when it is for regional Victoria.
On page 198, section 8.8.2, ‘Water security infrastructure projects’, talks about water security in East
Grampians, $17 million, and water security in Mitiamo, $10 million. And I ask again: why isn’t there a
line item there referring Big Buffalo to the National Water Grid Authority? That costs absolutely
nothing—absolutely zero. The National Water Grid Authority have $100 million available to do these
feasibility studies, to do these research projects and to look at nation-shaping projects. The
commonwealth also has upwards of $3.5 billion, closer to $3.8 billion, to build dams. Big Buffalo would
be 40 times larger than the current Lake Buffalo. The land is already currently owned by the government,
and we are looking to do this feasibility study because there are some good opportunities for hydroelectricity and this would be a win-win not just for regional Victoria but for Victorians all over.
Going back to the drought assistance package in the PAEC report, page 212, the $12.6 million—which
was on top of, granted, the $45.8 million—is still inadequate. The Murray-Darling Basin plan is on
life support. We need to revisit the plan. The Victorian government can give useful recommendations,
construct lock zero, redraft the plan with the understanding of the recent science that casts doubt on
the South Australian claim that the lower lakes were freshwater, make better use of the desal plant and
review the long term for the environment. That is what hurts at the moment. It is embarrassing the
amount of water that is going down the Murray River to support the red gums that do not need it and
to the lower lakes for evaporation.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (12:04): I refer to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(PAEC) inquiry into the budget estimates and in particular to the contribution from the Minister for
Housing. I want to emphasise the commitment that the Andrews Labor government has made to
housing and homelessness. The minister underscored this before PAEC by highlighting that there has
been $1.2 billion of investment since 2014. This continues today with more than $400 million in the
2019–20 budget allocated to the housing portfolio.
I am hoping to add value to what the minister said during question time. He outlined what the Victorian
government is looking for, which is to try and get a balance between industrial and residential land in
Melbourne’s north. This is something I have been campaigning for for a long time. I want to look to
the future and how we can continue to reimagine the Australian dream. The need for affordable
housing is one of Australia’s biggest concerns. We are using population growth to drive economic
activity, and therefore one of our best responses would be to provide affordable housing where we
already have the established infrastructure. This will save a fortune. We are looking to reimagine the
future of industries and jobs, and this is an area that has the industrial heritage.
The strategy I am proposing is to unleash the economic growth potential of Broadmeadows to deliver
the aspiration people crave. Here is the plan, here is the opportunity and here is the place where it all
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comes together. We can make it the centrepiece for the revitalisation of Broadmeadows.
Broadmeadows matters because it symbolises hope and the promise of Australia. This is where you
get your start, as my late dad always said, in the land of opportunity—and he was right. We can go
back into these blue-collar communities and reimagine them and revitalise them. Here is the Australian
dream for the future. Here are the new industries and jobs.
We can also add beauty. Why don’t we do that as well? There are about 2000 homes that were built
in the 1950s that are well past their use-by date. They were concretes home only defined by different
pastel colours. Well, we can do better than that, and we should for the people that I represent. This is
the opportunity. I know for a fact that the Minister for Housing is a man of conviction on these matters
because I worked with him previously on the old Mews—a derelict site in the electorate—and this
was before I was the MP. The revitalisation there with Valley Park is outstanding. The government
was able to create competition between different companies by using market forces, and so we need
to get the competitive edge in there as well.
Also I really want to highlight the opportunity we have with superannuation funds. There is now
$2.8 trillion in Australian superannuation funds, and this will rise to $5 trillion by 2030.
Superannuation funds are going to have more money than the Australian gross domestic product. So
here is what I am trying to do, and here is how we can connect the disconnected, provide new
opportunities, revitalise communities and get the balance right between the industrial land and the
residential land. Melbourne’s north will soon have a population greater than Adelaide. This is the same
situation as in Melbourne’s west. This is where we have the growth.
We have the infrastructure. The Andrews Labor government widened the Tullamarine Freeway, we
have the ring-road and we have the curfew-free international airport at the back door. This is a
concentration of wonderful blue-chip infrastructure. We have now attracted a $500 million investor
from the private sector to put that money into new industries and new jobs at the Ford sites. That is a
carve-out for my colleagues in Geelong as well, because they will get to benefit from this also. This is
what we should be doing. I am looking for unity tickets to drive these propositions.
We have been able to deliver city deals. We have got those city deals for Melbourne’s north and west.
It is not just the west; it is the north too. I do not want Melbourne’s north to be last and I do not want
Broadmeadows to be left out, because that is what has happened all my life. So we are going to keep
fighting and campaigning for this.
Here is a strategy that will work. It will deliver what we are all wanting to achieve: better economic
and cultural development and social cohesion. This is why Labor matters. When Labor is in power
this is what it does best.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (12:09): I rise to speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates. Having been a member of PAEC this year—I took over the
mantle of the Greens representative on that committee from former member Sue Pennicuik—I will
make some comments on the budget estimates process. I also acknowledge the other members who
are also on PAEC along with the former chair who oversaw those proceedings, Phil Dalidakis, who
of course has now left Parliament.
Whilst there have been, as part of the process, some positive changes that may have occurred
previously—certainly I appreciated the chance to be able to put questions on notice and to ask
questions in a single time block rather than it being divvied up and only having a short amount of time
to ask and get questions answered—there really does need to be a reform of the estimates process in
Victoria. I think this was reflected by some of the media commentary at the time on the hearings
themselves.
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There was, with all due respect to the government members, far too much time taken up by Dorothy
Dixers, if you will, from government members. That really does undermine it. The key function of the
estimates process is accountability and transparency, and I think that having far too much time allotted
to very lengthy government questions undermined that. It was also squashed into a relatively short
amount of time, with very extended late-night sittings. That makes it quite difficult for nongovernment members to do their job, particularly when you come down with a serious case of the flu,
as I did at the time.
There really does need to be a look at reforming how we do estimates in Victoria, including giving
equal time to government and non-government members and potentially even allocating questions
amongst the various standing committees that we already have in Parliament, which are already
researching a lot of the issues that we are addressing in Parliament, rather than just having one
committee question all ministers. Certainly further work does need to be done to make the estimates
process more effective.
I just want to talk about the report itself. Clearly there are two big financial issues facing this state.
One is the decline in revenue from stamp duty, and the other is the high level of debt required to fund
infrastructure. I just want to talk about the government’s response to that. Yes, the state is facing a
revenue write-down of stamp duty, I think costing about $1 billion over what was originally forecast.
The government’s response to this does seem to have resulted in really going after public sector
workers as the way of belt-tightening.
Firstly, the 2 per cent public sector wage cap, which is lower than the projected CPI, could result in
real wage cuts for public sector workers. It is none other than the governor of the Reserve Bank who
has been calling for this wage cap which is in place federally and across other states to be lifted,
because not only does it actually put a brake on wage growth amongst public sector workers but it also
puts a brake on wage growth across the private sector as well. Really at a time when wage growth is
low and when this is one of the big issues that I and I am sure members opposite as well are
campaigning on for higher wages, lifting this wage cap will mean higher wages for workers across all
sectors of the government.
Secondly, there is the $1.8 billion public sector efficiency dividend. I actually spoke about this issue
in my inaugural speech. I spoke about moving away from the boom-bust cycle of governing and cuts
being hidden as imaginary efficiency dividends. This review that the government is undertaking is
focused primarily not on the effectiveness and the quality of the public service but on delivering a
predetermined financial saving that will lead to cuts, worse outcomes and job losses.
What the government has not looked at is reform of stamp duty overall. This, as stated in the report,
is a volatile source of revenue. There are many proposals backed by a number of think tanks and
institutions looking to replace that with a broad-based land tax. There is also other revenue that can be
gained—for example, from the windfall profits of property developers from land zoning and from the
banks as well.
Finally, I want to touch on the state debts. We certainly welcome borrowing to build, taking advantage
of public interest rates to borrow to build. This is something we have pushed for for a long time. What
is missing in this state is, firstly, a transparent and clear transport plan—you just have to read the
Auditor-General’s report to figure out why we need that; and secondly and finally, what we need is a
big build of public housing. Social infrastructure—that is what is missing in this state.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Report on the 2019–20 Budget Estimates
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (12:14): It is a pleasure to rise and speak on the committee
report on the inquiry into the 2019–20 Victorian budget and to follow my Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee colleague, the member for Prahran. I acknowledge the work of all PAEC
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members as we work towards scrutinising as a Parliament the Victorian budget and also the important
role that all members play in that. I also want to acknowledge the outstanding work of the PAEC staff,
the secretariat, in putting together this report. I think all members worked incredibly well together. We
were supported by an incredible PAEC secretariat team and we put on the record our appreciation.
I want to dwell on two parts of the report which I think go to the values of the Victorian government’s
budget that we analysed through those PAEC hearings. One is around my portfolio area as the
Parliamentary Secretary for Schools, and it is the revolutionary school building and kinder agenda that
is underpinning the prosperity of our youngest and brightest in Victoria. I want to also just reflect on
the infrastructure agenda, particularly some of those big projects that are seeing the light of day only
because of an Andrews Labor government.
In the school infrastructure space, by 2026 we will be building 100 new schools. Remember that when
we inherited government from those opposite there was not a single school build in that 2016 window.
We were left dealing with the challenges of population growth and a significant maintenance backlog
and managing the 36 000 school buildings and assets that we had across Victoria. There was a lack of
investment in schools, and we are repairing and restoring a significant trust and confidence in
education. When we came to government saying that we want to be the Education State, that was
about values. It is about how you prioritise the youngest in our state and the obligation that we have
to make sure every child, regardless of their circumstances, gets the very best opportunity in education.
This Victorian budget, the fifth of the Andrews Labor government, delivers that in spades. There is
more than $1 billion in infrastructure investment in capital works and a maintenance blitz that is
transforming our school builds across the board. There were areas that had not seen any funding by
those opposite over their four years—had not seen any funding whatsoever. Even those that served
their communities were not investing in their own patch. Every single school, all 1531 government
schools, benefit because of the maintenance blitz the Andrews Labor government announced.
When we think about the great work of the member for Carrum as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Early Childhood Education, linked in with the Minister for Education, we have three-year-old kinder.
What a social policy reform. It has been rolled out in rural and regional areas, and you can listen to the
hope and prosperity as you are going around the Mallee talking to early childhood education providers.
That is where it starts—in our regional and rural areas. It is exciting to see that investment over the
forward estimates in early childhood education.
It would be remiss of me not to talk about some of the infrastructure agenda. I will tell you what: we
talked on the architect’s bill yesterday, and anyone that was in construction could not get a job under
those opposite five years ago. The state had ground to a halt. There was not a major infrastructure
project going. There was one that they were knocking about in the planning stage that they would not
release any information on. We have come to government with a $100 billion-plus infrastructure
agenda. The inquiry into the budget shows that substantial investment. There is the start of the
Suburban Rail Loop. The member right next to me, the member for Mount Waverley, is up and about
on it. He is loving the delivery that that will provide to his electorate. The tunnelling, the boring, will
get underway in quick succession, going from Cheltenham running through to Box Hill. This is a
transformational project. It is that vision and leadership of doing projects that need to be done to
underpin the prosperity of our state—not in a four-year cycle and based on a project that does not stack
up—that is transforming our community and the way we get around.
Then there is the $6.6 billion investment in level crossing removals. I tell you what: we are excited
down along the Frankston line. The Chelsea level crossings have been fast-tracked. That work has
been underpinned in this budget investment of $6.6 billion. We are going to be underway next year in
2020. It is incredibly exciting when we see the transformation that is occurring in the Carrum electorate
and we see it further up the line in Mentone and Cheltenham. It is an exciting time in infrastructure
investment. It would not have happened under those opposite. Further to that, on their Get Back in
Control campaign pamphlet they actually put Mentone and Cheltenham back to 2023. I mean, they
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were never going to deliver level crossing removals. This budget underpins substantial economic
investment for our communities.
Business of the house
STANDING AND SESSIONAL ORDERS
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure) (12:19):
I move:
That, as recommended by the Standing Orders Committee’s Report on a Review of the Standing Orders,
November 2019, this house:
(1) amends the standing orders as detailed in appendix 1 of the report, with the changes to come into effect
from 1 January 2020;
(2) amends the sessional orders as detailed in appendix 2 of the report, with the changes to come into
immediate effect;
(3) amends the joint standing orders as detailed in appendix 3 of the report, with the changes to come into
effect immediately on their agreement by the Council; and
(4) sends a message to the Legislative Council requesting their agreement to proposed new joint standing
order 25.

This motion is in effect to give effect to the report on a review of standing orders that was tabled in
this place during the last sitting week. At the outset, I would like to acknowledge the work of all
members of the committee, led superbly by our Speaker in that committee process. The members of
the committee had a number of meetings to consider what were primarily a range of recommendations
that came to us from the clerks of the Parliament that there needed to be a bit of a general tidy-up of
our standing orders. It has been some time since the standing orders had been looked at in this way. I
remember the debates in this place in I think 2003, ahead of the standing orders as we largely know
them now being brought into place. There have not been a lot of substantial changes to the standing
orders since that time.
I should say that whilst there are not large and substantial changes in this package, there are a number
of important improvements to the way the Parliament operates. A lot of the changes are reflecting
current practice as we have come to know it in this place, and there are a couple of issues that were
considered by the committee that for various reasons which I will go to in a moment were considered
appropriate to incorporate in this motion today. I do hope that this motion, given that the report of the
committee had bipartisan support within that committee, if I recall correctly, is supported. I do not
think there was any dissent on the final report, and that committee contains Labor members, coalition
members and an Independent member. There was unanimous support for that. I am sure there are
always other things people would like to have added in, but given the primary purpose of this was, as
I said, to do a bit of a general tidy-up based on the recommendations of the clerks, who have had the
opportunity to review these things on our behalf, I am happy on behalf of the government to move this
motion and I think also I can say on behalf of my fellow committee members.
I just want to touch on a couple of issues that form part of the changes and draw them to the house’s
attention. I note that the speaking list for today contains other members of the committee: my friends
the member for Bentleigh, the member for Thomastown and—should I call you a friend, member for
Murray Plains?—the member for Murray Plains. The member for Ripon and the member for
Shepparton I think are also going to speak on this.
Ms Staley interjected.
Ms ALLAN: Is that to him or to me? I am looking forward to the member for Murray Plains’s
contribution on the matter of the condolence motions, and I am in anticipation of that.
I want to start firstly with some of the changes that we are proposing around the election of the Speaker.
Again, this is a bit of a clarification and a tidy-up of the language that is contained in the current standing
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orders. It proposes a clarification of how the result of the ballot for the election of the Speaker is
communicated to the house. At the moment the standing orders are silent on how the result is
communicated, and we are recommending that in the future the Clerk announce to the house the number
of votes received for each candidate and also the number of informal votes. The number of informal
votes is important because obviously a candidate needs to receive more than half of the formal votes of
members present to be elected Speaker. As I said, is that is a bit of a tidy-up. From my recollection of
the discussion in the committee, most other jurisdictions in this country do report the number of votes
received in the election of the Speaker, so we will be in alignment with those other parliaments.
We are also removing from this section the requirement for the Clerk to notify the house if the Speaker
is absent at the start of a sitting day, allowing the Deputy Speaker to take the chair without an
announcement being made. The Deputy Speaker is also a member of our committee, and I think it just
makes sense that if you have got a deputy, they are obviously there for a purpose, and that purpose is
that when the Speaker is not there, the deputy can take the chair. So we are removing that level of
unnecessary formality.
Moving on to the change that is being proposed around condolence motions. This excited quite a bit
of debate in the committee—probably quite a bit of conversation rather than debate. I think the issue
was prosecuted primarily by the member for Murray Plains, who has a keen interest in this matter, and
I will let him give his own reasons for that. I dare not put words in the mouth of the member for Murray
Plains. This motion is proposing that we add in a new provision that allows members—indeed we will
have to, in giving effect to this, go back and ask former members—to notify the Clerk if they would
not like a condolence motion moved in the event of their death. Of course this is applicable to those
members of this place who are fortunate to hold executive positions—ministers, Speakers and the like;
there is a prescribed list in the standing orders. It would apply to those members, and they will be
asked to notify the Clerk if they do not want a condolence motion upon their passing.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms ALLAN: Yes, I said current and former members, just to clarify. At the moment our processes
are silent on the wishes of the person who has passed on, and this will give the opportunity for those
who wish to be conscientious objectors to the idea that they might be the subjects of condolence
motions upon their passing to have a say in how they are remembered by the house. That, after some
interesting discussion, was agreed to by the committee.
There are a number of small changes around the consideration of petitions. This includes the addition
of a new standing order that outlines that if an order of the day for consideration of a petition remains
on the notice paper for 30 sitting days without it being moved for debate, it will be removed from the
notice paper on the next day of sitting, but if a member desires to have that petition remain on the
notice paper, they can write to the Clerk and require that order of the day to remain. Again, this brings
the consideration of petitions in line with the timing and consideration of motions on the notice paper.
The motion makes a small but I think important change in terms of how the house operates and the
language used to introduce bills and clarifies the procedure for moving the second reading of a bill
immediately after the first reading. This particularly applies to the clarification of some of the language
when non-government members move to introduce bills in this place. We saw that this morning with
the moving of a private members bill. The wording at the moment is a bit clunky. It asks for a member
to move by leave. They actually do not need leave—they have the right to move to introduce a private
members bill—so we are tidying up the language to clarify that method of introducing bills.
We are also putting into the standing orders a practice that has now become commonplace for the last—
I am going to take a guess—six or seven years during the budget debate each year. The standing orders
provide for members to speak for up to 15 minutes on appropriation bills. We do not have that speaking
time available for those occasions where the budget is the subject of a take-note motion. Normally we
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have members speak by leave for up to 15 minutes. We are just wanting to standardise that practice for
the appropriation bill, whether it is the substantive bill debate itself or the take-note motion.
There are a number of other small changes around removing redundant standing orders and amending
the standing orders in a number of different areas. There will be no grievance or matter of public
importance debate in the first week of a new Parliament, and a number of outdated sections have been
removed regarding sound transmission, reflecting that we are in a modern time and that our standing
orders need to be in accordance with that.
Finally, I think this is one we will all be grateful for on the Thursday of the first sitting week of next
year when we come in and have changed the length of time the bells are rung for divisions. At the
moment the practice of the house has been that the bells are rung for 4 minutes for the first division of
each new bill. We are proposing that for subsequent divisions on bills it be left to the discretion of the
Speaker for those bells to be rung for 1 minute. As I said, that is going to be a particular favourite for us
all on a Thursday afternoon after a long sitting week. I should remind the house that these provisions
do not come into effect until the first sitting week of next year, so let us not get too excited tomorrow
afternoon when we may or may not have divisions on the bills that are in the chamber this week.
In the report there is appendix 3, ‘Proposed amendments to the joint standing orders’. They will
obviously need the agreement of the upper house, so pending the passage of this motion in this place
and its agreement we will need to consult with our colleagues in the Legislative Council.
I will not speak at length on this, but I do also want to draw members’ attention to the proposed
amendments to sessional orders outlined in appendix 2 of the report that has been tabled. This was a
matter that attracted a lot of discussion in the Standing Orders Committee’s deliberations on these
issues. This matter had been brought to the attention of the committee by one member of this place
based on security advice around some content that had been put on the record some time ago that now
posed a potential safety risk. Again I can say we were unanimous in our view that this change needed
to be made. There was some debate and discussion about how that will be effected, and we have landed
on these changes to sessional orders. Again I thank my fellow members of the committee for their
consideration of that matter.
I am pleased, as I said, on behalf of the government and on behalf of the committee to move this
motion and recommend to the house that we change our standing orders in this way, noting that most
of the changes will not come into effect until next year, apart from the ones in reference to appendix 2.
Appendix 2 will come into effect immediately pending the passage of this motion, and appendix 3, as
I said, will need the support of our colleagues in the Legislative Council. I think there are going to be
more opportunities for the Standing Orders Committee to get together and continue the good
discussions that we have had over the course of this year. There is always an opportunity to look at
how we can modernise and reform our standing orders. As I think I may have identified during
question time today, there is definitely more work to be done in this space.
I would like to thank the committee members. I would particularly like to thank our hardworking
clerks, who do a great job for us. There is a lot of work. I do not want to diminish the work they have
done by describing it as a bit of a tidy-up and administrative changes. There is a lot of work in making
sure that there is consistency across the standing orders, that we are getting the best advice we can and
that we are looking at what other jurisdictions do. I would like to thank the clerks for their work in
getting us to this point today. So with that, I am pleased to move the motion and I look forward to its
support from this place.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:32): I rise to support the motion moved by the Leader of the House. This
motion, as the Leader of the House said, introduces some changes to the standing orders, the sessional
orders and the practice of the house. It comes out of a report from a review of the standing orders by
the Legislative Assembly Standing Orders Committee, of which I am a member. I would like to start
by thanking the staff of the committee; Bridget Noonan, Clerk of the Legislative Assembly; Robert
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McDonald, Deputy Clerk; and particularly Vaughn Koops, Assistant Clerk Procedure, who is the
secretary of the committee. We went through several iterations to get to where we ended up, and there
was a lot of technical work to get to where we are now with a report that, as the Leader of the House
noted, was adopted unanimously by the committee.
I do not propose to speak on every change that is incorporated into this report. However, there are a
few that I particularly want to highlight. They are the changes to standing order 42 and new standing
order 51A, the introduction of sessional order 16 as a standing order and the changes to the practice of
the house. The changes to standing order 42 introduce the capacity for a member or former member
to advise the Clerk that they do not want a condolence motion moved in the event of their death. As
the Leader of the House said, the standing orders have previously been silent on this matter. Although
they do prescribe in great detail who can get a condolence motion and how it goes, the person who
might be condoled has never previously had the chance to opt out. I think at this point we do need to
make sure that it is recorded for posterity that this should henceforth be known as the Walsh
amendment. It is the member for Murray Plains who has driven this amendment. He will no doubt
have more to say about why he thinks we should make this change, but he was very persuasive in the
committee, and it is now a unanimous recommendation of the committee that members be entitled to
request from the Clerk that they not be condoled.
The next one that I want to talk to in terms of the standing orders is the new standing order 51A, about
orders for the consideration of petitions, which currently stay on the full notice paper—not the notice
paper that we have distributed daily but the one online—for the entirety of the Parliament. This now
proposes that they lapse after 30 sitting days unless the member requests their continuation by
notifying the Clerk. They do not need to come in and do any sort of procedure in the house; they can
just notify the Clerk that they would like their petition to remain on the notice paper. That is a change
that I suspect, if not brought to members’ attention, they would not be aware of.
The proposed standing order that I want to talk about is the introduction as a standing order of sessional
order 16. This is not a minor change—this is a supported change, as they all are, but it is not a minor
change, because the sanctity of Hansard has remained for hundreds of years, both in this place and
other places which have Hansard. What this new standing order provides for is that when there is
information put in debate in the house or in a committee that is later determined to pose a security risk,
it can be redacted. Up until now there has been no capacity to do this, and this issue was brought to
the committee on the advice of the police and security services. This is profound because it is not in
real time. Something could have been said years ago and only later become a security risk, so
something can be redacted under this sessional order from years ago. We are making here substantive
change to the practice of Hansard, and I do think we should recognise that and take note of it.
But because this is substantive change, the risk if you like that it could be abused has been thought
about as well. The only way that something can be redacted is if the document or whatever it is that
needs to be taken out is brought to the Standing Orders Committee and there is unanimous support for
redaction. This cannot be a party political tool. This is designed to be used very, very rarely when,
largely on security grounds, something is found that cannot remain in Hansard.
The final part of the changes in this document that I want to talk about is to the practices of the house.
This I think will be the one that most people in the house will notice first and most. On Thursday when
we go to divisions at the guillotine, currently the bells ring for 4 minutes. If there has been a reasoned
amendment, then there is only a 1-minute bell for the second division, but then when we move to the
next bill and there is a division on that there is another 4-minute bell even though nobody moves out
of their place and we are all here. The decision has been made to change the practice of the house and
allow a 1-minute bell in the circumstance where we have just had a division. It will not impact you if
you think you cannot get to the chamber in time because you will have already been here for the
original division, or you would have missed that one on a 4-minute bell so there is nothing that can be
done for you at that point. This is a change that, as the Leader of the House noted, will become
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operational from 1 January 2020, so we can welcome it as a new change if there are bills that we divide
on in the new year.
I do want to stress that what we are doing here in some ways is minor and in some ways the changes
are regarded as machinery changes, but, as I have noted regarding new sessional order 16, there are
also some profound changes. That I think leads me to reflect on the role of the standing orders and
hence the role of the Standing Orders Committee in this place, because of course these are our rules.
These are the rules that govern how we behave towards each other. Perhaps in a perfect world we
would not need these rules; we would behave well towards each other, with civility and with all the
things that one would hope for from the best of us. But no Parliament has ever operated without
standing orders.
From the beginning of parliaments there have been rules because these are robust places. This place
is designed to be a robust place where ideas, policies, disagreements and holding to account are part
of what we do. So it is really to me vital that our standing orders are not only fit for purpose but also
not misused. I take up a point from the contribution of the Leader of the House, who noted that the
Standing Orders Committee will continue to meet next year and we will be looking at various other
aspects of that. I cannot go past what happened earlier today in question time when it was suggested
to the Speaker that something be referred to this committee by him for change or for examination.
Given that the person who made that suggestion, the Leader of the House, is a member of the Standing
Orders Committee and can just turn up to a meeting and say, ‘I would like to put this on the agenda,
please’—that is how it works; it is not some referral through the Parliament to the Standing Orders
Committee; none of these matters were referred to the Standing Orders Committee by the
Parliament—I do think there was a bit of over-theatricality in doing that. It was really to remind us
that while the standing orders recommendations have been unanimously adopted by all parties and by
the member for Shepparton, who is also a member of this committee, in the end this is a committee
dominated by the government, and if the government chooses to change the rules, it has the numbers
on this committee.
I think when we are able to talk about the unanimous way that this can work we need to be mindful
that ideally that is how it should work. We should not be thinking about using the Standing Orders
Committee to put through the government’s view of the standing orders, because the standing orders
fundamentally are a protection. They are a very deep protection within our democracy for those who
are not in the government. Really what the standing orders do is enshrine in the rules what those in the
opposition have the right to do and limit what those in the government can do. They do that for a very
good reason. Our democracy is of course one where you have a government that has the majority in
the Assembly, but we recognise that it is not a dictatorship in that sense. There are always other
members: there is Her Majesty’s loyal opposition. It is a thing and it is there for a reason. In fact one
of the concerns that I read in some of the commentary on the current British situation is there is a view
that the opposition is not functioning in Britain and that is a threat to their democracy. So I do not think
we can be lighthearted about what we are doing here.
Some of these are small things and no doubt some may find them amusing, particularly changes to
standing order 42, but I do not think they are. I think when we come here we need to know our rules,
we need to think about why we have these rules the way they are, and then we need to enforce them
in good faith. You can always take a rule and belt people all over the head with it, but my experience
of that is you have a dysfunctional place when rules are used in that way. The rules should be there
and they should all be followed, but it should be in good faith, as is this debate, as is this report.
I think we need to be very careful when we change the standing orders. I support all of these changes,
but I am making the broader point within this debate, as it is a debate on the standing orders, that it is
not done in good faith to stand up and threaten the Parliament with changing the standing orders to
only carry out the wishes of the government. That is not how this should work. It is far better if we can
bring unanimous reports to the Parliament like this one.
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With that, I once again state that I support the motion moved by the Leader of the House to change the
standing and sessional orders.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (12:45): I rise to support the motion moved by the Leader of the House
to implement the changes outlined in this report of the Standing Orders Committee of the Legislative
Assembly. Like the previous two speakers, I am a member of the committee. I would firstly like to
thank the clerks of the Parliament for the hard work that they put into this report. I also thank and
acknowledge my colleagues on the committee for the very collegiate and professional way in which
we deliberated over the important business that was before this committee. Thank you, of course, to
the Speaker, the Leader of the House, the Deputy Speaker, the member for Thomastown, the Deputy
Leader of the Liberal Party, the member for Shepparton, the member for Ripon and the Leader of The
Nationals.
One of the reasons we have gone down this track to update the standing orders is that the last time they
were updated was following a review in 2003. They were updated in 2004, 15 years ago, which was
a very long time ago. I was in year 12 in 2004. The other thing that happened in 2004 was that I was
sporting a ‘Mark Latham for PM’ T-shirt, which I do not have any more. Fifteen years is a very long
time. There is a lot we have to do after 15 years, including a long-overdue update of the standing
orders. As the member for Ripon said, a number of things are minor amendments, but a number of
things in here are significant as well.
I probably will not take my full 10 minutes because I am just gagging to hear from the Leader of The
Nationals on condolence motions. Just on that point, I think it is fair, given it has been requested, to
allow members and former members the option of opting out of having a condolence motion, but just
so you know: if I am ever fortunate enough to accumulate the eligibility for having a condolence
motion when I am gone, I did actually design my inaugural speech so that people could use it as a
reference. But that is in there—
Ms Staley: You would come off the backbench if you died a sitting member.
Mr STAIKOS: Thank you for that gratuitous advice, member for Ripon—much appreciated as
always. So even though it was not something I lost any sleep over, it was certainly a point that I
supported. But I think the most important, most consequential change in here, as the member for Ripon
mentioned, is that surrounding the issue of the redaction of parliamentary documents where there is a
security risk. As we have heard, that was brought to the committee’s attention by one member of this
house. It is appropriate. There are safeguards in place for redaction of documents. The decision has to
be made unanimously by the committee. I think it is well understood that there is a heightened security
risk for members of Parliament. I do not think that any member of Parliament who has served a full
term has not had some sort of security issue, big or small. Certainly I have and other members have as
well, so I think it is only reasonable and a smart move to ensure that we make that change.
The other reason why this has come to the house is that obviously technology has changed the way
that we operate in many aspects of our lives and also in this Parliament. We still have some parts of
our standing orders that refer to documents being printed and, as we know, some documents are not
printed; they are sourced electronically. Therefore it is only appropriate that we refer to these
documents as being published. It is those sorts of minor tidying-up amendments that are throughout
this report.
Another one, for instance, is that it is common practice now that when we are debating the budget in
this house a few speakers actually debate the appropriation bill and they have 15 minutes speaking
time to do so, after which we debate a take-note motion on the budget papers and we actually have to
move that speakers be granted 15 minutes. That will just be taken as a given because it will be in the
standing orders.
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Petitions can be on the notice paper for literally years. They will lapse after 30 sitting days unless the
member concerned moves that the petition be taken into consideration and they may write to the Clerk
and require the order of the day to remain.
There are a number of other amendments, including that the Deputy Speaker would automatically take
the chair in the absence of the Speaker rather than the Clerk having to announce that. There are changes
that just reflect common practice when it comes to things like electing the Speaker and just tidying up
the way that we do that. There are changes that are both minor in nature—tidying up—but also
significant.
It has been a pleasure to work on this committee. Its work has been done in a collegiate and
professional way, and I acknowledge my colleagues for that. I commend the changes to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (12:51): I also rise to make a contribution on the report on standing
orders, which will be obviously voted on and I think supported and they will become the standing
orders into the future. Like the other speakers, can I also extend my thanks to the clerks and deputy
clerks of the Parliament, who have been involved in doing this particular work. I thank them for their
foresight and their research and how they have gone through and looked at what needs to be
contemporised, what is redundant and the changes that have been put forward. I do not think we should
underestimate the work that has been involved in doing that. Anyone who has been in any sort of club
that has gone through forming a constitution for a club and the rules of how anything works would
know how much work is involved in doing what has been done.
The thing I want to touch on is the fact that—and some speakers have already spoken about this—it
is 15 years since this has been done, and that is a long time. Fifteen years in the history of the
Westminster system of government in the world is a blink. The Westminster system of government
has been around for 700-plus years, and I think it has stood the test of time as a good model for
democracy in the world. If you look at the examples of a lot of other countries and how their political
systems work, I think the Westminster system has stood the test of time. We should not make changes
to the standing orders lightly, and I do not believe the committee has done that. I think the
recommendations from the staff here at Parliament have been very good for what we have done.
I am reminded when I go and talk to a lot of my schools who are studying politics about the three parts
of government that we have in the Westminster system—being the executive government, the cabinet
and the government of the day; being the legislature, which is what we are here; and being the
judiciary—and the issues around the separation of powers and the fact that the three of those work
independently. We make the legislation, the judiciary enforce it and we have no role in that. The
executive government runs the affairs of the state from a day-to-day point of view, but the legislature
is here to hold the government to account for what they do in implementing those particular things,
from a day-to-day point of view, that impact on the people of Victoria.
That is why the standing orders are so important to define the rules of how this house operates and
how particularly the opposition—but if someone from the government side wanted to as well—
actually hold the executive government to account through the processes of the Parliament. That is
why it is so important that we get this right if there are ever any changes into the future, because it is
not about appeasing the whim of the government of the day as to how they would like the house to
work to make it easier for executive government not to be held to account. It is actually about how we
have good rules, so that the opposition can hold executive government to account through this place
in the Parliament. We have seen many examples over the years where the government of the day
would like to change rules, and fortunately that has not happened. I think in this case obviously it has
not happened again.
I have been invited by a number of people to comment particularly on the issue of condolence motions.
This is an issue that I raised back in the 2006 to 2010 Parliament with the then Speaker, Jenny Lindell.
What brought me to the conclusion that has now been incorporated into the standing orders is when
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John Brumby built the north–south pipeline and effectively destroyed my communities in northern
Victoria with the changes he made to the Water Act 1989.
As the member for Ripon suggested to the member for Bentleigh, you do qualify for a condolence
motion if you die as a sitting member. I thought very deeply about this and thought: if I have the
tragedy of dying in a car accident, do I want John Brumby, as the Premier, to lead a condolence motion
for me? I would have found it absolutely offensive to have him stand up and talk about me and know
he was a hypocrite in what he was saying about that, and that is why I wanted that inserted in there.
Members interjecting.
Mr WALSH: Those on the other side shake their heads. I feel strongly about my communities. I
feel very strongly about what John Brumby as the Premier did to my communities as the leader of a
government in this state.
There are people up there now who are stressed out of their mind about what has happened in the
water sector. There is the threat of suicide with what is happening in the dairy industry at the moment
in northern Victoria. A lot of that is sheeted back to the changes that John Brumby made when he was
Premier of this state, so I feel very strongly about this particular issue.
Mr Staikos: Lots of premiers make decisions we don’t like.
Mr WALSH: That is when I went to Jenny Lindell as the Speaker and said, ‘If I’m unfortunate
enough to die in this term of Parliament, I do not want that Premier leading a condolence motion for
me’. That is why I have brought this about. For all those who qualify for a state funeral—and the rules
are a little bit different around that—there is the option put to the family: do they want a state funeral?
I believe that option should also apply to condolence motions, which is effectively what we have got
put in here now.
So that is the reason—and I know the Leader of the House and the member for Bentleigh wanted to
know—and in some ways, with what the current Premier is doing to regional Victoria at the moment,
I would feel equally strongly about that. With what the current Premier has done in closing down the
native timber industry, what the current Premier has done in a whole range of things around regional
Victoria and the disadvantage that is happening to regional Victorians because of a decision of the
current government, I would actually feel equally strongly about that particular issue today, with the
current Premier, as I did with the Premier back in 2008 and 2009.
As the leader of my party in this house I have done a number of condolence motions for people I have
never known. You do the research and you try to do them justice, but it is not easy to do someone
justice who served in this place 20 or 30 years before you actually came into this place. So I think
contemporising that for current members or for retired members that a lot of people in this house
actually know, it probably has a lot more meaning than for someone who has been retired for 20 or
30 years that no-one knows.
The member for Bentleigh commented on how he had done his inaugural speech based on the fact
that, as we all know in this place—
Mr Staikos: It was a joke.
Mr WALSH: It is partly a joke, I know, but in reality one of the first things you do in researching,
when you do a condolence motion for someone you do not know, is go and read their inaugural speech
to get a sense of what they came into this place wanting to achieve. Probably unkindly, the first time
a lot of our inaugural speeches are actually read by anyone is when the issue of preparing a condolence
motion comes up.
It is an opt-out, so for most people it probably will not be an issue. The clerks have given some thought
to it. As I understand it, when you become a member you can tick a box if you want to opt out, and
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when people retire they will be checked again—do they still want to opt out? I think that is a sensible
thing. It is no different, as I said, to a state funeral if you are one of those who qualify—your family
has the opportunity to take up a state funeral or not.
The one thing that has not been discussed in this report, which was talked about at the last minute, and
one of the things I would like to see—it is only there by convention and motion now—is to actually
have the Lord’s Prayer enshrined in the standing orders into the future. It is something I think is
important to the history of the Westminster system and important to the procedures of this house, and
I would like to see that debated in the future. I wish the standing orders changes a speedy passage
through the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.00 pm.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Matters of public importance
BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
The SPEAKER (14:01): I have accepted a statement from the member for Eildon proposing the
following matter of public importance for discussion:
That this house expresses concern regarding the Andrews Labor government’s failure to prepare Victoria for
the 2019–20 summer, noting:
(1) Victoria’s high risk of bushfire;
(2) nearly 4000 CFA volunteers have walked away from the service since the Andrews government was
elected;
(3) the failure to meet planned burning targets set by the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission;
(4) Victoria’s aerial fire planes not coming into operation until mid-December;
(5) deadly blackspots and dropouts plaguing the CFA’s new digital radio system;
(6) the secrecy by the Andrews Labor government in not releasing burn maps and fuel load data information
about the lack of protection for Victorian communities;
(7) the attack on Victoria’s forestry industry and the loss of equipment, manpower and local knowledge to
fight bushfires; and
(8) 1.3 million Victorian households are in danger of summer power blackouts.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (14:02): Whilst I am pleased to have the opportunity to submit this matter
of public importance to the chamber today, I am actually completely disturbed that I have to raise these
issues, because this is indicative of a number of failures of the Andrews Labor government. It is a
failure by the Premier and certainly by his ministers.
Now, Victoria is one of the highest bushfire-risk places in the world. Certainly my electorate, in the
heart of the ranges, very much has a high bushfire risk. This is no secret. We know this. We have
known always about the risks that face Victoria, and the risks at the moment are very high. We do not
even need one code red day to have a catastrophic event—we just need a bad day and things could
really take off.
Black Saturday was only 10 years ago and we remember much about that, but it seems that we have
not really learned a lot of the lessons. Certainly the government again have failed in being able to
actually take the key lessons away from Black Saturday. Ash Wednesday was not that long ago either,
and we have small communities surrounded by bush open areas and people are still building homes in
amongst the trees. So fire preparedness is extremely important. That risk is very close to all of us.
As individuals, as families and as people in small country areas we do a lot in terms of fire
preparedness. We have the CFA put out a lot of information to homes about what they can do to help.
The volunteers willingly go out to people’s properties to have a look at how they can help them
mitigate the risk posed by the fires and the environment that they live in. But with that we also expect
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the authorities to do their bit, and this is where we see the failure by the Premier and his ministers,
because we know that they have not done all that they can do and that they have not learned the lessons
that they should have learned to fully protect Victorian communities this coming fire season.
We know what fuel loads are. We talk about fuel loads all the time, and as a country member you see
the fuel loads. But I am not convinced that all of the city members actually understand what fuel loads
are—the long grasses and the branches and the barks and the twigs and the understorey that is there.
What can happen with these fuel loads is that they can create a wick. They can create a wick for the
fire to travel very quickly along the side of a road, very quickly along the banks of a river and very
quickly as a stepladder into the canopy of the forests. And we know—we saw certainly with Black
Saturday—that when the fire gets into the canopies metres and metres high it can take off very, very
quickly and cause enormous devastation. We can see this. Country members of Parliament see it all
the time, but I do not know that the government has seen it.
I think actually some members are starting to see it, but they are only just starting to see this because
we see the panic that is evident in the way that they are running around trying to get on top of this at
the last minute. We have some grazing licences that were talked about being removed from farm areas
and river frontages, and suddenly they have been renewed for five years as the government spins into
panic mode. The reason they have been renewed is without the farmers to maintain that area it would
become a huge wick along the rivers and into the forests. This is something that has just been
happening very recently in my electorate.
There is a lot to be said about fuel loads, but the failure is around the secrecy of the government in not
releasing some of the burn maps and the fuel load data information. This is about that lack of protection
for Victorian communities. On 12 November the Premier said:
We know there’s a lot of fuel load out there. We know we’re going to have a long, hot, dry and dangerous
summer …
We’re going to have a very challenging season.

But we have been trying to find out—not only us, but the press—what we can about these fuel loads.
How much is out there, and what do we need to do? Ed Gannon, the editor of the Weekly Times, a few
months ago—not at the last minute but a few months ago—tried to find this information to make it
available to the public so we actually know what is going on. But we are finding a veil of secrecy here,
and we know what they are hiding. They are hiding declines in their performance—this chronic
underperformance in managing the fuel loads across the state. Ed Gannon told 3AW’s Neil Mitchell:
First of all they told us that the figures are only what they would use internally, then they told us a couple of
months ago that it’s not something they would feel comfortable to release publicly.

So not only are they not releasing information but it appears they did not even release the minister to
make comments, because an article in the Herald Sun of 15 November by Andrew Koubaridis says
that:
A government spokeswoman said: ‘We act on the advice of fire experts who’ve advised the map shouldn’t
be released at this time’.

So they have even protected the ministers and not sent them out to face the music on this and explain
their failures to people. We know that they are failing to meet the planned burn targets. After the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission there were a number of recommendations, and there was a
recommendation specifically around prescribed burning. It found that prescribed burning is one of the
main tools for fire management on public land. Specifically recommendation 56 recommends that:
The State fund and commit to implementing a long-term program of prescribed burning based on an annual
rolling target of 5 per cent minimum of public land.

The government of course always know better, and they abandoned that and went instead with a
computer-modelled measure of residual risk. It might sound good, but the former head of the CSIRO’s
bushfire research unit, Phil Cheney, branded residual risk as ‘a load of bull…’—well, a bit stronger
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than ‘a load of rubbish’. He said fuel load is the only thing that matters. I drive around and I see the
fuel loads, and I know my colleagues do as well. We have got evidence of the mismanagement of
Victoria’s fuel load, because the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning’s annual
reports reveal that the amount of planned burning has dropped from just over 234 000 hectares in
2014–15 to just under 65 000 hectares in 2017–18. Even if they are looking at residual risk, that is an
enormous drop, and we know that they are just not on top of that.
As I have said, in my electorate I see evidence of this. Anthony McMahon, who is a Kinglake local
who lost his home on Black Saturday, spoke on 3AW recently about the fuel load risk being extremely
high. I know Anthony McMahon and I know his family, and they are very long term residents—an
old family—of Kinglake. They have seen the terrain change and the forest grow, and they have seen
the mismanagement. They know the difficulty of accessing some of the terrain, and they have seen
many, many fires. Anthony McMahon said:
You don’t want to panic people but I think you’ve got to understand that since Black Saturday there has been
a lot of natural regrowth, because that’s what happens with eucalypt forest. As it gets older it starts to thin out
so you’ve got a lot of natural attrition from young plants that are dying.

The young plants that are dying fall onto the forest floor, and that is part of the fuel load in the forest.
He said:
They should be doing a lot more back burning …

And:
There needs to be a more proactive management system.

There is not just one wet forest, as the minister has talked about. There are various windows during
the year, and there are other methods that can be used. It does not just have to be prescribed burning.
There are things that can be done, but the government is actually failing. The minister and the Premier
are failing. Kinglake resident Sue Zuber, part of the town’s fire defence group, told the Weekly Times:
There’s a lot of new growth and a lot under my feet. It’s quite alarming. It makes me wonder what’s being
done on fuel hazard reduction.

The government can bang on all they like about what they are doing, but the fact is the fuel loads are
there.
On top of the mismanagement of the fuel loads and the prescribed burning, we have had an awful attack
on volunteers—a savage attack on volunteers. Virtually 4000 volunteers have walked away. My father
was a 45-year volunteer with the Limestone fire brigade. I grew up with volunteerism in the CFA. I was
heartened when former Minister for Emergency Services Jane Garrett acknowledged that:
Volunteers are the backbone of our community. They help protect the lives of more than 3.3 million
Victorians and deserve our support.

We know they are; we agree with her. But, sadly, the Premier and Peter Marshall certainly did not,
and four years on from her making those comments the release of the CFA’s annual report in October
this year revealed that they have lost 3955 operational volunteers since the Premier declared war on
CFA volunteers. This is a backward step. I go around and visit the brigades in my electorate, and let
me tell you, the Premier’s name is not held up in lights. They do not see him as having helped them at
all. They see him as having let them down.
On top of the failures of planned burns and on top of the failure to manage fuel loads, we have a failure
for volunteers and we actively need volunteers. Volunteers are now trying to do what they can to get
more people to re-engage, but they are suffering from fatigue, from the way that they have been treated.
You only have to speak to them to know how much fatigue they are suffering. They of course will still
be out there because that is the core to why they volunteer.
We know that the equipment and technology is becoming more and more sophisticated and there is
talk about more equipment being available, but it is not there yet. We know that Emergency
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Management Victoria have said a 50-strong fleet—large air tankers and the like—is becoming
available over summer. Well, it is not here yet. We have had one fire code red day already—that
extreme day on 21 November. Summer is just four or five days away, but we do not have this fleet
yet. The emergency management commissioner said on 20 November that four air cranes would arrive
that week. They have got to go through the process of accreditation. They have got to get them all
sorted. They have got to know how people are going to go.
Ms Neville interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister at the table!
Ms McLEISH: But we need to make sure that we have the support on the ground when we need
it. It is so important that it is on the ground now.
What we have also had is a move into a digital radio system. Again, we are riddled with black spots
and dropouts. The government has spent $3.3 million on advertising. We know they are good on
advertising. We saw that they spent considerable sums before the federal election on getting the public
sector to do some of their dirty work for them. We have got $3.3 million on the advertising campaign,
but we have not—
Ms Neville: You are against letting Victorians know?
Ms McLEISH: No, we need to let Victorians know what happened, but what is not happening is
the investment to fix the digital technology. We need to have the digital technology that will meet the
needs of our brigades, because at the moment it is not meeting the needs of our brigades.
On top of this, we have had some power outages, and we know they are only going to get worse. On
that day of 21 November, last week, it was not a code red in my electorate, but we had power outages
in my electorate. Some people were without power for 24 hours. Not only were they without power
but that also then impacted them for that period of time in how they could charge their phones. The
mobile communication system went out, as did the landlines. I had several people come to me from
Yarra Junction and Wesburn and say, ‘This is how we rely on getting our messages, and if the phones
aren’t going to work, the mobile phone towers are going to give up and the power is going to give up,
how are we supposed to get our messages?’, because everything is reliant on receiving it on an app,
on your phone. I am happy to have those apps, but we need to make sure that the background works
for these people. These people that contacted me were absolutely disturbed about how much ceased
to function.
We have also got the situation—and I know others will talk about this in more detail—of the Premier’s
decision to cut the native timber industry, our sustainable timber industry, and with that goes a lot of
equipment. There are probably 70 or so dozers and different excavators and things. People who operate
those in the timber industry are deployed to help fight fires. They get out there, they take their gear out
and they put firebreaks in. They spend a lot of time, taking time off from doing their paid job, to keep
the community safe. As they exit the industry, this is not going to be there either. We have seen failure
after failure of the Andrews Labor government and the ministers to keep Victorians safe this summer.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(14:17): I heard the member for Eildon talk about being disturbed. Well, this would be one of the
lowest of the low motions, and right this second it is very extraordinary. Right this second what I feel
I need to do is apologise to those firefighters—on behalf of the opposition—who are tackling fires
right now in King Valley, Buffalo River, Nariel Valley, Bogong, Buchan and other parts of Gippsland
and the north-east of the state. I want to apologise to the 1900 firefighters who went to New South
Wales and Queensland. I want to apologise to the 2000 firefighters who came out last week on the
code red day. I want to apologise to the crews of the nearly 29 aircraft that came out last week. I want
to apologise to the police officers who were preparing or doing the arson work. I apologise to the staff
of agencies and government departments who enacted their code red plans—
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Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition!
Ms NEVILLE: and apologise to the thousands and thousands of volunteers, the SES and the
firefighters who were out last week and continue to be out right now fighting fires, because we have
got an opposition who will do whatever they need to do—
Mr R Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warrandyte can leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Mr R Smith: What for?
The SPEAKER: The member for Warrandyte will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Mr R Smith: What for?
The SPEAKER: The member for Warrandyte will leave the chamber. I will not have reflections
on the Chair.
Mr R Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will leave the chamber for 90 minutes.
Member for Warrandyte withdrew from chamber.
Mr Battin: On a point of order, Speaker, in relation to, obviously, you asking the member for
Warrandyte to leave the chamber, I just want to clarify: during the entire statement made by the
member for Eildon, we had the minister at the table continuously interjecting and going at her. The
entire time you were in the chair, you watched that, saw it occur and did not do anything. The member
for Warrandyte has now interjected and been ejected. I just want to confirm the process. Is it different
for different sides of the Parliament? Because that is where it is consistently heading. To make sure—
The SPEAKER: The member for Gembrook will resume his seat. The minister at the table was
warned for interjecting while the member for Eildon was on her feet, just as the Leader of the
Opposition has been warned for interjecting while the minister is on her feet. The member for
Warrandyte was removed from the chamber for reflecting on the Chair.
Ms NEVILLE: What I do know is our emergency services chiefs are right across it, because they
have sat with me. I have sat with them in a number of meetings. They have worked together. We are
absolutely prepared for this summer. Do not just believe me; believe the Australasian Fire and
Emergency Service Authorities Council, which advises David Littleproud, the federal minister, who
just last week made very clear at our ministerial council that each state and territory, including Victoria,
is well and truly prepared. In preparation the biggest aerial fleet is here, and we had the Powelltown
evacuation and preparation. We have the best equipment, and we have more funding, a 29 per cent
increase, unlike the funding cut of those opposite—$66 million from the firefighting budget. Perhaps
those across the table should have waited until they had their briefing this evening on summer
preparedness before they attacked the leaders of our fire and emergency services who have been
preparing all year for this summer, just like they do every year.
So let us work our way through the motion. Apparently there is a high risk of bushfire! I think I
remember being with the emergency services commissioner numerous times as well as the chief fire
officers, talking to Victorians about this upcoming season and why we are doing what we need to, like
the advertising campaign that apparently those opposite do not support, the one that is advising our
community about the risks of this summer. We have been talking about preparing. We have been
talking about preparing the early fire bans. We have been practising through evacuations at
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Powelltown. So it is good that they noticed this is going to be a high fire-risk season because we have
been working on this for months and months.
Let us talk about the issue of volunteers. I was going to talk to this, but let me read directly from the
chief fire officer, Steve Warrington. These are his words about the volunteers:
The figures are pretty simple really—the reality is we have 58,000 vols in CFA doing numerous activities:
Community safety, preparing our community—literally knocking on people’s doors, involved in a lot of
activities in their community.
Of that 58,000, 24,000 are operational and even when you break that number down, some of those are
responding quite regularly and others will respond once or twice a year.
That 24,000 figure of operational vols has remained the same for about 10 years … our capability stands at
24,000, has been for some time …
We have a quality product that is keenly sought after right across this globe.

So while those opposite talked down the volunteers, what I know from when I have been out there is
that they are ready for this summer, they have not dropped in numbers, they are committed to their
communities and they will continue to respond. It is a myth that there is a reduction in active
operational volunteers. In fact last summer we had over 17 000 operational active volunteers out on
the firegrounds. We have never had more than 19 000. They are there this summer. We had 500 in
New South Wales while we still had 2000 here in Victoria last Thursday. So I back in those volunteers.
Those opposite may not. They may be happy to continue to say that we do not have enough volunteers,
but as the chief fire officer said, we have a product here in Victoria that is keenly sought after, and the
numbers have stayed the same for 10 years.
Let us talk about planned burning targets. Again, I am not sure where those opposite have been, but
they received reports at the time, between 2011 and 2014, from the then royal commission
implementation monitor Neil Comrie, who advocated strongly that the planned burning target was
being manipulated and that it was not the most appropriate measure to determine risk in our state. Let
us be clear: never once—including under those opposite—did the 5 per cent target ever get reached.
In trying to reach it, what would happen is, including under those four years of inaction, there would
be planned burns in areas that did not need them and did not reduce risk. We had an independent expert
reference group—following, if you recall, Lancefield, where a planned burn that was lit when it should
not have been got out of control and burnt down houses—who did a review, came back and said,
‘You’ve got to look at risk. Risk has to be your assessment’. That meant that you had to look at privatepublic interfaces. You had to look at mechanical mechanisms, building firebreaks and planned burning
when appropriate.
Based on that, you needed to keep your state below 70 per cent of residual risk in order to reduce the
risk of bushfires. Victoria has remained under 70 per cent since that target has been introduced. But in
addition to that, yes, of course hectares matter. That is why, in 2018–19, 130 000 hectares of forest
were burnt and there were 10 000 hectares of mechanical work, so substantial work has gone into
reducing risk. But let us be clear: we will continue to have hotter and drier and longer summers that
reduce the ability to undertake just planned burning. And you cannot just do it on public land; it has
to be between public and private interface. That is exactly the system we have in place, and we are
meeting each and every target in relation to that measure.
I will just talk briefly about the issue of the maps. I know those opposite are not interested too much
in talking to communities, but let us be really clear that these maps are now part of a process of
consulting with communities about their communities and those maps. Once that happens those maps
do become available to the broader community, but the maps are about those individual communities
and understanding where breaks are and what the risks are in preparation for their summer. And that
is what the CFA and the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) are
undertaking as we speak.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Assembly

4543

Let us have a look at aerial. I would say this was the most outrageous claim in their motion—but it is
actually not, unbelievably. This is the claim that we are somehow not prepared around aerial. Let us
be really clear: the aerial contracts are negotiated by the national government—the Liberal-Nationals
government. Remember them? They negotiate that. Let us be frank: I am not being critical of them.
Forever and a day, we have got our aircraft in December. We always get them in December, and the
reason they come in December is because we have fires right across the world. People may have
followed the extension of the Californian fires right up until really recently. Some of our aircraft come
from Greece, where they have had bushfires. We rely on the northern hemisphere; they move from
the northern to the southern. So in December in every state we get our aircraft.
However, as we know, our summers are getting longer and hotter, so at the ministerial council last
week—and again, if people noticed media or read other things and got out of their little bubble over
there, they would have realised this—Victoria put on the agenda with the federal government the need
to do a couple of things. First is to look at those contracts and look at whether we can lock them in
over the longer term, because as the northern hemisphere also has longer summers we potentially face
issues about access to these aircraft. We need to do that nationally because it is a national contract.
Secondly, we have also said we need to see repurposing of defence force equipment, particularly
Blackhawks. We want end-of-life defence force equipment to be repurposed into aircraft for
firefighting.
That is what we have put on the agenda with the commonwealth government. Those opposite sit here
whingeing, talking down our volunteers and talking down our emergency services, who are the ones
who do the preparation. I am sure Steve Warrington, David Bruce, Andrew Crisp and the Chief
Commissioner of Police will be really happy to hear those opposite saying they have not done their
job. Well, in my view those leaders of our emergency services have done their job and they are well
prepared. As I said, it is not just me saying that; in fact the national body and the federal minister are
saying exactly the same thing.
I was pretty appalled about the comment about aerial, but the most appalling—the absolutely most
appalling—comment is around digital radios. So let us talk about the facts. We, the Labor government,
funded, after Black Saturday, $42 million to roll out the digital radio network in the CFA regional
areas—fully completed, fully operational. In addition to that—mainly because tada, Telstra are
cancelling the analog system and getting rid of it—we are now rolling it out to the four CFA outer
areas of Geelong, Dandenong, Lilydale and Melton. Let us be really, really clear about this: digital is
so much better than analog. Putting that aside, we have no choice because Telstra—a national body
managed by the commonwealth—are getting rid of analog. But digital is 80 per cent better coverage,
and analog had massive blackspots. The problem with analog is that you could not tell when you were
in a blackspot because it does not tell you that, whereas digital tells you when you are in a blackspot.
We are working with Telstra because it is their system. We do not develop or manage digital systems;
we are working with Telstra and we are working with the commonwealth to try and see if the blackspots
are fixed. But rather than scaring people, which those opposite have done, you might also tell
communities that whilst we are doing that and whilst we are pushing Telstra to find a fix on this issue
we are continuing the analog system whilst we can. By this time next summer, we are hopeful that
Telstra will have fixed their issues, but the analog system will come to an end. And there is no doubt,
no question, that the coverage of digital is so much better. It is a significant uplift in the ability to keep
our firefighters safe and communicate in those communities. So we have completely met the
recommendation from the royal commission, and the shadow minister again should apologise about
that and about creating fear in our community. As I said, that was the most appalling part of this motion.
The forestry industry, as the Premier said today, is in a 10-year transition. There will be no less people
and no less equipment. In fact given our record of investment in fire services there will be more of all
of that. We will not be cutting DELWP. We will not be cutting the DELWP budget, like those opposite
did, and the Parks Victoria budget, like those opposite did. We will continue to invest as we have in
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emergency services across the state just like we have each and every year. Our priority is making sure
we have got the right people and the right equipment in our communities and we are preparing our
communities for fire. It is not me saying we are prepared; it is our chief fire officers, it is our head of
the SES, it is the emergency services commissioner and it is the national commissioners who are
saying we are absolutely prepared.
Volunteers on the ground said to me recently, ‘When will we move on from the politics of fire?’, and
I said, ‘You have got to ask those opposite’. I was hopeful that they might have moved on and that we
could work together on this so that instead of coming out here attacking our volunteers and our
emergency services for not being prepared maybe they could back them in for a change—back in our
volunteers, back in our careers. I know it is against the shadow emergency minister’s— (Time expired)
Members interjecting.
Ms Neville: On a point of order, Speaker, I used to be the minister for disability, and I have just
had the shadow minister decide to make fun of someone’s speaking—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is entitled to be heard in silence.
Ms Neville: I just think it is inappropriate. We are about to have a report of the mental health royal
commission handed down tomorrow, and I think making fun of people who might have a speech
impediment—which I do not have, but that was the intent of the shadow minister’s comments—is
completely below what we would expect of parliamentarians in this place.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (14:33): The commentary around those on this side of the house not
understanding or respecting our CFA volunteers is the biggest load of rubbish I have ever heard in my
life. Having been to the Orbost CFA 100th anniversary dinner last weekend and having spent a lot of
time this week talking to Bairnsdale CFA assistant chief officer Trevor Owen on the phone about the
fires in my electorate and dealing with volunteers every week, that comment about us not respecting
volunteers is a disgrace and an attempt to rewrite history.
As I stand here today I have got a watch and act fire about 15 kilometres from my house. I have been
keeping a close eye on it because if the weather turns into a northerly wind, I will be straight out of here.
In areas like East Gippsland, and many of my colleagues are from rural and semi-rural areas, we live
with this every summer. I want to talk about why we are not prepared. When I talk about that I want to
talk about the lack of fuel reduction burns that we have done. That is what I want to focus on today.
We have moved to a risk reduction target according to the minister; we have got rid of our burn
footprint target. We should be having both. We should be having a combination of both. Over the past
three years we have had an average of 103 000 hectares burnt per year in fuel reduction burns
statewide. That is an absolutely minuscule amount. The minister talks about us dealing with the
community and what the community wants to know. The volunteers and the communities in my
electorate—one of the most fire-prone areas in the world—are all giving me the one message: we are
not doing enough burning. I do not know who it is that the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change is talking to, but if she comes out to East Gippsland, we will get her to talk to a few
of the volunteers there and a few of the communities there.
So while we have burnt 103 000 hectares per year over the past three years on average, we burnt
235 000 hectares in 2014–15. That is more than double that amount, and that is not a one-off figure.
In 2014–15 and going back to 2012–13, we burnt 255 000 hectares. That is double and a half of what
we are doing now. That reduction is not something that has been at all well-received in our
communities whatsoever. Bush workers and long-time community members—last week it was an ex-
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forester—are constantly asking: what are we doing? We are not doing enough. There is not enough
smoke in the air over autumn. We are not prepared for this fire season that is coming.
People say there is a rationale behind it. You simply have to look at when we get a lightning strike in
summer: we run in and we put it out, as we need to do to protect our communities. We have to do that.
But our planned burning should make up the commensurate amount of area, or as close to it as we can
get, that would have burned if we had let that lightning strike go and did not intervene.
A cool burn is far better in the bush. So whilst we put out the lightning strikes in summer, we have a
responsibility to keep fuel loads down, and we must do that by increasing fuel reduction burns. The
former head of the CSIRO bushfire unit, Phil Cheney, branded this residual risk platform that we have
moved to as ‘a load of BS’ in his own words. He said fuel load is the only thing that matters. The
minister says under this approach communities are getting more of a say. Well, they are not.
A member interjected.
Mr T BULL: They are not. No, they are not. She said in Safer Together:
More than ever, we need to draw on local knowledge and experience …

That is right, but it is not being done. It is not happening, and the community knows that we are not
doing enough. Have a look at the Tostaree fire in my electorate just a few years ago. That was a very
interesting fire. That fire front hit a planned burn area in the wider bush, something the minister says
has no effect. It hit a planned burn area south of a place called Waygara, right out in the middle of
nowhere. It was only the combination of that fire front hitting that fuel reduction burn area and the
night-time cooler conditions that allowed that blaze to be brought under control after well over a week.
That was where they got on top of it, when it hit a fuel reduction burn area in the wider bush. That is
why it is important not only to be burning strategically around townships to protect townships but, if
we are to halt these fires, we have to burn the wider landscape as well, as the lightning strikes would
do over the summer if we let them go. We have to make up for that.
If that fire had not have been brought under control by hitting that fuel reduction burn area, within
days in the wrong weather conditions Orbost would have been wiped out. That wider bush fuel
reduction burn area was the last defence, and it worked. We need to not only strategically burn around
townships, which we do by the way, but we must complement that with wider burns to be able to
combat and get on top of these fires.
When we talk about the 103 000 hectares that have been burnt per year over the last three years on
average, the fires East Gippsland at the moment started last Thursday, so they have not even been
going for a week, and they are nearing 30 000 hectares that they have burnt. Now we are doing
103 000 hectares statewide, and we have done 30 000 in the last five days because of the lightning
strikes. Now, I would imagine that if we broke down that statewide 103 000 into different geographical
areas these fires in the last five days have done more burning than we had in fuel reduction burns over
the entire year period. We have had more in five days. If that does not tell us that we are not doing
enough, I certainly do not know what does.
I want to quickly refer to a firefighter. The minister said that she wants to listen. Let us listen to a
firefighter. Let us listen to a gentleman by the name of John Fisher, who was speaking at a bushfires
inquiry. Mr Fisher said:
The opponents of fuel reduction burning fail to realise the operational difficulty of fighting a wildfire in
extreme conditions. The only option or tool that—

we have—
… available is the manipulation of fuel in the fire triangle.
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When he was talking about the fire triangle, he was talking about ignition, he was talking about oxygen
and he was talking about fuel—the three things that are required for a fire. The only one that we have
control over as a community and a society is fuel. He went on to say:
Even in a fuel-reduced area on extreme days there is no question that fires would burn through those fuels as
well—

on extreme days, we all know that—
but the moderating effect of that fuel reduction activity is quite profound and is quite useful in the periods of
the day when those extreme fire behaviours wane.

He was talking about our Tostaree situation.
We use that through the nightshift to effect further fuel reduction burnings or back-burns, as you have seen,
and that provides us with a safe and effective means to control fires on our estate.

So here is a man who is at the forefront of fighting fires in this country espousing the benefits of fuel
reduction burning. We are not doing enough. This bloke knows what he is talking about. He is the
man on the front line.
This government may want to talk the mumbo jumbo, saying we have to focus entirely on risk
reduction without anything else. The reality remains that we are not getting enough fuel reduction
burns done and we are vulnerable. A little over 100 000 hectares per year is not enough and does not
afford us the protections that we need, and that must change.
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (14:42): I am not sure whether this motion is a sorry attempt at irony
from those opposite or political opportunism of the absolutely worst kind. Those on the other side
should be ashamed—ashamed—that they are again using the CFA as a political football at a time
when we are going into a difficult fire season. The community does not like the CFA being used as a
political football, and I would have thought that those opposite realised that last November. In my
electorate there are 27 brigades. I have spent a good deal of time visiting those brigades, and I would
like to let those opposite know that the volunteers do not like being used as a political football.
It is hard to forget that the last time the coalition were in government their contribution to our fire
services was cuts, the only thing they know to do—$66 million worth of cuts to our CFA. The Age,
4 September 2012: ‘$66m cuts put heat on firefighters’. Only the coalition could put together an
8-point motion like this and not even mention climate change once.
There are fires burning across eastern Australia, devastating townships in New South Wales and
Queensland. Only last week I saw off several of the brigades from my area. I would really like to
extend my heartfelt thanks. The Haddon brigade were the first to go, and then my own brigade, Ballarat
City, took off to help those in New South Wales. These guys and women were giving up their time,
their family time, to volunteer and help our neighbours in New South Wales. What are those opposite
doing? They are sitting in dark corners, trying to work out how they can milk the CFA for their political
advantage. The Parliament deserves better, the public deserve better and our emergency service
personnel deserve better.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
member for Bellarine. She has done extraordinary work with the CFA. She has been and visited
brigades in my electorate time and time again.
Victoria is at a high risk of bushfires. Well, thanks for pointing that out. Those of us on this side of the
house have been aware of that for some time. That is why the minister has been working with the CFA
to put together plans for this year. Perhaps those opposite have missed our huge public awareness
campaign, the $9.6 million that we have spent trying to urge the community to get ready for fire. Of
course the member for Eildon seems to think that this is a waste of money. I have spoken to the house
before about the time when I stood with my mother as a wall of flame came across our farm. We stood
there, and we calmly watered around the farm. Do you know why we were calm? Because we were
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prepared. What we are doing with this $9.6 million is trying to encourage the public to be aware. The
member for Eildon might think this is a waste of money, but I know from my mother’s and my
experience that those community campaigns are important. It is a confronting campaign, but it needs
to be confronting. These are confronting times.
We on this side of the house are not a party of climate change deniers. It is the Liberal Prime Minister
and members of his party, not members of this government, who flatly refused to meet with 23 former
fire and emergency chiefs to talk about climate change and to come up with a coherent climate and
energy policy. I was listening recently to a radio interview about this, and I was astounded. These
people were not making political tricks like those opposite. They went again and again to the Liberal
Party in Canberra asking them to meet. They did it quietly, and finally, after endless refusals, they had
to go public in the media.
This summer we will be seeking to provide assistance to fire-impacted communities and making sure
that our emergency services have all the support and resources they require. We are well prepared to
meet the challenges of this summer season. We have funded the biggest firefighting fleet Victoria has
ever seen. That fleet is crucial. In April of this year Bunkers Hill in my electorate experienced a fire
incident. We were really worried. The weather was not on our side. We got that aerial fleet out quickly,
and they got control of that fire.
Even more than that, I am incredibly proud that this government did the first trials for night-time
bombing. This is an Australian first. This government has helped our CFA to be Australian leaders in
aerial flight. I am very proud to say that those trials took place in Ballarat. I have a friend, Wayne Rigg,
who speaks about these trials and the absolute importance of these trials. We are leading Australia.
There are 50 core aircraft contracted for summer, including a mix of water bombing, air supervision
and aerial intelligence-gathering aircraft. As the minister pointed out, this motion is somewhat
misguided in its concern about the December arrival of those fleets. Perhaps those opposite would do
well to understand what goes on behind that. As the minister pointed out, it is a federal contract and
indeed those people are coming from the northern hemisphere. I am well aware that those opposite
live in somewhat of a bubble, but I am surprised at the extent of that bubble and that they are not aware
of what is going on at the federal level.
There is no doubt that Victoria is facing a severe fire risk this season, but we are prepared to meet the
challenges. Last Thursday Victoria experienced its first code red event in nearly 10 years. Conditions
were as we anticipated, and the response to this by agencies and the community meant that fires were
quickly controlled. The notion that we in some way are late to the party is fairly extraordinary coming
from the member for Eildon, given that we were there and we were ready for those code red days. We
are confident in our preparation, and our analysis has identified proactively tackling community
complacency through the awareness campaign, which the member for Eildon seems to think is a waste
of money.
What I find extraordinary are these discussions really around the burning and fuel loads. Perhaps those
on the other side would do well to refer to their own policy of 2014. The then minister and now member
for Warrandyte talked about, and I quote:
… managing bushfire risk involves more than just reducing fuel in our forests and parks.

Perhaps you would like to refer to that policy of 2014 from your own side. Since the transition to a
risk-based target for fuel management in 2015, the statewide residual risk has been kept below 70 per
cent, as per the inspector-general for emergency management’s recommendations.
The member for Eildon in her contribution seemed to flip-flop somewhat as to whether she supported
or did not support the recommendations of the royal commission. Sometimes she would tell us they
were of the utmost importance, and then at other times she would ignore them. One of the main things
to come out of the royal commission—
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Ms McLeish: On a point of order, Speaker, the member on her feet is misleading the house. The
coalition supported all of the bushfire royal commission recommendations. The Labor government
did not—
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will resume her seat. It might be a point of debate, but it is
not a point of order. The member for Buninyong to continue.
Ms SETTLE: Thank you. One of the recommendations from the royal commission was the
independent expert reference group, which went on to be described as a significant undertaking and
one that now positions Victoria as a world leader in bushfire risk management. What I was referring
to is that there seems to be little support for that recommendation.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (14:52): I rise to support the matter of public importance submitted by
the member for Eildon in relation to fires and the fire season coming up for the 2019–20 fire season.
First of all I will correct some of the things that have been said, particularly around the advertising and
the promotion in the electorates to tell families and people in the community they should be prepared.
That is not something this side of the house has ever said we do not support. We do support the fact
that you need to get a message out there and you need to make sure families are prepared, because it
is paramount to making sure that your home is prepared. The member for Buninyong, as we have
always said, your figures are totally and factually incorrect. We will go to that later, but the reality is
we do support the fact that people should be prepared.
But when you are spending $3.3 million on advertising across the state, then it is vital that the
government is doing their work also to prepare the state. The government have utterly failed. If you
want a prime example of where they have failed, I was on radio this morning with Neil Mitchell and
we were speaking with the locals down in our area. They have dropped trees across a fire track in Bobs
Park, putting at risk the Menzies Creek area and the Dandenong Ranges. Two or three trees have been
cut and dropped and put across the only fire access into a high fire danger area, and if you call that
preparing for fire season, you have a serious problem.
We asked the minister the question, ‘What would you do? Are you happy to send volunteer firefighters
in with knapsacks only in an area you cannot get a truck into?’, and the minister will not answer. We
need to make sure that our firefighters are safe, we need to make sure that areas are open and we need
to make sure that our planned burning is as was recommended by the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission. The reason we need to do it as per the bushfire royal commission is that expert after expert
after expert spoke at the royal commission, and the result came back that 5 per cent of public land should
be burnt and should be a planned burn each and every year. Whilst we were in government we started
the implementation of that, and it went up to over 250 000 hectares in one year. What we are seeing
now is a reduction down to 103 000 hectares on average over the last three years. We need to make sure
that those planned burns are done each year. We need to make sure communities are safe.
As I said, I represent parts of the Dandenong Ranges. I know the member for Eildon represents parts
of the Dandenong Ranges as well, as does the member for Gippsland East, who spoke before and who
obviously covers Gippsland, which is one of the highest fire danger areas in Victoria. We need to
make sure that the government is planning and preparing for each fire season—not now, as they should
have been planning for a long period of time over winter and having burns where they could, when
they could and making sure they could be prepared for the entire fire season.
I think it is a real concern that we have actually seen the fuel load maps fail to be released to the public
so people cannot even plan what they are going to do, where they are going to go and what areas have
the highest risk across the state. These are maps that have traditionally been made available online and
have now been hidden by this government. The Weekly Times made an FOI to try and gain that
information, and they were told that it was going to cost them more than $1700 to get those documents.
The good news is—there is good news today—we put a motion in the upper house to get those fuel
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load maps by 11 December so people in Victoria can look and find out where the fuel is, what fuel is
on the ground and how they can prepare to escape or leave an area if they need to.
Ms Settle interjected.
Mr BATTIN: The member for Buninyong said ‘scaremongering’. These are documents that have
been public every year under Bracks, Brumby, Kennett, Napthine—all the governments all the way
through.
Mr Pearson: Don’t forget Ted.
Mr BATTIN: I forgot Ted. Under the Andrews government they were even released in the first
two or three years, and now they are hidden. Now these documents are hidden. How are families to
prepare which way they will leave their house—
Mr Fregon interjected.
Mr BATTIN: I note the member for Mount Waverley commenting. Come out to the Dandenong
Ranges anytime you like, member for Mount Waverley. Come and explain to the families out there
why your government is hiding documents that prevent them knowing which roads to take. You have
seen the fire and the tragedy that happens on these high fire danger days.
But the good news is that the Labor Party today in the upper house supported our motion to release
those documents by 11 December. When we say ‘support’, they were probably just not really
concentrating or listening and did not really understand what was happening in the upper house. Now
what we are going to see is that we are going to have those documents available, because they should
be available so people can be prepared.
The next section is digital radios. I note what the minister said about digital radios in relation to Telstra.
Digital itself is better than analog—I do not think anyone would question that in the long term digital
is going to be better than analog—but when we had the code red day up in northern Victoria we had a
fire in Monbulk, and one of the complaints that came back from Monbulk with those fires is that when
you are using the digital radios in a truck they can go offline.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr BATTIN: I know the member for Mordialloc wants to yell across here. These were firefighters,
and their radios went offline and they could not get them back online. I know the member for Frankston
will agree with this: that is not safe. If you have digital radios that you cannot communicate on, that is
not safe. If you have a digital radio that, when it comes back on, will not connect back online, that is
not safe. The volunteer firefighters through regional district 13 are saying to us—they are begging—
can the government work with them to make sure that they are safe when on the fireground, that their
portable radios in trucks will work and that when they go inside a building—which obviously happens
to assist with people evacuating or for fighting fires—their radios will not be disconnected. It is a huge
concern; it is a major concern through district 13. At the same time I have had people contact me from
other parts of Victoria who swear by the digital system and the improvements it has made in their
areas. That is why we have fundamentally supported digital radios throughout Victoria. What we do
not support is if you only have a digital system and the volunteers are coming back to you and saying
it is not working.
The member for Buninyong also spoke about the increase in new trucks and the biggest fleet coming
into Victoria. Let me assure you, the Dandenong Ranges are not quite feeling the love up there with
the new trucks. One of my brigades has a truck that, when you start it up, you have to wait 6 minutes
to have enough air in the brakes before you can leave the station—6 minutes. They have continuously
had mechanics out there, and the mechanics come back and say, ‘Yep, all good’. Within a week it is
back to what it was. That truck has now been taken off strike teams. That reduces the preparation that
is available for our firefighters to turn out to major events to Victoria.
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Volunteers are the lifeblood of most of our country towns. Most of them volunteer in one or more
organisations, but we all respect and love the work that volunteers do across our state. With our CFA
volunteers, our SES volunteers, anyone in our emergency services, we respect that they generally walk
towards the danger as we are running away. That is the reality in our communities. The other thing
those volunteers do is they go out and meet with organisations. Everyone in this room who has got a
CFA station knows they have open days to inform the community how to be prepared. They volunteer
their time to make sure people can be prepared and pass that message on, because they know it makes
them safer as well as making their communities safer.
When you have less volunteers you have less capacity to deliver on that preparation. We have less
volunteers in stations because the numbers have reduced by 4000. By the government’s own
admission you are 5000 volunteers operationally short from the ideal number to fight fires this fire
season—5000 volunteers. This comes at a time when this government has cut the budget for
emergency services and Emergency Management Victoria by $100 million. It comes at a time when
they are not replacing the trucks and upgrading the trucks that they need to. It comes at a time they
have attacked volunteers over a long period of time, including sacking the board that has stuck up for
them in the past and getting rid of the first minister that came out and said that they needed to be treated
better. They got rid of every person that spoke against them within the CFA and, as we have seen, in
the MFB, and that is why people in the fire services are too worried to stand up to this government.
We need to make sure that our fire services have the best support from government, from the
Parliament and from all Victorians. They have failed to see that, because they have seen that the people
that have stuck up for them within the services have been fired, have been moved on, have been
disrespected, have had their name tarnished—all because they have done what we believe they should
be doing, and that is standing up for volunteers and working with those volunteers to ensure that
Victoria stays and remains a safer place.
As I finish, we are coming into a dangerous fire season. We send our thoughts and our respect to all
our firefighters and all of our emergency services workers out there, and this side of the house will
continue to do that. We are just saying to the government it is about time to get on board and prepare
Victoria for this fire season.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (15:02): This reminds me of the disgraceful behaviour of the then
opposition in the lead-up to that horrific fire season of 2008–09. I recall absolutely—we had Dorothy
Dixers in those days—I was asked as the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency Services
to ask a question of the then Premier, the first question of the day, on the Thursday prior to Black
Saturday: what was our level of preparedness? I was shouted down and laughed at by the other side
because they thought it was a joke. I remember at the time I yelled at them and said, ‘You’ve got to
listen—this is serious’. Those of us who were then on this side of the house knew it was serious. We
knew that it was not something to be played with like a political football.
The member for Eildon was not in the house then. The then member for Seymour and I turned out to
that fire on that weekend, and we will never forget it. The member for Eildon has learned nothing from
that period of time. I felt like I was in a parallel universe hearing her mealy-mouthed, pathetic
advancement as the lead speaker in this debate. It was like being slapped with a wet sock—that is how
much heart she had in it. But then those that have continued to perpetrate myths and nonsense about
preparedness, about so-called truths about Victoria’s preparedness and the approach that this
government takes—to take these matters seriously—could not even get their story straight. On planned
burns, the member for Eildon came into this place at the end of 2010, and as far as what the targets
were then—5 per cent of the state—by their own measure they were not met in 2011. They were not
met in 2012, nor 2013, nor 2014. I do not recall the member for Eildon mentioning that once when in
government.
Then after her mealy-mouthed contribution today we had a contribution from the member for
Gippsland East. I quite respect the member for Gippsland East—he is a good bloke—but in criticising
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us on fuel load and burning targets he said that he thought a target of around 103 000 hectares would
be adequate and that is what we should be doing. Even though they did not reach the targets, he was
bragging about the number of hectares that were burnt between 2011 and 2014 and saying that was
adequate. For starters, it was immediately after the breaking of the millennium drought. Of course it
was easier to do planned burns then, but even then the targets that were proposed were not met. But
he also said he thought we should be doing a target of around 103 000 hectares. Earth to the member
for Gippsland East: the average since 2011 has been 160 000 hectares. So they cannot even get their
story straight internally.
The member for Gippsland East quoted a good friend of mine, John Fisher, who now works as a senior
forest firefighter in New South Wales. I worked side by side with John Fisher in the 1990s as we were
both on the state council of the State Public Service Federation. I worked side by side with John Fisher,
fighting against the cuts that the Kennett government made to firefighting services in this state. What
hypocrisy for the member to come in and quote John Fisher. I understand—sitting behind him, I did
not quite hear everything that the member for Gippsland East said—that he quoted John Fisher as
saying that the only thing in the triangle you can impact is your fuel load. He quoted John Fisher as
saying that you need to do those burns overnight. That was always what firefighters thought and
believed. But I believe that quote from John Fisher was from 2002. Well, hasn’t the environment
changed since then?
I have fought fires since 2002. I was in the CFA for 13 years, and I fought fires in the High Country,
in alpine areas and in the Grampians in the early 2000s, prior to 2009. During those alpine fires, let
me tell you, around Mount Buller we had fires get away overnight. When we tried to back-burn we
had to stop it. In the past the theory was that humidity would go up, the temperature would drop and
you would be able to do some planned burning and some back-burning overnight during a fire event.
Guess what? Climate change means you can almost never do it anymore. So if you are going to quote
a very senior firefighter, make sure you get it at the right time and do not verbal him, because John
Fisher is a very good firefighter to this day and is working in New South Wales.
I mentioned my volunteer service. Let me tell you, the number of fully operational volunteer firefighters
has only dropped by around 200. So do not get out there and scare the community and say there are not
enough volunteer firefighters. Some of those people who have taken breaks in recent years are people
like me, who needed to have a bit of a pause from being an operational firefighter to deal with what we
went through on Black Saturday. But I made a pact last Sunday that I am returning to the local brigade
because I know that operational firefighters are needed. So I will be back on the fireground, and I am
sure plenty of others who have needed that pause and that time to heal will be back.
We heard about the communications. I mean, really. I wish I had longer to speak, but in talking about
the digital radio rollout and so-called black spots, the State Emergency Service’s communications
strategy was rolled out.
Mr Battin interjected.
Ms GREEN: Listen, member for Gembrook, you might learn something. The strategy has not
changed. It was actually developed by the department when I was the Parliamentary Secretary for
Police and Emergency Services; it was re-endorsed by the then minister in the next government, Peter
Ryan, and it has been re-endorsed by this government. The thing we have to deal with is that the Telstra
network is being cut off in the middle of next year, so we will not go to a new radio system that can
actually function. Member for Gembrook, if you want to use your good officers to talk to your
communications minister in Canberra, you go right ahead, but I have not seen any of you very often
standing up to your mates in Canberra and saying, ‘This is what needs to occur’.
We will absolutely work, and we will not ignore whatever problems there might be with the rollout—
unlike the member for Eildon when she was in government. She was completely silent when the
communities of Kinglake had services cruelly ripped away from them, when we had been told, ‘Do
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not remove services from fire-affected communities, particularly children and adolescents, inside of
five years’. That cruelly occurred within three, and we are still dealing with the consequences.
Where has the member for Eildon been, whether in government or opposition, to say, ‘Why are there
still mobile black spots in Kinglake West? Why are there still mobile black spots in Strathewen?’. And
the last time I looked that is in the electorate of the member for Eildon, not the member for Yan Yean—
but I am actually fighting for that. I have never heard her say a word about it. Her confused messaging
around communications, electricity and radios in her contribution was an absolute disgrace. She
should really reconsider her position.
As a member for a bushfire-affected area and the deputy leader of the party, how dare she come in
here and scare the community. We would not have gone down the path of having such hard-hitting
advertising if we did not understand that this state is at huge risk. But like the Prime Minister and the
Premier have said, we are prepared, our volunteers are prepared, our government is prepared. And this
lot opposite are not prepared ever to sit on the government benches. They are a disgrace.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (15:12): Indeed this is a matter of public importance. The forthcoming
bushfire season is a matter of great concern to our communities. In Shepparton last week the headlines
of our local newspaper were ‘Code red’ and we were advised of the catastrophic circumstances that
we would face on that day. It really does strike fear into the hearts of people who live in regional areas
when that sort of warning comes out. I do not think there would be anyone anywhere who would
disagree with that. But with it comes a level of concern about what that means. There is a real need for
more clarity around what these sorts of warnings mean. I know people were contacting me and my
electorate office asking, ‘Should I leave? Should I stay?’. This messaging is very important, but it has
taken on a different look now—the whole question of whether you do stay or leave—and it often
comes down to where you live.
Once it would have been thought that if you lived in the forest, if you lived out in country areas where
there was a lot of grass or a lot of trees and it was a day like we had last week, you might think about
leaving. But now in a town like Shepparton or Mooroopna we have many people living along the river,
which is actually part of our city, our town. Many houses there would be very seriously affected and
burn if a fire got started in the forest between Shepparton and Mooroopna. So there is a serious lack
of clarity around what people should do at certain times, and I do not think you can always rely on the
common sense of people.
That day last week was the day when, for the first time, I packed a bag. Now that might sound odd,
but I have some precious things. They are photos mainly, there are some important papers that anyone
would want with them, a passport and those sorts of things—and for me it was a day when I thought,
‘This has really not happened before and this could be a day when our area could get hit really badly’.
So I had my things ready at the door, the things that were important to just put in the car and go. A lot
of people might think that that was fairly fanciful because I probably am about a kilometre away from
the river, but I think we have all seen the change that has happened in our environment, the dryness
that we now face. Farmers for years have been talking about the change in the seasons, the drought
and the impact of climate change, and I think for many people who live in towns even we see it. I
know even in my garden, and I have quite a big garden, I have seen the change in the way plants now
react, the ones that survive, the ones that do not—these are all a sign of the times. I think we are very
wise to take into account the change that is occurring and the preparations that we need to make in
relation to that.
In the paper the day following our code red the local fire chief, Pete Dedman, said we were lucky. It
was like we dodged a bullet. There were a few small fires, a house fire, a small grassfire, various ones
that were gotten under control quickly, but it was a day when there were hot north winds blowing right
through the region and it could have been a disaster. It was not, but we know we are going to face
many more of these days as we go forward.
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One of the areas in my electorate that is such a concern to me is the Barmah National Park, and indeed
the Barmah forest and the Lower Goulburn National Park, which run along our Goulburn River and
along the Murray River. They are vast areas: 77 000 hectares of national park. Just yesterday I spoke
with our fire chief, Peter Newman, who is the chief of the CFA at Yalca-Yielima. That is the CFA that
is located all along that northern part of my electorate that faces onto the forest. He expressed his great
concern about the state of the forest. It has been incredibly dry for a long time. There is not usually a
lot on the forest floor, but more and more leaves are falling, bark is peeling off the trees and there has
been no management of that park for a very long time, so there are so many saplings that exist that are
blocking off tracks in the forest. He said that there had been no burning undertaken and no preparation
done for the forthcoming fire season that he could see in the area that he covered. There are some
tracks that have been graded and others that have not. He said it is a disaster waiting to happen because
if you get the right conditions, if you get that north wind behind a fire on the New South Wales side
coming across into the forest, then you have a serious disaster, and you have one of the most iconic
red gum forests in the world—Ramsar-listed—ready to blow. I think that is something that troubles
everyone who lives along that part of the region.
This is sort of a good story I am going to tell you here. The local CFA guys were out on a truck a few
weeks ago and they looked around at themselves and they determined that the youngest of them was
62 years of age—the youngest. So they said to themselves, ‘We’ve gotta do something about this’, so
they planned a doorknock throughout the whole area and they—can you believe it—recruited 16 new
members in a very short time. The way they did it was by explaining that, ‘You can’t get on the fire
truck unless you’re a member. You have to wear a uniform. You can’t even go and fight for your
parents’ home if it’s burning unless you are properly equipped. If you want to come with us’. The
response generally around the community was ‘Well, I guess we’d better join’, and they have.
It is really quite a remarkable story, and I think it really reflects how country people sometimes deal
with the problems that are facing them. I really applaud that can-do attitude that that particular CFA
have taken to deal with the problems that they know they have. One of the bigger problems in those
sorts of more remote areas of my electorate, and of course across the river in New South Wales, is that
our communities are being hollowed out. There are very few young people to join anymore because
they are leaving those areas. We have farming under such great challenge, we have poor water policy,
we have a whole range of issues including the drought that are driving young people away from
country communities. Parents are saying to their children, ‘Don’t stay here. Look to your future
somewhere else’, so it is very hard to get the level of recruitment you might need. And so many people
in country areas of course rely on volunteers to do so much of this important work.
In New South Wales just this week the leader of the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party in the New
South Wales Parliament introduced a bill seeking to allow landowners adjoining forests and national
parks to be able to undertake their own planned burning. For a distance of about 250 metres they of
course put firebreaks on their property, they do planned burning on their property, and they now want
the right to be able to go forward into a certain level and create a firebreak into the forests. That is the
sort of thinking that is now happening in so many places, because the threat of fire and the concern
about what we have seen happen in Queensland and New South Wales are so great that there is a very
broad understanding that we cannot rely on being protected. We cannot rely on help coming from
somewhere else always in the time that it is needed. We have to be prepared, we have to act, but we
do need to have that ability to be able to do it.
You can look at roadsides covered in tall grass and wood that has fallen from trees, just so much of a
fuel load, and yet local councils will say, ‘You’re not allowed to go and take the wood from the side
of the road’. We have come to a position where we really actually need to do that. We are now in a
time when we can no longer allow that sort of neglect to go on. It was done for good reason at a time
when we were in a wetter period, when it was a habitat and it was all those good things, but it is no
longer safe to allow that sort of a fuel load to exist.
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I had so many things I wanted to say, but I think in winding up I would like to pay tribute to all of the
CFAs in my electorate. I meet them at dinners and at many events during the course of the year and
the work they do is astounding, but I do reflect on the fact that they are an ageing volunteer force and
we are going to have to address that somehow. While Yalca-Yielima have come up with a creative
way of doing it, we are going to have to think of many other creative ways because the CFA volunteers
are a critical part of our firefighting system and we need them.
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (15:22): I question the intention of this matter of public importance (MPI)
because there is a lot of information in the public realm on every single point raised which any high
school student with access to a library or internet could research and rattle off factual information in
answer and quite promptly. Questions have been asked in this place as well and have been answered,
so clearly those opposite have their ears turned off. Sure, call for accountability and explanations, ask
for the rationale for a decision or viewpoint, but first listen, reflect, research and then rise to the
challenge of a proper debate.
When I was little I used to try and have an argument with my father about something and would get
all emotional and have snippets of information and would not be very coherent, and he would say, ‘Go
away, do your research, get the facts, come back and then we will argue this out’. It was not an
argument really, just a loud conversation, but in Italian it tended to be perceived differently, and these
were really wise words for someone that left school in grade 2 to work in the fields.
We have been elected to do a job. We are focused on the job at hand, and we should not be playing
politics while there are active fires. Fires are burning in eastern Australia, devastating and crumbling
townships in New South Wales and Queensland, and even here in East Gippsland and Mount Bogong.
Crews from my fire brigade went up to New South Wales, as did many across districts 8 and 9, and I
want to take this opportunity to thank them.
Here in Victoria we have always had a high risk of bushfires, and we have never said otherwise. We
are facing a severe fire risk this season and we are prepared to meet these challenges. We need to be
prepared for a hot, dry, long summer, and most people think they know about fire but actually they do
not. Our conditions—and this goes right across the country—are increasingly getting hotter and more
dangerous, and those opposite want to politicise bushfires, scare people and once again demean the
hard work of our firefighters.
Climate change exists. We are not the party of deniers. It is a Liberal Prime Minister and members of
his party—not this government—who refuse to meet with 23 former fire and emergency chiefs to talk
about climate change and to come up with a coherent national climate and energy policy. We do not
shy away from acknowledging that Victoria is facing a severe fire risk this season, but we are prepared
to meet the challenges of this fire season.
On the subject of preparedness let us present some facts: we have funded the biggest firefighting fleet
Victoria has ever seen this summer. There are 50 core aircraft contracted for summer, including a mix
of water-bombing, air supervision and aerial intelligence-gathering aircraft, two large air tankers and
two air cranes. We will have access to surge capacity of up to 100 aircraft over the course of summer.
The Premier and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services launched a confronting ad campaign
to tackle community complacency and to make sure people are prepared, because we all have a part
to play.
Our agencies are well into their work working with communities to get them ready, and already
community briefings have been held across my electorate, including in the Grantville and Pakenham
areas, which were both impacted last season. Last Thursday we had our first code red in nearly
10 years, and the conditions we anticipated and the response to these by agencies and the community
meant the fires were controlled quickly. In my electorate of Bass, which covers districts 8 and 9, I have
spent the last six months handing out new appliances to local brigades—pumper tankers, tankers,
ultralights to stations at Bayles, Bass, Inverloch and Phillip Island, just to name a few.
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Leading up to summer our brigade has been very busy, joining with our neighbouring firefighters,
undergoing training and skills development: hazardous tree training—and if anyone has seen those
training videos, they are really confronting, and the skills are a necessary and really important aspect
of being on the ground; big-fill operations, including pump operations, draughting, hose and branch
selection; collar tank operations, including setting up, usage and pack up, and being on a strike team
in Yinnar South last season there was one on the fireground itself; and entrapment drill and burnover
drill, which is an annual drill qualification to remain an active operational volunteer.
Complacent: well, that is a very apt pseudonym for those opposite, who refused to take action on the
Fiskville crisis while career and volunteer firefighters and their families got sick, did nothing for four
years in office and denied a link between firefighting and certain cancers. It is not just complacency,
it is heartless and insensitive, where they insult firefighters who attended Black Saturday and use them
as political footballs. As has already been mentioned, the budget cuts of $66 million in 2012 said that
they really did not take the bushfire risk seriously nor respect our volunteers.
In terms of volunteer numbers, and we will go to the facts here, the choice of language of those
opposite is actually of interest and far from the facts themselves. Yet again, the MPI at paragraph (2)
states that 4000 CFA volunteers walked away from service. I mean, really? There is always going to
be some change in the numbers at CFA as they go through and audit numbers and as volunteers age
out. Actually the number of operational volunteer firefighters remains steady, and we have heard this
today as well.
A more accurate indicator is that of active operational volunteer firefighters, those who are fit for duty
with up-to-date training and who are available to fight fires, and this number has not been declining.
Advice from CFA is that the number of active operational volunteers who turned out to fires in 2018
was 17 641. That is more than turned out in 2012. The CFA has never called upon more than 19 000
active operational volunteers in a year, and there are 34 380 of us in the mix. What we are doing as
well is placing additional responsibility on CFA brigades to support recruitment, development,
training and retention of volunteers, including females. I was the first female in my brigade, which is
a small brigade, and I actually dropped the average age level quite considerably, but we now have
three and possibly four active on our team.
In terms of paragraph (3) with regard to planned burning, we take our advice from experts and not
from politicians. On the public record is the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
stating, ‘It is only one of the actions we are taking to protect lives, homes, jobs and the environment’.
And going back to getting your facts, it was only a minute ago that I found that last sitting week—
14 November—the Leader of the Opposition asked the minister this very question. Hansard and
Google are a marvel for facts, and I refer to Hansard and direct the opposition to the full transcript.
Again, the answers have been given. I will quote from Hansard just so that when those opposite are
doing a bit of a search they will have no problem finding the information. The question was around
the rolling prescribed burn and the minister questioned the premise of the question, and I quote:
… because there is no exact correlation between the number of hectares you actually burn and community
safety. That is why the Inspector-General for Emergency Management … provided subsequent independent
recommendations to this government that basically said that the burning of hectares through planned burning
does not equate to increased community safety.

The recommendation was: you also need to take a risk-based approach to planned burning.
I might just cut through, given I am about to run out of time, but back in the day there was a great
quote, a purler really, by the then Liberal Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
Honourable Ryan Smith, who said:
… by partnering science and technology with local expertise and community action, we have more options
and are making better decisions to reduce the impact of bushfires on Victorians—focusing our efforts on areas
most at risk and investing in the activities that have the greatest benefit.
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There he was talking about managing bushfire risks involving more than just reducing fuel in our
forests and parks.
The facts and figures have already been mentioned. In closing, the fire season will be a challenge. It
will be hot, it will be dry, it will be a long season. We take our advice from experts. We fund, we
support, we prepare and we work with our community to be ready as a state. Having been on strike
teams, I am in awe of the operations of our emergency services and agencies: the logistics, the
coordination, the thoroughness, the control centres and the professionalism of our CFA crews, SES,
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, MFB controllers, commissioners, chiefs and
brigade administrative support officers. I just want to give a huge shout-out to them and also to the
emergency services minister for her commitment, work, reforms and funding.
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (15:32): Under Labor, Victoria’s energy system is on life support, and
this summer the danger is that our lack of preparedness will see systemic collapse. One point three
million homes—3 million Victorians—are at risk of blackout. The way we produce energy is
changing, which requires infrastructure that can generate, manage and move energy differently. That
means our state should have led on making structural change. Yet this government has failed to prepare
and failed to show leadership in this policy area, and that lack of leadership is a key reason this state
lacks a secure energy supply.
With every summer Victoria’s energy system is proving less able to cope with demand. But this
government has failed to develop a substantive policy response. Instead we have seen this government
blame infrastructure, we have seen this government blame other levels of government. The Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change has proven that she lacks policy depth, and the Premier
has proven unwilling to correct that in his ministry when it is his responsibility as state leader to stop
this spiralling failure.
If the projections of systemic collapse are realised, this summer may prove a tipping point for the
people of our state. In January this year a reported 375 000 homes were left without power. Shortly
before the blackouts the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change said, and I quote:
Blackouts are something that absolutely will not be a feature of today …

and further that the government was ‘absolutely confident’ there would be no outages. The minister
gave an absolute commitment. By the end of the day hundreds of thousands of Victorians were left
without power, including many in my electorate. One constituent rang me in tears because he was so
worried about his elderly parents. They were frail, without power and desperately unable to cope with
the heat. He and many constituents were incensed on hearing the government’s response. Not only did
the government fail to offer a fix but the minister flippantly noted that blackouts are, quote:
… something that we would all rather avoid …

Last year the Premier dealt with blackouts in a similarly poor way, though in that case, in typical
fashion, the Premier politically deflected and blamed his government’s failures on a government of
the last century.
This summer we will again see the government has no grip on energy security and will expose its lack
of preparedness. In August the Australian Energy Market Operator made it clear that Victoria should
brace for wholesale blackouts this summer, and I quote:
… all regions other than Victoria expected to meet the current reliability standard …

and that:
… involuntary load shedding may be experienced in Victoria … equivalent to between 260,000 and
1.3 million households being without power …

That is 1.3 million households without power. This summer up to 3 million Victorians could suffer
from a blackout. The figures are staggering and represent wholesale government failure.
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Rather than acknowledge the structural collapse of energy provision, the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change simply brushed off those projections by saying, and I quote:
We’re in a tricky position.

Well, Minister, we are in more than a tricky position. The energy system is failing and this government
has proven unable to offer structural policy reform. Sadly, on a state-by-state comparison the Victorian
government has been shown to have their hands in their pockets.
New South Wales is well advanced and better prepared with their strategic planning on energy
transformation. In November 2018 the New South Wales government released their energy sector
infrastructure road map, the NSW Transmission Infrastructure Strategy. It is the New South Wales
government’s blueprint for the transition of the energy system. The strategy differentiates our two
states. The strategy highlights that governments have a responsibility to do more than make a policy
decision about the future of energy—any decision must also be strategically planned and involve
infrastructure preparedness and regionally targeted opportunities and be in partnership with industry.
Behind closed doors the energy industry often acknowledges the lack of strategic thinking and
certainty from the Victorian government. New South Wales has recognised the benefits of a developed
plan and identified in their strategy that industry can be confident to invest and be part of energy
infrastructure transformation but that that investment can be regionally targeted to best effect and leads
to energy that is more affordable to the end user. This sentiment was reinforced by Energy Networks
Australia CEO Andrew Dillon, who spoke on behalf of industry, saying the strategy was, and I quote:
… a vital step towards a more integrated energy system that would deliver greater benefit to customers
through a more resilient grid and more competitive wholesale markets.

Last week energy ministers met for the Australian government’s energy council. In the lead-up to the
meeting the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, in typical fashion, sought to divert
attention away from the government’s own ineptitude on energy security. Instead of using the meeting
to brief the national forum on a reform agenda, our minister called for changes to the standard that is
used to measure reliability. Tony Wood, the energy director at the Grattan Institute, is reported as
calling out the minister’s agenda as a tactic from politicians in Victoria who are worried about being
held accountable from summer blackouts.
By contrast the New South Wales Minister for Energy and Environment, Matt Kean, used the council
meeting to brief ministers on the next step for their state and released their electricity strategy. A core
part of that strategy is encouraging private investment and acknowledging that existing planning
processes mean that only one in 20 of the proposed renewable projects are approved. As an aside, it is
worth noting that in its Victorian Annual Planning Report the Australian Energy Market Operator
reported of our state, and I quote:
Some investors in Victoria are already facing economic impacts and technical challenges associated with
connection to a weak transmission network …

In short, the New South Wales electricity strategy is expected to reduce energy bills by $40 per year,
drive $8 billion in private investment, create 1200 jobs and support the creation of Australia’s first
coordinated renewable energy zone. As a spokesperson for the Australian Energy Market Operator
described the new strategy:
We expect the NSW proposal … will lower the risk and cost of project development.

I recently met with Matt Kean and talked about his approach to policy and energy security. Make no
mistake, he wants to get things done in New South Wales. He is willing to push the envelope and take
a different approach. On a state-by-state basis, he is a V8 minister to our Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, who is no more than a vintage Volvo. You can see that in their
differing approaches to hydrogen. Minister Kean has set out a goal for acquiring 10 per cent of New
South Wales gas from green hydrogen by 2030. Hydrogen is a significant opportunity for Australia
and should be a key opportunity for this state to lead in its investment and production. Australia’s chief
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scientist, Dr Finkel, has championed that opportunity, finding that Australian hydrogen exports could
contribute $1.7 billion and provide 2800 jobs by 2030. In its June paper, the National Hydrogen
Roadmap, the CSIRO said:
… the development of a hydrogen export industry represents a significant opportunity for Australia and a
potential ‘game changer’ for the local industry …

Last week ministers attending the Council of Australian Governments Energy Council agreed upon a
national hydrogen strategy. The strategy recognises, and I quote:
The potential for a major hydrogen export industry is clear. Markets are growing in Asia and in Europe, and
Australia is well-placed to serve this growing demand.

And further:
The Strategy calls on the Commonwealth, States, and Territories to create the necessary social and regulatory
framework that allows the hydrogen sector to expand.

We know that New South Wales is hungry to step into the green hydrogen space, as too is Queensland,
whose Minister for State Development has said the state, and again I quote:
… views green hydrogen as the long-term future for energy production.

Victoria, on the other hand, has had a bumpier road, and has an energy minister who has chosen not
to be our state’s hydrogen champion, which has been noted with concern by industry. Last week the
energy ministers spoke about the benefits of a nationally agreed strategy. However, the minister for
energy in Victoria limp-wristedly noted that hydrogen is ‘just one example’ of energy that ‘could play
a role’. Like the increasing beat of a drum, industry continues to question whether the energy minister’s
heart is in backing the future of hydrogen. It is worth noting that the Treasurer, in his capacity as
Minister for Economic Development, is trying to fill the void by telling industry that he will be the
lead proponent for hydrogen in this government.
I recently met with representatives of the Hydrogen Energy Supply Chain Pilot Project, who are
seeking to turn brown coal from the Latrobe Valley into hydrogen, which will then be liquefied at the
port of Hastings. This is a significant opportunity for our state. With our neighbouring states
strategically hungry to become national leaders, we do not have time or space to forgive a disinterested
minister for energy. Again I say, under Labor, Victoria’s energy system is on life support.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (15:42): Look, I cannot say it has been a pleasure to listen to this
debate today. We have spent 2 hours talking while people in New South Wales and areas of Victoria
and Queensland are actually walking the walk and putting their butts on the line to save lives and the
property of people that they have never even met in places they have never been. As a CFA volunteer,
I can tell you that, for me, this matter of public importance from the Liberal opposition is like seeing
a dog return to its vomit. This MPI is just a bunch of assumptions, it is a bunch of fallacies and tall
tales and it is not constructive for anyone at all.
I will start with the second point in this MPI, which is about CFA numbers. There is this figure of
4000—4000 dedicated, passionate CFA members, trained and resourced, have apparently walked
away from their communities. There is no footnote, there is no evidence and there is no reference for
this. No-one can tell us where it is from. I would suggest that it is probably from some budget papers,
which probably do not reflect the type of volunteers, as in operational and non-operational.
Mr Battin interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE: We will go into the annual reports, member for Gembrook; we will. You are
basically saying that the chief officer is wrong, because in November of this year the chief officer is
reported as saying, and I quote:
The number of operational volunteers has remained stable at 34 000 for the past 10 years.
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So you are saying that the chief officer is wrong—I know who I would believe. But let us go for
another—
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Through the Chair.
Mr EDBROOKE: Let us go for another example, Deputy Speaker. This is from the Standard on
20 November 2019:
Volunteer numbers at south-west Country Fire Authority brigades are booming, annual report data shows.
Total operational numbers for districts four, five and six were 4720 in 2009, but had increased to 5,455 as of
30 June this year. Meanwhile, non operational numbers—

increased as well. The journalist who wrote this article, Jackson Graham, obviously did his study and
actually did a lot more than our opponents across the table did. He said that:
It follows a statewide trend where operational CFA members increased by 1497 in the past decade.

The opposition is apparently saying he is wrong too.
Former Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV) district 5 state councillor Owen O’Keefe, a
volunteer since the 1960s, a very experienced man, said that the skills of the south-west firefighters
were probably better than they have ever been. The article quotes CFA captain Stephen Beaton as
saying of the Peterborough brigade, which had nine active operational members in 2009, 16 in 2015,
and 22 this year:
‘We have more numbers than what we have ever had in the past’.

To add to that the article says:
The district’s brigades have also seen a slight shift in gender balance, with 21 per cent of volunteers now
females, an increase on the 18 per cent in 2009.

So we have proud, loyal CFA members with integrity telling us one thing. They have got no political
motive. This includes Stephen Beaton, Peterborough’s captain, a district 5 volunteer and VFBV
councillor who has been a CFA volunteer since the 1960s. The actual CFA chief officer, an
experienced firefighter who is well-respected, is telling us that the Liberals’ information is false.
I just do not see why we would carry on speaking about the rest of this MPI when we can see that the
Liberals have not even got their facts straight. How in the world can you actually base an argument on
these claims when there is no evidence to support them? But apparently the Liberal Party thinks they
can, so I want to take them through a bit of a lesson on CFA numbers. The figures that those opposite
have do not necessarily reflect all the volunteers that the CFA have. Those opposite were formerly
telling us we had 50 000 volunteers. We know there are 34 000, as reflected in the CFA annual reports.
So it is only a 16 000 difference, to start with—they are 16 000 off. We have operational, nonoperational and junior volunteers, and you need to see that breakdown. Our advice from the CFA is
that the number of active operational volunteers who turned out to fight fires in 2018 was 17 641, up
from 15 500 in the 2016–17 year. I believe that is close to the most individual firefighters we have
ever seen turn out over summer. But I refer you to the 2016–17 CFA annual report. This is not rocket
science. The report is available on Google, as other friends have said. You just have to be looking for
it and prepared to not make up stories.
I am going to make it really basic so those opposite understand. Imagine a pie chart. There are
34 000 skilled, committed operational volunteers in that pie chart. Of around 34 000 operational
volunteers, under half—46 per cent, or 15 500—actually responded to one or more incidents during
the 2016–17 year. Of 34 000 volunteers, 34 per cent—or 11 663—attended les than 12 incidents
during the year, so a third of that pie chart. Ten per cent of them, one-tenth of the pie chart, attended
between 12 and 50 incidents in that period, and 2.1 per cent, a fraction—if you are looking at a clock
face, a minute—735, attended more than 50 incidents during the year.
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So I ask people in this chamber: from these figures, CFA’s own figures, who would you trust? Those
spruiking 50 000 volunteers, which was a figure that was just out there and wrong, those spruiking a
gross loss of 4000 volunteers without any kind of evidence to support that? It is almost like they are
creating some kind of revisionist history based around fluctuations in volunteers. But most
importantly, and I think fundamentally this goes to the heart of the issue and why it is so damaging,
the dialogue here about bringing out incorrect numbers is designed to undermine the community’s
confidence in volunteers. That is wrong, and we need to put that rubbish to bed.
From those figures we have got we can say that in addition to the 15 500 dedicated, well-trained CFA
volunteers, many of whom are possibly up in New South Wales at the moment and always ready to
serve, there were another 54 per cent—the other half of that pie chart—that did not respond in the
2016–17 year. I put it to the people opposite, who talk about surge capacity quite a bit like they know
what they are talking about: 54 per cent of 34 000 is actually a fair amount of surge capacity of
committed, dedicated, resourced, trained volunteers ready to leave their homes when the pagers go off
and possibly go interstate. I am not sure why we are questioning the figures that come out of the CFA.
I am not sure why we are questioning figures that come from volunteer firefighters, but I do know
who I would trust, and it would not be the people opposite.
Let us look at their track record. As noted in the Age on 14 May 2017:
A senior member of Matthew Guy’s frontbench has infuriated firefighters after telling Parliament that paid
firefighters did not respond for the first 5½ hours on Black Saturday, the nation’s worst bushfire tragedy.

How did that work out? In the Herald Sun on 19 July 2016 the member for Bulleen stated:
… the CFA expects tens of thousands of volunteer firefighters across Victoria to resign.

Wrong.
In the Herald Sun on 5 June 2016 the former Leader of the Opposition, the member for Bulleen, wrote
in an opinion piece that CFA volunteers could not fight fires unless seven unionised firefighters were
there to supervise them. In the Age on 21 August 2013 he said his party was not convinced that there
was a link between firefighting and cancer. They then continued to vote down presumptive rights
legislation for volunteers and paid firefighters three times, and then we had the pairing incident, which
made international news. In the Herald Sun on 19 July 2017 the former Leader of the Opposition had
tweeted a picture of MFB trainee firefighters with the text, ‘Unionised firefighters campaigning for
Labor’. The chief officer of the MFB had to go on Twitter and actually correct that.
Who told the community that we would not have enough firefighters to help interstate? We have just
sent a record contingent. Who sacked one in 10 workers in the public service that were also people
that were firefighters for Parks Victoria and also Forest Fire Management Victoria? It is these people
that designed the ‘Hands off the CFA’ campaign. You could almost take them seriously if they had
not fled the Fiskville inquiry, which was quite explosive. You could almost take them seriously if they
had not cut $66 million, which was admitted by the former minister, and cut 164 jobs. Unbelievably
after trying to create this false dilemma, the member for Bulleen stated that his party could save the
CFA. That was in the Herald Sun in the second month of 2017.
What you do not understand is that politics has very, very little to do with firefighters getting up on
trucks and heading towards places that are very dangerous to do jobs that most of us would not want
to do. Volunteers are motivated by community spirit. They are motivated by sacrifice. I am honoured
to know many smart, qualified, passionate firefighters across the board, but I know they appreciate
actually having a government that is not cutting their budget, that is not sacking people and that is not
going to war with them.
These people are now looking back at the ‘Hands off the CFA’ campaign. They are now looking back
at the former Leader of Opposition saying he could save the CFA. They are now looking back at you
requesting money from people. They are now looking back at all those fallacies—the
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50 000 volunteers—‘We’ve lost 4000 volunteers’. We had a shadow minister actually ask one of our
ministers last sitting week, ‘Can you guarantee there will be no fatalities during summer?’. All I can
say is thank you to the firefighters for everything they do now and in the future.
Mr R SMITH (Warrandyte) (15:52): When our communities elect us and send us to this place we
are charged with a very serious responsibility, and the responsibility is to bring our community’s
concerns to this place. Whether you are in government or in opposition or you are an Independent in
this place, it is still your responsibility to come and bring the issues of your community to this place.
We have heard today from members whose electorates cover Eildon, the Dandenong Ranges,
Gippsland and indeed my own electorate of Warrandyte, who represent areas whose communities are
very much in high fire-risk zones. The community of Warrandyte was very fortunate on Black
Saturday, notwithstanding the tragedies that befell so many other parts of the state. The community of
Warrandyte was saved by a change of wind at about quarter past 3. That wind change actually saved
Warrandyte from being decimated in much the same manner that many other areas were.
My community are very aware of the risks that are around them. There are many, many residences
that back onto the Warrandyte State Park. As we go into the fire season the level of concern about the
level of unpreparedness of the government coming into this fire season is just heightened. Last
Thursday we had some particularly high temperatures and blustery conditions. I had cause to go into
the Warrandyte state forest and have a look at the fuel loads, and I have to say that I was nothing short
of horrified. When we asked in this place about the level of preparedness and the prescribed burning
that had happened, the government said that they are doing things smarter. If you walk through the
Warrandyte State Park, there is clear evidence that nothing has been done. While those opposite think
that we are in here playing politics, the reality of the situation is that we are actually coming here
representing our communities.
Our communities are significantly at risk, and if the government gets it wrong, then those people will
face an inferno. Blinded by smoke they will lose their houses and in some cases they may lose their
lives. If the government gets it wrong, then it is those people, it is those residents in the communities
that I talked about, that are going to pay a very, very heavy price. If we were ever to have another
tragedy like Black Saturday, members in this house would I am sure feel much sorrow, much pain and
all those emotions that you have when a tragedy of that magnitude happens. But the reality is that the
material impact would be felt by members of those communities.
I was in this house, unlike others—not that it makes any difference—in the aftermath of Black
Saturday when the Brumby government did the right thing and got a royal commission going. The
experts that went through that royal commission were part of putting some significant
recommendations together. The recommendations that were put together included a commitment to
prescribed burning of 5 per cent of the state per year. The government of the day, which ended up
being the coalition government, made some very significant steps towards reaching that target. We
went from the previous Labor government’s levels of 70 000 hectares per year up to around
280 000 hectares on the way to 350 000 hectares had we remained in government. We put the
resources, the funding and the commitment into achieving those targets, achieving the outcomes of
the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission’s recommendations.
Unfortunately we seem to have forgotten those recommendations. We seem to have forgotten what
happened 10 years ago, because the level of burning has reduced significantly. As I said, all you have
to do is walk around the Warrandyte State Park—and I am sure many, many other areas around the
state—to see the blatant fact that nothing has been done in those areas at all, the blatant fact that the
lives of communities are at risk because of the lack of preparation leading into this summer. Those
opposite can talk about scaremongering or whatever they like, but the fact of the matter is that people
in my area should be concerned because over their back fences there is fuel load like you have never
seen before, that I have never seen before in my time as a member, in my time walking around those
areas of public estate.
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We sat here when the bushfires royal commission handed down its recommendations, and we pledged
to never let a tragedy like that happen again. We pledged that we would do everything we could, that,
with 173 lives lost, we would never let a tragedy like that happen again. It is not scaremongering for
me to come into this place and raise the issues that my community has raised with me, for the member
for Gembrook to raise the issues that his community has raised with him or indeed for the member for
Gippsland East or the member for Eildon to do the same. It is not scaremongering, when we are
bringing those very real concerns to the government, to say to the government, ‘You need to do more
than what you are doing’.
It is too late now. For this fire season there is no way the government is going to get on top of the
preparation. There is no way the government is going to get on top of things for this fire season. If we
are fortunate enough to get through this fire season without the sorts of tragedies that we have seen in
the past, I urge the government and my community urges the government to do more next year to
make sure that the fuel loads are kept at levels that are far more safe than they are now.
It does not have to be prescribed burning; it can be slashing. There is a whole bunch of things that can
be done, but the government is just not doing any of it at the moment. The government will talk about
the weather conditions over the course of the last couple of years that have hampered prescribed
burning. The reality is that when the coalition was in government we had two years of floods and we
still managed to up the levels of prescribed burning because we had the commitment, we had the
resources and we made the funding available. So for the government to make excuses is just not good
enough for my community or indeed for communities right around the state. The fact of the matter is
we need to do more. The government really has to stand up and take some responsibility.
The thing about tragedies of this magnitude is that the government will say we are scaremongering
beforehand, and if we point out post the tragedy the lack of preparation that the government has done
then the government will say that we are playing politics with it. It is not playing politics or
scaremongering to come into this place and tell the government that they have actually failed, to show
the government evidence—just by walking round these areas, walking round the public estate. It is not
scaremongering or playing politics to point out to the government that they are not doing enough. It is
not scaremongering to point out to the government that our communities, the ones that we represent,
have asked us to come into this place to represent them and raise those concerns with the government.
For the government to simply slap it down and say, ‘Well, you on that side of the place, you in
opposition, didn’t do anything—blah, blah, blah, blah, blah’, is simply not a good enough response
for our communities. The government needs to do far, far more when it comes to ensuring the safety
of our communities. The government needs to do far more to look back over the last 10 years to see
the issues that led up to the tragedies of Black Saturday and make sure, as we said in this house 10 years
ago, to never let it happen again. Well, it is happening again. The sorts of fuel loads that we saw preBlack Saturday are happening again. The loads are at enormous levels and, as I said, the government
needs to do more. We do not want to have another tragedy just 10 years later. The lessons of Black
Saturday appear to have been forgotten.
Just to move on to the final point of the matter of public importance, which relates to uncertainty
around power supply leading into this summer, again it is not the opposition playing politics with this
issue, it is not the opposition coming in merely to oppose. The Australian Energy Market Operator,
the independent body, has made a forecast that up to 1.3 million homes will be without power this
summer. This is not a figure that the opposition has pulled out of nowhere; this is a figure that has been
put forward by the market operator, and the market operator has made it very clear that of all the states
in this country Victoria is the only one that will not meet its reliability target. It is the only one that
will face the sorts of blackouts that have been forecast. Indeed the market operator also said the manner
in which the government’s program introduces renewables into the network is playing a contributing
factor, is a large contributing factor towards the likelihood of those blackouts.
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That is what the government needs to understand. The fact that the government has actually gone to
the Reliability and Emergency Reserve Trader and asked for the opportunity to access that emergency
reserve trader’s supply three years out is just unbelievable. It says to me very clearly, and it should say
to all Victorians, that the government knows that we are going to experience supply problems in this
state for the next three years.
The reserve trader does not operate that way. The reserve trader is there as a provider of supply of last
resort, and it is expensive. It is the most expensive power that we can get—an expense that will be
passed on to power consumers. That the government want to lock in that high energy supply for the
next three years just shows that they do not have a plan to ensure supply over those three years and
indeed that they know that we are going to face significant problems in the network in those next three
years. Their energy policy has been an abject failure. Prices have only gone up. We have seen even just
in the last couple of days the Victorian default offer, which has not been in place for even six months,
is yet to rise again, putting further pressure on the cost-of-living burdens for Victorian energy
consumers.
So, in closing, I say the government has failed on energy policy. We will be without power this
summer. There will be blackouts. The government has not prepared for ensuring either safety through
fire risk mitigation or the supply of power.
Business of the house
STANDING AND SESSIONAL ORDERS
Debate resumed.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (16:02): I rise to speak on the motion regarding changes to the
standing orders. Of course, as the many speakers before me have said, this motion is agreed to by the
opposition. It is a motion to make changes to the standing orders that is based on a report from a review
into some of those standing orders. I would like to acknowledge the members of the committee for all
their work. They are the chair, the Speaker; the Leader of the House; the Deputy Speaker; the member
for Eildon and Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party; the member for Shepparton; the Deputy Government
Whip and member for Bentleigh; the member for Ripon; and the Leader of The Nationals. There was
quite a bit of discussion around the changes to the standing orders. As many other speakers have said,
the standing orders have been without real change since 2004. It was believed that it was timely to have
a review of how they were working—not a big, huge upheaval and lots of changes but really to look at
things and to see how they were working and if there were working properly.
There are probably three types of changes or amendments to the standing orders. There are the more
mechanical, technical changes that have been necessary—it might be that because of a previous
amendment or clarification there needs to be something clarified or some sort of consequential change
made. There were some that were changes that were requested—for example, the change around
condolence motions in the event that a former member of this house passes away. And some of the
changes were really as a result of changes in technology, so that we can sort of get with the times.
I will just talk about a few of the proposed changes. I will not go into detail on all of them; I think that
has been done very well by the Leader of the House as the first speaker. I will go first to I guess some
of the more technical changes or clarifications. For example, the election of the Speaker, where small
things might end up, if they were contested somewhere down the track, leading to a whole lot of
complication. It is really about the wording. The report talks about standing orders 11 and 13 and
recommends that the Clerk announce to the house the number of votes received by each candidate and
the number of informal votes. That is one of the changes that has been looked at because at the moment
the standing orders talk about needing to have a majority of the votes. Rather than have an argument
about whether that majority is with or without informal votes, the standing orders ought to be clear
and say it is a majority of formal votes that are cast that determines who is elected as the Speaker. That
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is really just a clarification, and it is sort of what happens now. Although in most cases there is not
informal voting, in the event that happens this clears it up so it does not become a much bigger issue.
There are also some things around, for example, what happens if the Speaker is absent. Standing
order 21 says that when the Speaker is absent the Clerk notifies the house of this and then the Deputy
Speaker takes the chair. It is considered not really necessary for the Clerk to inform the house. If the
Speaker is absent, then the Deputy Speaker will just take the chair and there will not need to be an
announcement made.
These are fairly obvious sorts of changes that just tidy things up and make it a little bit easier and
workable to get through the standing orders. As we know, the standing orders are fearlessly used in
many of our debates, particularly around question time. We saw that today when various points of
order all claimed to be right under particular standing orders. We want to make sure that they are
absolutely failproof, that they say exactly what they mean and that there is no way that they can in any
way be considered to be in conflict, or not in that sort of way.
Some of the other changes tidy things up and are technical. At the moment the appropriation bill is
passed on the day that it is handed down. Of course not everybody has the opportunity in that
parliamentary session to speak on the budget, so we then follow it with a motion to take note of the
budget papers. At the moment we have to resolve a special motion to allow speakers on that motion
around the budget papers to have equal time as those that speak on the actual budget itself. This is
about saying that in the case of the take-note motion on the budget papers speakers will be able to
speak for the same amount of time as they would have to speak on the budget—that is, 15 minutes—
without us having to do a separate motion each year to allow that to happen. This is standard practice.
Every year that I have been here over the last eight years it has been the standard, and nobody is
opposing that at all.
There are some of the other changes that I just want to go through. One I guess is a little bit different,
it is not a technical change, and that is around condolences and it was raised with particular vehemence
by one member of the committee. A condolence motion for a former member who has passed away
ought to be something that that former member is able to decide whether they wish to have, and their
wishes should be complied with. This proposed change to the standing orders means that if a former
member wants to indicate that they are not interested or they do not want a condolence motion to be
moved in the chamber on their passing, they can make that known. That allows the wishes of that
person, or the family, to not have a condolence and the Parliament will accept that. They will be able
to do that without any sort of need to pass anything or without any sort of legal impediment to allow
that person to have their wishes complied with.
Also of course there is, as we all know, the ever-changing technology. Now we also have video in
here and broadcasting and things that would not have happened in the past. In the past it would have
just been the written Hansard but now when we are talking about references to publishing documents
and things like that, rather than ‘printed’ the standing orders should say ‘published’. This will cover
all forms of communication, all forms of reporting on the particular material that has been raised in
the house when we are referring to it.
There are some changes to evidence to parliamentary committees. When we had the child abuse
inquiry I know there were a number of people that wanted to give evidence and they wanted that
evidence to be on the record but they did not actually want to say those things in public. So there were
closed hearings, or private hearings, that were also public in the sense that that information or evidence
was published, and there were other hearings of course that were in camera or in confidence—that is,
the committee heard evidence but that evidence was not made public or published. I understand this
issue has come up a number of times in parliamentary hearings and the giving of evidence. The
standing orders will now allow for different methods of giving evidence and also different ways that
evidence may be used, whether it is public, private, in confidence, a closed hearing and so on.
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I have already talked a little bit about the broadcasting rules or the rules that are around things other
than print. Again, as I said, that is more of a technical change to keep things up with technology.
There are also various things that talk about consequential amendments because of something that we
have done. For example, we now have Assembly committees rather than joint committees so we need
to rearrange the wording to provide for the Assembly committees rather than what we were doing in
the past. I think these are good changes, and they are very important to keep the Parliament modern.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (16:12): I too rise to speak on the substantive motion on the standing orders
put forward by the Leader of the House. I am one of the members of the committee, like the person
who spoke just before me, the member for Thomastown. The Standing Orders Committee has a
particular purpose and functions, and they are to consider and report on the standing orders and
practices of the house. We know that in this place we constantly refer to the standing orders, we will
look them up, we will reference them and we will speak to them during debates as well.
Every now and again there is the need for a comprehensive review. The new standing orders that we
have got before us were adopted in 2004. That is quite some time ago now, some 15 years, so we have
been operating to those particular standards for some time. It is timely, really, that there has been a
fairly comprehensive review. The members of the committee had to spend quite a bit of time at
meetings, but I think the majority of the work was done by the clerks. I would really like to thank
them—Bridget Noonan, Robert McDonald and Dr Vaughn Koops—for the work and effort they put
in to identify some of the issues with the standing orders. Sometimes the issues were about greater
efficiency so that our chamber works a lot better. Some were around modernising the language and
the practices. In other instances, some standing orders had become outmoded and were no longer
needed, so we recommended that those standing orders not be continued. This was not controversial.
I think that there was good discussion and good debate within the committee and there was general
agreement on the process.
With this comprehensive review, essentially all the changes that have been put forward now were
identified by the clerks. They put comprehensive documents to us with the rationale for the proposed
changes, how the Council’s standing orders operated and suggested new wording for how we might
like to go forward. There were some interesting points that we discussed.
I am going to mention a couple of them. Standing order 21, which deals with the absence of the Speaker,
at the moment provides that if the Speaker is not there, the Clerk has a role to advise the house of the
unavoidable absence of the Speaker. Now we are altering it so that the Deputy Speaker just assumes
that role and the Clerk does not have to become involved. That is certainly an efficiency measure.
Standing order 27 deals with a list of members, where at the start of each Parliament each member
must give his or her name and address to the Serjeant-at-Arms, and if any changes to those details
occur from time to time a member must then also notify the Serjeant-at-Arms. This has become
obsolete now because of other practices that are in place. There are other parts of the parliamentary
system where we need to provide that information, so it is not required here and there is no need to
have that in the standing orders.
By comparison, having given one that is outmoded and one that has been updated, standing order 131
is a new standing order. This is about a time limit on speeches. The member for Broadmeadows
mentioned this as well. There is a new 15-minute time limit per member to speak on the motion to take
note of the budget papers. During the time that I have been in Parliament it has been the case that by the
time the budget has been passed by this house and sent to the upper house there have been members
who have not yet spoken on the budget papers and who have wanted to have the opportunity to do so.
Regardless of who is in government at the time, everybody will be allowed to make a 15-minute
contribution to the take-note motion. The clerks said that this will mean there will be one less motion
that has to be put forward and passed by the house. It will be quite simple. It has happened every year
since 2011, so having this incorporated in the standing orders was certainly not controversial.
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Other things that we deal with quite a lot—and we have just dealt with one, actually, the matter of
public importance—are debates on matters of public importance and grievances. There are standing
orders specifically around those. Currently it is unclear whether there is an MPI or a grievance debate
or neither in the opening week of a new Parliament. There is always a little bit of toing and froing to
try to work out exactly what is going on. There was a proposal that neither debate be held in the
opening week, as it is often not a three-day sitting week. Sometimes it can be very challenging for
members to finalise and approve a topic as they wait for the Speaker to be elected. The proposal there
was around making that change in terminology, having the first grievance debate on the first sitting
Wednesday of each calendar year, rather than at the beginning of the autumn and spring sittings. There
are a few changes in language to make things a little bit smoother and to stop everybody getting a bit
anxious about not having things done.
One of the other areas that I do want to touch on is the change to the condolence motion. We heard
the member for Murray Plains talking before about his very passionate beliefs and why he thought
that this should be an opt-out part of the standing orders. He said he felt very strongly that if he were
to be taken quite suddenly, he was not necessarily happy about everybody making a contribution. This
arose quite some time ago when Premier Brumby said that he was not wanting to have contributions
on a motion about his death led by the Premier at the time. He was very strong in and passionate about
his belief on why that should happen, to the point that he certainly got us all across the line, thinking
that this is a reasonable change.
Mr Staikos interjected.
Ms McLEISH: He did. There are also some alterations to the language, reflecting the modern times
that we live in. There is the word ‘printed’ because everything used to be printed, but now we do not
always put things on paper and produce hard copies. Things can be published. There are a number of
changes where the word ‘printed’ has been altered to ‘published’. The term ‘by leave’ when we are
not requesting leave to do something has been removed as well.
As I said earlier, there was good discussion on these and I think in the main everybody was fairly
satisfied with how we progressed with this. I do want to also pick up on a point that was raised by the
leading speaker on our side, the member for Ripon. That was that the standing orders should reflect a
bipartisan approach to how we conduct ourselves and how the debates in Parliament are conducted,
regardless of who is in power. She said we would hate to see that it becomes a tool, that the government
might want them to reflect the way they want to run things rather than there being a joint understanding
on how the chamber will run for the next decade or so. I think the member for Ripon made some very
strong comments about that, which I certainly support. On that, I will finish my contribution and let
one other member of our committee speak.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (16:20): I am pleased to rise to support this motion before the house
today. I do so also as a member of the Standing Orders Committee. I am very pleased to be a member
of that committee. It was formed in this Parliament in March this year. We have had several meetings
and, as you can see from the report, we have done some fairly substantial work.
The purpose of the Standing Orders Committee is to review the standing orders of the Legislative
Assembly and to make recommendations for change. That is indeed what we have here in the report
before the house today. We have had a number of meetings and there was some quite robust discussion
about a number of the changes, although you will see from the report that many are very cursory in
their nature, some brought about by technological change and some simply noting that there need to
be some changes in the way that the house operates and the streamlining of these standing orders.
The Legislative Assembly adopted the new standing orders in 2004. The house has made some minor
changes along the way and in particular in this Parliament they have included the removal of a number
of committees, the joint investigatory committees. I must say that from my point of view it was quite
disappointing to see that occur, because in my first term in this place I had the honour of being a
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member of the Family and Community Development Committee. That was an important committee.
The very first referral to that committee looked into the abuse of disabled people in residential care.
That inquiry took evidence from all around the state. The committee submitted an interim report and
later a final report. One of the recommendations of that committee was that there should be a national
royal commission into what was happening in disability services, and we now have that royal
commission happening. So it was an important piece of work that made very important
recommendations, and a major one of those recommendations was picked up and acted on.
The standing orders have been in operation now for 15 years, and the house determined that they
should be reviewed. The committee has now put forward these recommendations. I would just like to
refer to several of them. For instance, standing order 11 only provides that scrutineers give the Clerk
a written report of the results of the count when there is an election of the Speaker. There has been a
change to ensure that there is real clarity around informal votes not being taken into account but just
the formal votes being counted and the majority of the formal votes determining who is elected. It is
an important amendment but again a fairly straightforward one.
The absence of the Speaker: if the Speaker is absent at the start of a sitting day, the Clerk currently
notifies the house before the Deputy Speaker takes the chair. We thought that that was no longer
necessary and that the Deputy Speaker should now be able to take the chair without such an
announcement being made.
The discussion around the condolence motion was interesting. There were some fairly firm views
about that. We heard the member for Murray Plains in this place speaking on this motion earlier. It
was very clear that he would not want a condolence motion in this house upon his passing. I must say
that I always take the view that funerals and condolence motions are not about the person who died
but about those who are left living and that they do have a place, but nevertheless the committee has
come to a consensus that it is appropriate to give a member the option as to whether the house
acknowledges them by way of a condolence motion. That is indeed one of the recommendations of
the committee and will be reflected in the new standing orders.
The committee is an important one and has a lot of potential to change things. While we are looking
at a number of the smaller changes that have tidied things up along the way, one of the issues that is
of concern to me is that—I presume it was probably about 2004 that this was introduced—government
business takes precedence entirely and that any opportunity to have non-government business was
removed from the standing orders. Now we are in a position where we only have government business.
I have to say I think that is a very poor state of affairs for any Parliament. No other Parliament indeed
in Australia has such a circumstance. Every other Parliament throughout Australia allows for general
business. That is often a couple of hours on a Wednesday; that is the way it takes place in the upper
house here. This is the sort of thing that your Standing Orders Committee could consider. It is an
important issue and one that could be raised and discussed going forward. It is certainly something I
would support.
I look to other Independents and small parties in other parliaments around Australia who have the
opportunity to introduce bills during general business or non-government business, depending on how
they call it. Water policy is something that is very important to me and to my electorate, and I spend a
lot of time on it. I have colleagues who are members of Parliament just across the river in New South
Wales, members of the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party, who have just recently been able to
introduce to the house their own legislation that calls, for instance, for all members of Parliament to
declare their ownership of any water on their register of interests. It is a really important issue in that
state, and this is something that has really brought to the attention of everyone the importance of a
member being able to raise matters that are important to their electorate.
Similarly, in my previous contribution to the matter of public importance I referred to the fact that in
the same Parliament—New South Wales—the Shooters and Fishers Party put forward a bill to enable
landowners who adjoin forests and national parks to take some authority over an area of, say, 250 metres
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from their boundary into a forest and do planned burning to prepare firebreaks of their own accord,
because in many places, especially more remote places, there is a need for a lot of that sort of community
involvement in preparation and fire planning. These are some of the really important opportunities that
a member of Parliament who is not a member of the government can use to bring matters before the
house. As it stands at the moment I do not have that opportunity. Neither does anyone else on this side
of the house. It is something that we sorely miss and that I believe should be changed.
It is an important committee and there is some important business that it could certainly consider going
forward. Again, I refer to the fact that there are many minor amendments here. I am also clearly
supporting the report that has been written and the motion before the house. I commend the motion.
Motion agreed to.
Bills
GREAT OCEAN ROAD AND ENVIRONS PROTECTION BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (16:30): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Great Ocean Road and Environs
Protection 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 Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection Bill 2019, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The Bill will be a new principal Act that will establish a new dedicated parks management authority to be
called the Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks Authority, recognise the significance of the Great Ocean Road
and its landscapes, and require the development of an overarching planning framework for the Great Ocean
Road Region. As a public authority, the Charter will apply to acts and decisions of the Great Ocean Road
Coast and Parks Authority. The distinct cultural rights of Aboriginal persons are acknowledged and
maintained in the Bill.
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the Bill
Equality before the law (section 8) and equality of access to public office (section 18)
Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is equal before the law and is entitled to the equal
protection of the law without discrimination and has the right to equal and effective protection against
discrimination. Discrimination, in relation to a person, means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute set out in that Act. Section 6 of the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 lists a number of attributes in respect of which discrimination is prohibited, including race. Section 8
of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 provides that direct discrimination occurs if a person treats, or proposes
to treat, a person with an attribute unfavourably because of that attribute. Further, Section 18(2)(b) of the
charter provides that every eligible person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination
to have access, on general terms of equality, to the Victorian public service and public office.
Clause 56 of the Bill provides for the constitution of the Board of the Authority, which will consist of up to
12 members appointed by the Governor in Council on the recommendation of the Minister. Clause 56(c) of
the Bill relevantly requires that the board include of a nominee from each specified Aboriginal Party. A
specified Aboriginal party, in relation to an area of land, includes any native title holder for the whole or part
of the area, any traditional owner group entity appointed for the whole or part of the area or party to a
recognition and settlement agreement, and any registered Aboriginal Party for the whole or part of the area.
In my view, the charter rights under sections 8(3) and 18(2)(b) of the charter are not limited by clause 56 of
the Bill, as the Aboriginal Parties are not restricted as to who they may nominate and, accordingly, the Bill
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does not discriminate on the basis of race. While persons nominated are likely to be of Aboriginal heritage,
there is no requirement for this to be the case. The purpose of this requirement serves the legitimate purpose
of assisting Aboriginal Victorians to participate in decisions about the use, development and protection of the
Great Ocean Road and its surrounding environs.
Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with, and not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked. The Bill contains a number of provisions relevant to this right. Clause 24(1) of the Bill provides that
the Minister may approve a draft Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan for release for public
consultation. Clause 24(3) further provides that after the Minister has approved a draft Great Ocean Road
strategic framework plan for release for public consultation, the Minister must make a copy of that draft
available for public inspection, free of charge, at the head office of the Department and on the internet site of
the Department. Further, clause 33(1), which relates to panels appointed by the Minister for the purposes of
considering public submissions, requires the Minister to make a copy of the panel’s final report available for
public inspection, free of charge, at the head office of the Department. Finally, clause 41 requires that, while
an approved Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan remains in force, a copy of it must be made available
for public inspection, free of charge, at the principal office of each responsible entity and the Department and
on the Internet sites of each responsible entity and the Department.
To the extent that any such reports may contain personal information about individuals, the rights under
section 13 of the charter is engaged. However, in my view, the rights under section 13 of the charter are not
limited by these provisions of the Bill, as the Minister and any panels appointed will be required to collect
and manage personal information in accordance with the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014. Further,
individuals will have the opportunity to either consent to the publishing of any personal information, or to
request that the personal information be redacted, in written submissions. Clause 24(2) expressly requires the
Minister to have regard to such submissions received from the public when determining whether to approve
a draft Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan for release for public consultation. Thus, individuals will
have the opportunity to request that appropriate controls be placed on the use of their information.
Accordingly, in my opinion, these provisions are unlikely to result in any material interference with privacy
or reputation issues, and to the extent that they may, such interference is neither unlawful nor arbitrary and
furthers the legitimate purpose of ensuring that the public is adequately consulted on, and has the opportunity
to make submissions on, the development of the Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan.
Freedom of expression (section 15) and freedom of movement (s 12)
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that Every person has the right to freedom of expression which includes
the freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds. However, section 15(3) provides
that special duties and responsibilities are attached to the right of freedom of expression and the right may be
subject to lawful restrictions that are reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of other persons,
or for the protection of national security, public order, public health or public morality.
Clause 22(1)(e)(iv) provides for the Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan to designate any settlement
boundary in the Great Ocean Road scenic landscapes area as a Great Ocean Road protected settlement
boundary. To the extent that the settling of such boundaries may be perceived as a limitation on the freedom
of movement, such a limitation is reasonable and justified by reason of the Bill’s provisions being consistent
with, and situated within, Victoria’s existing planning framework which provides for the substantive controls
on land use within Victoria. It is relevant to note that the Bill itself does not purport to restrict or prohibit
access to land. Rather, it is Victoria’s established planning framework which contains those planning policies,
zones, overlays, and other provisions that actually affect how land can be used or developed. Any such
limitation, therefore, is incidental to the wider, established Planning framework that is already in existence,
and may be considered to be proportionate as there exists no other more appropriate means reasonably
available to achieve the purpose of protecting the Great Ocean Road scenic landscapes area.
Clause 34 of the Bill establishes offences where a person obstructs a member of a panel while the member is
performing functions or exercising powers as a member, or where a person obstructs any person attending a
hearing before a panel, or where a person repeatedly interrupts a hearing before a panel, or where a person
without lawful excuse disobeys a direction of a panel. A person who commits an offence of this kind will be
liable to pay a fine of up to 10 penalty units. Further, clause 34(1)(d) provides for an implied power for a panel
to give a direction to a person, which might limit the right to freedom of movement under section 12 of the
charter if a panel directs a person to leave a hearing. These provisions are reasonably necessary for the
protection of public order under section 15(3) of the charter, and in my view constitute reasonable controls to
ensure that the hearings of panels are not unduly interrupted or interfered with.
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I therefore consider the provision is compatible with the right to freedom of expression under the charter.
Right to participate in public life (section 18)
Section 18(1) of the charter provides that every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity,
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs, directly or through freely chosen
representatives. Section 18(2) of the charter provides that every eligible person has the right, and is to have
the opportunity, without discrimination, to vote and be elected at periodic State and municipal elections that
guarantee the free expression of the will of the electors, and to have access, on general terms of equality, to
the Victorian public service and public office.
These rights are engaged by the establishment of the Authority as a new entity that will provide advice to the
Minister, the Secretary and responsible entities on matters relevant to the Great Ocean Road coast and parks.
Under clause 56, the board of the Authority will include directors nominated by the Aboriginal community,
and the potential charter issue arises with respect to clause 59, which provides for an ability for the Minister
to recommend removal of directors. Specifically, clause 59(5) provides that the Governor in Council, on the
recommendation of the Minister, may remove a director of the Authority from office on any one or more of
certain specified grounds. These grounds include misconduct, neglect of duty, inability to perform the duties
of the office, the member’s failure to declare a pecuniary or other interest as required under processes put in
place by the Authority under section 81(1)(f) of the Public Administration Act 2004, being found guilty of an
offence relating to the director’s duties as a director, or where the Minister considers that the person is no
longer suitable to hold office as a member.
To the extent that this provision may limit the right to participate in public life, such a limitation is reasonable
and justified in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter, as it goes to protecting the integrity of the board
and public confidence in the Authority. The power to remove a member from office is appropriately confined
to the grounds set out in clause 59(5), and further, the decision to remove is not a unilateral decision of the
Minister but is a decision by the Governor in Council on the recommendation of the Minister. Such controls
ensure that removal can only occur if a member is objectively found to be unfit to hold office, and I consider
that there are no less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the purpose of ensuring public
confidence in the board.
For these reasons, I am of the opinion that any limitation imposed by clause 59 of the Bill on the right to
participate in the conduct of public affairs is reasonable and justified in accordance with section 7(2) of the
charter.
As noted earlier in relation to the discussion around the right of freedom of expression, clause 34 of the Bill
establishes offences relating to the obstruction of panel proceedings. This offence provision may also engage
the right to participate in public life by restricting a person’s opportunity to participate in a panel hearing.
However, I am of the opinion that any such limitation is reasonable and justified in accordance with
section 7(2) of the charter. As noted earlier, the intention of this offence provision is to ensure that public
hearings before a panel are conducted in an orderly and fair manner, and that the panel’s review of public
submissions is not unduly interrupted or frustrated.
Cultural rights (section 19)
Section 19(1) of the charter provides that all persons with a particular cultural, religious, racial or linguistic
background must not be denied the right, in community with other persons of that background, to enjoy his
or her culture, to declare and practise his or her religion and to use his or her language. Section 19(2) of the
charter further provides that Aboriginal persons hold distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the right,
with other members of their community to enjoy their identity and culture, to maintain and use their language,
to maintain their kinship ties, and to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and economic relationship
with the land and waters and other resources with which they have a connection under traditional laws and
customs.
Consistent with this right, clause 4 of the Bill provides that nothing in the Bill is intended to affect native title
rights and interests otherwise than in accordance with the Native Title Act 1993 of the Commonwealth, or to
derogate from any right or expectation under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 or the Traditional Owner
Settlement Act 2010, or to affect any other right or expectation of traditional owners or Aboriginal Victorians
under any other Act or law. Further, clause 14 sets out the Aboriginal inclusion principles for the Bill. These
include that Aboriginal cultural values, heritage and knowledge of the Great Ocean Road coast and parks are
to be acknowledged, respected, protected and promoted. Clause 22(c) separately requires the Great Ocean
Road strategic framework plan to recognise, protect and promote Aboriginal tangible and intangible values
and other cultural and heritage values. The development of revised drafts of the Great Ocean Road strategic
framework plan must be done in consultation with any specified Aboriginal Party in relation to the Great
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Ocean Road region in accordance with clause 37. It is my view that the Bill provides for an appropriate level
of consultation with Aboriginal Parties, and in doing so promotes the cultural rights of Aboriginal persons.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law. This right is not limited where there is a law which authorises a deprivation of property,
and that law is adequately accessible, clear and certain, and sufficiently precise to enable a person to regulate
their conduct.
To the extent that a deprivation of property might be indirectly caused or otherwise incentivised by means
other than by direct statutory transfer of title, section 20 of the charter might be engaged by parts 4, 9 and 10
of the Bill, which relate to the Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan. The Great Ocean Road strategic
framework plan will interact with planning schemes under the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and will
provide strategic direction for the future use of land in the Great Ocean Road region and for sustainable
economic development across that region. Specifically, the plan will include a framework for decisionmaking in relation to the future use and sustainable development of land in the Great Ocean Road region that,
among other things, identifies areas for protection within the Great Ocean Road region, designates settlement
boundaries in the Great Ocean Road scenic landscapes area, and identifies areas for key visitor facilities and
infrastructure and sets out an approach to visitor management within the Great Ocean Road region.
While an approved Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan is in force, as per amendments made by Part 9
and Part 10 of the Bill, a responsible entity (as defined in clause 3) is prohibited from acting inconsistently
with any part of an approved Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan that is expressed to be binding on
the responsible entity in relation to the Great Ocean Road scenic landscapes area or Great Ocean Road region
(as applicable).
Thus, the making of the Great Ocean Road strategic framework plan may indirectly impact on how a person
may use or develop their land by guiding decision making of responsible entities. I consider that, to the extent
that a person’s control, use or enjoyment of their property may be restricted by the above-listed parts of the
Bill, the circumstances and procedures by which such rights may be restricted are clear and readily apparent
in the provisions of the Bill.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that, to the extent that the Bill may effect a deprivation of property for the purposes
of the charter, such deprivation will occur both in accordance with law and for the legitimate purpose of
putting planning controls in place to protect the Great Ocean Road and its surrounding environs.
Rights in criminal proceedings (section 25)
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to be
presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law. This right is engaged by a statutory provision which
seeks to shift the burden of proof on to an accused, such that the accused is required to prove matters to
establish or raise evidence to suggest that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
Clause 34(1)(d) engages this right by providing that a person commits an offence if the person without lawful
excuse disobeys a direction of a panel. This provision places an evidential burden on the accused by requiring
them to lead evidence as to the existence of a lawful excuse. However, I do not consider that this provision
limits the right to be presumed innocent. The existence of absence of a lawful excuse is a factual matter that
is likely to be uniquely within the knowledge of the accused person, and accordingly it is reasonable to place
the onus of providing evidence on that issue with that person. Further, once the accused has presented such
evidence, the burden shifts back to the prosecution to prove the elements of the offence. Thus, the prosecution
retains the legal burden of proving that the offence was committed beyond all reasonable doubt. Accordingly,
I do not consider that an evidential onus unduly limits the right to be presumed innocent.
Lily D’Ambrosio
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Minister for Solar Homes

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (16:30): 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:
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The Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection Bill 2019 is a landmark in the history of our State.
It is a landmark because it gives long lasting effect to the major reforms to the management of the Great
Ocean Road and its landscapes that were announced last October, in the Government’s Great Ocean Road
Action Plan.
This Bill is a landmark because it marks the start of something quite different for decision-making on Country
along the Great Ocean Road.
It recognises that the sovereignty of our First Nations was never ceded.
And it includes statements of the significance of the area by the Eastern Maar and Wadawurrung people, and
these are in their language. This will be one of just a few Bills in Australia that includes text in its body in a
First Nation language.
It gives the Traditional Owners a say in the way we plan for, and manage, the landscapes traversed by the
Great Ocean Road. And in a first for Victoria, this Bill enshrines a seat on the board of the parks management
authority for traditional owners.
This is being enshrined in the law as well as in policy.
It is a landmark because the scenic landscapes along the Great Ocean Road are being recognised as the one
living and integrated entity for protection, with implementation of a landscape management approach and
stricter planning regime.
This holistic approach blends the wisdom of Traditional Owners and “Caring for Country” with contemporary
Victorian values of the importance of nature to community health and wellbeing.
It is a landmark because it establishes a holistic approach to the management of this special part of our state,
that is centred on local community values and preferences. This will provide an overarching framework for
the activities of all the public entities with responsibilities for land management and planning.
It is a landmark because it establishes unprecedented standards for public transparency and accountability
with multiple checks and balances to ensure the coast and parks are protected for future generations.
And it is a landmark because it will keep the coast and parks healthy as visitor numbers continue to grow.
This is about giving the Great Ocean Road and its land and sea Country the protection they deserve.
This Bill recognises that this special part of the State is so important that it requires dedicated governance
arrangements.
The Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks Authority will have an independent skills-based board, a single point
of accountability in government, and increased transparency regarding its performance.
The new authority will also be responsible for a holistic approach to visitor management along the full length
of the Great Ocean Road.
This will greatly simplify the governance of the Great Ocean Road and its landscapes.
Currently there are 11 different Crown land managers along the Great Ocean Road, each with different
responsibilities, stakeholders, priorities and timeframes. And none has a remit for the full length of the Great
Ocean Road.
Responsibility for Crown land management of the coast and parks along the Great Ocean Road will be
transferred to the Authority over the next few years.
In establishing the new Authority, I want to stress that there won’t be any job losses, and no employee will be
worse off. This Bill provides for the transfer of employment of all staff and accrued entitlements.
The new Authority will provide visionary leadership and overarching direction to the management of the
Great Ocean Road, and its landscapes and seascapes and it will have the primary objective of protecting the
Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks.
This Bill also requires the public entities with responsibilities for land management and planning along the
Great Ocean Road to do their part in protecting this special part of State. The five councils, and all government
agencies will be required to have regard to a set of coast and parks protection principles when developing
policies, making plans and decision-making.
This Bill requires the development of an overarching strategic framework plan for the Great Ocean Road and
the broader region. That plan will align and coordinate the efforts of all these responsible public entities, with
a common purpose.
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It will provide direction across the region on how to balance the protection of scenic landscapes with the need
to identify appropriate locations for developments and infrastructure that contributes to a great visitor
experience.
The sustainable development of the Great Ocean Road visitor economy is important for the economic
prosperity and liveability of towns and local communities across the region.
Last year visitors to the Great Ocean Road region spent $1.3 billion and provided employment for 11,200
people.
The Great Ocean Road Strategic Framework Plan will be prepared in partnership with the Traditional Owners,
the five responsible local councils along the Road, and other government agencies.
It will give effect to a long-term community vision for the future direction of the region that looks ahead at
least 50 years, and outline the adaptation required for resilience to the impacts of natural processes and climate
change.
That vision will be co-designed with the traditional owners and the community.
And, those activities will be closely monitored.
Under this legislation, there will be an annual report tabled in Parliament on the actions to implement the
strategic framework plan being taken by the relevant councils and government agencies.
The Bill amends the Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act 2003—requiring the Commissioner
to report on the environmental state of the Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks as part of the periodical Report
on the State of the Environment in Victoria.
We will also monitor the outcomes and implementation of the strategic framework plan, in combination with
regular audits of the environmental condition of the Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks, to ensure the desired
protection and improvement in environmental, cultural, social and economic outcomes are achieved.
In short, the Bill ensures the management of the Great Ocean Road and its landscapes will be handled with
unprecedented transparency and public accountability. It will hold this, and future governments, publicly
accountable for the health of the Great Ocean Road Coast and Parks.
I would like to draw your attention to three aspects of the reforms laid out in the Bill.
As I said, this Bill is a landmark in the history of our State. It is also an urgently needed reform. Let me explain
why.
The Great Ocean Road is one of the world’s most scenic and iconic coastal touring routes.
But the Great Ocean Road is more than just a road.
It’s built on the traditional lands of the Eastern Maar and Wadawurrung People that sustains them physically,
and spiritually.
It was built by returned serviceman with funds raised by Victorians as a memorial to the people that served
in World War 1.
It was an engineering feat in its day and is part of our pioneering history.
It’s an international tourism drawcard with more visitors each year than Uluru and the Great Barrier Reef
combined.
It provides employment for more than 11,000 people and brings income to the businesses and people who
make this part of Victoria such a great place.
It’s home to 24,000 residents and international sporting events such as the Lorne Pier to Pub Ocean Swim,
the Bells Beach Surfing Classic, the Cadel Evans Great Ocean Road Race and the iconic Great Ocean Road
Running Festival.
It’s a place to relax, and a holiday destination for many.
And it’s our Road. The Great Ocean Road belongs to all Victorians.
That is why the Government is enacting the reforms laid out in the Bill—because we believe we need to
protect this special part of our state for future generations.
In summary—the Victorian Government is protecting the Great Ocean Road, its coast, parks and scenic
landscapes with a suite of major reforms that are being given effect in legislation.
This Bill is the first of two Bills that are required to give effect to those reforms to save this special area for
future generations.
I commend the Bill to the house.
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Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (16:30): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
11 December.
ROAD SAFETY AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(16:32): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a
statement of compatibility in relation to the Road Safety and Other 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 Road Safety and Other Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Road Safety and Other 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
The Bill seeks to amend the Road Safety Act 1986 including to enable the immediate driver licence suspension
and disqualification for drivers charged with, or issued infringement notices for, extreme speeding and certain
serious offences and offences under the Crimes Act 1958 which were committed by the driving of a vehicle.
The Bill also amends the Sentencing Act 1991 to:
•

expand the definition of serious motor vehicle offence in section 87P of that Act to include certain
serious offences and offences under the Crimes Act 1958 so that a finding of guilt for these offences
will require the cancellation of any driver licence held by the person and the person being
disqualified from obtaining a driver licence for a specified period;

•

include the offences of carjacking and aggravated carjacking in the list of offences in section 89(4)
of that Act which requires a court to suspend or cancel the offender’s driver licence.

Human Rights Issues
Immediate licence suspensions
Section 51 of the Road Safety Act 1986 currently enables police to immediately suspend the driver licence of
a person found driving with a high level of alcohol (or alcohol and a drug) before the determination of that
offence at court.
Clause 7 seeks to replicate existing section 51 in a new Part 6B of the Road Safety Act 1986. New Part 6B
also seeks to extent the application of the immediately licence suspension powers to cases where a person:
•

is found driving at an excessive speed (45 kilometres per hour or more over the speed limit or at a
speed of 145 kilometres per hour or more in a 110 zone); or

•

has committed the offence of murder or manslaughter or an offence against the Crimes Act 1958
related to serious harm, namely sections 15A, 15B, 16, 17 or 18 where the person used a motor
vehicle in the commission of the offence.

Right to live (section 9) and protection of families and children (section 17)
The purpose of the amendments to extend the immediate licence suspension provisions is to ensure the safety
of road users. The amendments intend to reduce the threat to safety posed by a cohort of drivers with a
propensity to engage in high risk or dangerous activity. That cohort is involved in a significant proportion of
fatal and serious injury collisions. The amendments are consistent with the following Charter rights:
•

right to life; and

•

protection of families and children by the State.
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Right to a fair hearing (section 24(1) and rights in criminal proceedings (section 25)
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to be
presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law. The scope of this right relates to the requirement that
the prosecution should be required to prove every element of an offence before an accused is convicted. This
right requires that the accused has not suffered any prejudice in the presentation of their case that would
materially diminish the presumption of their innocence. Conduct by the Government that may be perceived
as indicating a view that the accused was a danger to the community may also diminish that presumption.
Section 25(2) of the Charter further sets out minimum guarantees that a person charged with a criminal
offence is entitled to. Relevantly, section 25(2)(k) provides that one such guarantee is for a person charged
not to be compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt.
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the right to have the
charge or proceeding decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. This right requires that a person charged with an offence has the right to put their case and not
suffer any substantial disadvantage, compared to the prosecution.
Arguably, clause 7 may limit rights in criminal proceedings protected in section 25 of the Charter because it
enables the suspension of the driver licence of a person who is alleged to have committed an offence before
that person has either pleaded guilty to the offence or been found guilty of it. However, I consider that any
such limitation is reasonable and justified for the purpose of section 7(2) of the Charter.
Section 25 may be subject to reasonable limits in accordance with section 7(2) of the Charter. The purpose of
the immediate licence suspension provisions is to ensure the safety of other road users. Driving a motor
vehicle is an inherently dangerous activity, and imposing limits to ensure the safety of road users from a cohort
that engage in serious and dangerous offending is well understood and accepted.
Existing section 51 of Road Safety Act 1986 already allows police to immediately suspend the driver licence
of a person who is detected with high levels of alcohol (or alcohol and drugs) in their breath or blood while
driving. The proposed amendments will extend the power to immediately suspend the driver licence to cases
of persons whose behaviour is exceptionally dangerous and presents a serious risk to the safety of others. The
ability to take immediate action to suspend the driver licence is considered essential to the purpose of ensuring
road safety. It enables police to take action to prevent a reoccurrence of such offending and the potential for
serious, and possibly fatal, harm that could result.
I do not consider that there are any less restrictive means of achieving the important public safety purpose of
these amendments. The immediate licence suspension powers are confined only to those drivers who police
have detected in highly dangerous driving and who have demonstrated a disregard for the safety and wellbeing
of others.
An important safeguard is included in the Bill to ensure the fair and reasonable application of the powers. The
issue of a notice suspending a person’s driver licence or learner’s permit is not automatic. These are issued at
the discretion of police who can take account of relevant circumstances of the offending and the threat to
community safety posed by the accused. In addition, the Chief Commissioner of Police has the power to
cancel the suspension of a driver licence or learner’s permit.
Importantly, the decision to immediately suspend a person’s driver licence before they are found guilty of the
offence is subject to an appeal process in the Magistrates’ Court.
Further, the appeal mechanism provided in the Bill against the decision to immediately suspend a person’s
driver licence includes important safeguards such as protection of the right to a fair trial and the right not to
be compelled to testify against himself or herself.
Both rights are protected by proposed new section 85U, which prohibits the magistrate hearing the appeal or
any other person from examining, cross examining or inquiring as to the alleged offence in respect of which
the licence was suspended. New section 85V of Road Safety Act 1986 further protects the accused’s right to
a fair trial by providing that any information given or document produced on an appeal against a decision to
immediately suspend the accused’ licence is not admissible in evidence in the proceeding for the hearing of
the charge in respect of which the licence was suspended.
On the basis of these strong protections, I do not consider that the right to a fair trial is limited by the Bill.
Freedom of movement (section 12)
Section 12 of the Charter provides that every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely
within Victoria. The right to move freely is engaged by police stopping and preventing vehicles from moving
for random checks and other purposes.
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New Part 6B of the Road Safety Act may engage section 12 of the Charter. However, the right to move freely
in Victoria is not wholly limited by the proposed amendments. Provisions in the new Part 6B only potentially
limit one mode of movement (travel by motor vehicle). They do not stop people moving freely within Victoria
by other means. Courts in Canada and New Zealand have considered arguments that restrictions on the ability
to drive represent a limitation on the right of freedom of movement. The balance of judicial opinion in both
jurisdictions suggests that this is not the case.
Alternatively, to the extent that new Part 6B may be considered a limit of the freedom of movement, it is
reasonable and justified for the following reasons:
•

the suspension is necessary to protect other road users from driving behaviour that is exceptionally
serious and presents a serious risk to the safety of others;

•

the ability to take immediate action to suspend the driver licences is considered essential to the
purpose of ensuring road safety and preventing a reoccurrence of such offending and the potential
for serious, and possibly fatal, harm that could result; and

•

there are important public safety objectives to prevent the cohort affected by these provisions from
driving.

Cancellation or suspension of driver licence or disqualification from obtaining a driver licence on finding
of guilt for an offence
Right to freedom of movement
Section 89 of the Sentencing Act 1991 requires a court, when a person is found guilty of a serious motor
vehicle offence (as defined in section 87P of the Act), to cancel any driver licence held by the person and
disqualify him or her from holding a driver licence for a minimum period. As a further consequence, sections
50AAA and 58C of the Road Safety Act 1986 then have the effect of applying a mandatory alcohol interlock
condition upon relicensing and requirement to complete a behaviour change program.
Clause 10 of the Bill amends the definition of serious motor vehicle offence in section 87P of the Sentencing
Act 1991 to include the offence of murder and attempted murder, and a range of further serious violent
offences (specifically, causing serious injury intentionally or recklessly in circumstances of gross violence,
causing serious injury intentionally or recklessly, conduct endangering life or persons, kidnapping, carjacking
and aggravated car jacking) when committed while under the influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug.
These amendments may also engage the section 12 right to freedom of movement in the same way as the
immediate licence suspension powers.
To the extent the amendments in clause 10 increase the offences that will be defined as a serious motor vehicle
offence and operate to prevent offenders holding a driver licence, they may be considered a limit of the
freedom of movement. For the reasons elaborated above with respect to the immediate licence suspension
amendments, I do not consider that the clause 10 limits the right to freedom of movement and that, in the
event I am wrong, any limit on that freedom is reasonable and justified.
The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The requirement that a person found guilty of a
serious motor vehicle offence complete a behaviour change program prior to relicensing may engage the
right to privacy in so far that a person may need to disclose information about themselves to participate in the
program. However, in the event that the right to privacy is in any way limited, I consider it is reasonable and
justified on the basis of the important public safety aims of requiring persons to attend such programs and
address the reasons for their prior offending.
Lisa Neville MP, Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Second reading
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services)
(16:32): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that my second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
The Road Safety and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 gives effect to the Government’s commitment,
as outlined in the Community Safety Statement, to address threats to community safety posed by dangerous
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drivers. In particular, the Bill broadens existing powers to immediately suspend licences to ensure those
powers apply to dangerous drivers charged with excessive speeding offences or other serious offences
including where a motor vehicle has been used as a weapon to cause death or injury.
These changes support the rights of victims and the families of victims who have died or suffered serious
harm to their physical and mental health as a result of dangerous drivers. They also align with community
expectations that licence suspension should be an outcome of being charged with serious driving offences
because there is a clear risk to public safety.
These changes have been driven by the brave advocacy of two individuals in particular; Chloe Dickman, who
was a victim of an horrific motor vehicle assault in July 2015 and who has campaigned for the rights of
victims ever since, and Jeynelle Dean-Hayes and pay tribute to the memory of her son Tyler Dean, who was
killed when he was struck by a vehicle in October 2017.
Immediate licence suspension—excessive speeding offences
The Road Safety Act 1986 currently provides for the immediate suspension of a person’s driver licence or
learner permit for those charged with high level drink driving offences. Those laws will be broadened to
enable immediate licence suspensions for drivers who are charged with excessive speeding offences, that is,
45 kilometres per hour or more above the speed limit or travelling at 145 kilometres per hour or more in a
110 kilometres per hour zone.
Immediate licence suspensions applied for excessive speeding offences will only operate where the speeding
is detected by Victoria Police intercept, that is mobile camera detection, that result in an on the spot
infringement or a charge being issued by Victoria Police. They will not apply where the speeding is detected
by the fixed camera network because there is no on the spot interaction with police in which the immediate
licence suspension can be effected.
The process for applying the immediate licence suspension for excessive speeding offences will remain
consistent with the existing process for drink or drug driving. It is proposed that a police officer can give
written notice of the immediate licence suspension following either a charge being filed or relevant traffic
infringement notice is issued. Upon such notice, a person will then be required to surrender their licence and
a suspension will apply for a 12-month period where a person has committed a 45 kilometres per hour over
the speed limit offence, and a 6-month period where a person has travelled at over 145 kilometres, but less
than 155 kilometres per hour, in a 110 kilometres per hour zone.
These new powers therefore provide a strong and immediate mechanism to protect public safety. However,
the Government recognises that they must be balanced with appropriate safeguards and protections. In
particular, the Bill includes appeal rights enabling a person to appeal to the Magistrates’ Court where an
immediate licence suspension has been applied on the existing ground of exceptional circumstances to cancel
the suspension.
Immediate licence suspension—motor vehicle used in offences resulting in injury or death
Victoria Police will also now have powers to immediately suspend a person’s licence or learner permit in
circumstances where a person uses a motor vehicle to commit a serious offence such as murder, attempted
murder, or causing serious injury either intentionally or recklessly.
The powers will apply similarly to drink driving and excessive speed offences but with some additional
safeguards that recognise that the test for immediate suspension has a greater level of subjectivity involved.
Significantly, only senior police officers—that is sergeant or above—may determine whether to immediately
suspend a person’s driver licence. Further, a senior officer may only do so where they are reasonably satisfied
that a person has been charged with a relevant offence and that the person used a motor vehicle in the
commission of that offence, which resulted in death or injury to another person.
Additionally, the appeal rights reflect this consideration and take account of the different circumstances senior
police officers consider when imposing an immediate licence suspension. Where a person appeals to the
Magistrates’ Court for the cancellation of the immediate suspension, the Court may only make such an order
where it is satisfied that the person is not an unacceptable risk to road safety.
Other safeguards proposed relating to appeals include a prohibition on cross examination regarding the
substantive offence the person is charged with, and restrictions on the use of derivative evidence in inquiries
and other proceedings related to the substantive offence. These safeguards recognise the purpose of the
immediate licence suspension is designed to ensure public protection for all road safety users and the need to
maintain the integrity of the criminal justice process.
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Amendments to the Sentencing Act
The Bill also makes related amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991. First, the definition of ‘serious motor
vehicle offence’ in section 87P of that Act will be expanded to include the offences of murder and attempted
murder. This amendment ensures that the most serious offences (including murder and attempted murder) are
subject to the requisite sanctions available under the Sentencing Act.
The Bill further amends the definition of ‘serious motor vehicle offence’ to include additional offences arising
out of the driving of a motor vehicle, while under the influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug. These
offences include causing serious injury either intentionally or recklessly, in circumstances of gross violence,
conduct endangering life or persons, and kidnapping. This will mean that where the Court makes a finding of
guilt for these offences, it must cancel the driver licence or learner permit of the offender and disqualify a
person from obtaining a licence for a specified period of time. In applying this sanction, the Court must also
consider any period of suspension served by the offender under Part 6B of the Road Safety Act 1986 regarding
immediate licence suspension.
The effect of these reforms will mean that where a serious motor vehicle offence is committed under the
influence of alcohol or alcohol and a drug, mandatory licence sanctions will apply, including alcohol
interlocks and behavioural change programs on relicensing.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (16:32): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
11 December.
GENDER EQUALITY BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (16:33): In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Gender Equality 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 Gender Equality Bill 2019 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out
in the Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill is a fundamentally rights-promoting piece of legislation. The Bill will introduce measures to promote,
encourage and facilitate progress towards achieving gender equality in Victoria and improving the status of
women. The Bill enshrines overarching gender equality principles, and requires the public sector, Councils
and universities to:
•

consider and promote gender equality in the design and delivery of public-facing policies,
programs and services (General Duty) (Part 2), including by undertaking gender impact
assessments (Part 3);

•

address workplace gender inequality by preparing Gender Equality Action Plans every four years
(Part 4, Division 1);

•

make reasonable and material progress in relation to workplace gender equality indicators (Part 4,
Division 2) and any prescribed gender equality targets and quotas (Part 4, Division 3); and

•

report on that progress, and the actions taken in response to any gender impact assessment
undertaken within the relevant period, every second year (Part 5).

The Bill empowers the Governor in Council to make regulations for or with respect to any matter or thing
required or permitted by the Bill to give effect to the Bill (clause 54). This includes making regulations that
prescribe targets and quotas relating to the workplace gender equality indicators, which defined entities must
make reasonable and material progress towards meeting.
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The Bill establishes the Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner (the Commissioner) (clause 29). The
Commissioner’s primary functions and powers are to promote and advance the objects of the Bill throughout
the public sector and to support defined entities to comply with the Bill (clause 37). The Commissioner has
powers to monitor, and enforce, defined entities’ compliance with the Bill (Part 6). The Bill also provides that
disputes arising under an enterprise agreement or workplace determination that relate to a ‘systemic gender
equality issue’ in a designated body may be referred to the Commissioner, to be dealt with as the
Commissioner considers appropriate (Part 7, Division 3).
Human rights issues
Recognition and equality before the law (section 8)
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal before the law and is entitled to the equal
protection of the law without discrimination.
Discrimination is defined in section 3 of the Charter as, in relation to a person, discrimination within the
meaning of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 being, discrimination on the basis of an attribute protected by
section 6 of that Act, which includes sex and gender identity. The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 provides that
direct discrimination occurs if a person treats, or proposes to treat, a person with an attribute (including sex
and gender identity) unfavourably because of that attribute.
However, section 8(4) of the Charter provides that “[m]easures taken for the purpose of assisting or advancing
persons or groups of persons disadvantaged because of discrimination do not constitute discrimination”. The
measures described in section 8(4) are known as special measures, defined by section 12 of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 (Explanatory Memorandum, Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Bill 2008,
10). Special measures are actions taken ‘for the purpose of promoting or realising substantive equality for
members of a group with a particular attribute’ (section 12(1) of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010).
The measures proposed to be introduced by the Bill target the economic and social inequalities that exist in
Victoria between people of different genders. The World Economic Forum’s Global Gender Gap Report 2018
estimates that without intervention, the economic gender gap will not be closed in 202 years. International
best practice demonstrates that substantive gender equality will only be achieved if legislatures are required
to introduce compulsory measures that improve the status of women.
In promoting the rights of women and gender-diverse Victorians who have been historically disadvantaged,
the Bill may be perceived to adversely impact men. However, the Bill acknowledges that special measures
may be required to promote gender equality (clause 6(10)). Pursuant to section 8(4) of the Charter, the aim of
such measures is to provide or facilitate appropriate services, benefits or facilities for the welfare of a targeted
group in need to advancement or assistance. While such targeted measures involve providing services,
benefits or facilities to certain people only, they do not limit the access of other people to generalist or other
specialist services, benefits or facilities.
Special measures do not engage section 8 of the Charter (City of Casey—Casey Aquatic & Recreation Centre
(Anti-Discrimination) [2012] VCAT 893 [42]). The right to equality is protected by reasonable and
proportionate special measures that seek to address disadvantage or discrimination against a group or person
(Lifestyle Communities Ltd (No 3) (Anti-Discrimination) [2009] VCAT 1869 [263]).
Furthermore, the Bill will not derogate from the prohibitions on discrimination under the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010. Any action that defined entities take in pursuit of the gender equality principles (clause 6) or to meet
the workplace gender equality indicators (clause 3) must still comply with the Equal Opportunity Act 2010.
In promoting the rights of women and gender-diverse Victorians who have been historically disadvantaged,
the Bill protects and promotes the Charter right to equality. Clause 4(a) provides that one of the Bill’s objects
is to promote, encourage and facilitate the achievement of gender equality, defined as the “equality of rights,
opportunities, responsibilities and outcomes between people of different genders” (clause 3). This definition
is inclusive and embraces all gender identities. The Bill also aims to redress disadvantage, address stigma,
stereotyping, prejudice and violence, and accommodate persons of different genders by way of structural
change (clause 4(d)).
Clause 4(f) provides that another of the Bill’s objects is to further promote the right to equality set out in the
Charter and the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women. To this end,
the Bill enshrines the gender equality principles (clause 6) and requires defined entities to take specific and
measurable actions to promote and improve gender equality. Such actions include complying with the General
Duty (clause 7), undertaking gender impact assessments (Part 3), creating Gender Equality Action Plans (Part
4), and making progress in relation to the workplace gender equality indicators and any prescribed targets and
or quotas (Part 4, Division 2).
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Concurrently, the Bill will have a protective effect on men’s right to equality before the law in certain contexts.
Clause 6(7) of the Bill provides that all human beings, regardless of gender, should be free to make choices
without being limited by gender stereotypes, gender roles, or prejudices. Greater gender equality will reduce
the discrimination men face in certain contexts and professions (for instance, when taking paternity leave, or
in traditionally women-dominated fields of employment). In this respect, men’s Charter right to equality
before the law is also promoted by the Bill.
For these reasons I consider that the Bill is compatible with the right to recognition and equality before the law.
Right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family, home
or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The Bill promotes and encourages progress towards achieving gender equality. Measuring progress towards
gender equality requires the collection and reporting of gender-identifying information or data. The Bill
requires defined entities to conduct workplace gender audits based on data broken down by gender, and, if
available, data on Aboriginality, age, disability, ethnicity, gender identity, race, religion, sexual orientation
(clauses 11(3)(a)-(b)). However, the Bill does not require any person to gender identify.
It is anticipated that defined entities will use existing data (VPS-wide or otherwise) to fulfil their workplace
gender audit obligations under the Bill (clause 11). The Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 protections
will apply to the collection of new data, if any, for the purposes of complying with the Bill. In any other case,
employees could elect to abstain from any data collection. For this reason, the Bill does not limit the right to
privacy of a defined entities’ employees.
The results of the workplace gender audits will be used in developing the Gender Equality Action Plans and
measuring the progress of a defined entity. Whilst some identifying information may be included in the
Gender Equality Action Plans and progress reports that are submitted to the Commissioner, a defined entity
must advise the Commissioner if any personal information is contained within a document or report. The Bill
specifies that prior to publication, a defined entity and the Commissioner must remove any personal. Thus,
the Bill expressly contemplates and protects the right to privacy.
Protection of families and children (section 17)
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, and that every child has the right, without discrimination, to such
protection as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
I consider that the Bill promotes the Charter right to the protection of families and children. The Bill
recognises that gender equality is a precondition for the prevention of family violence and other forms of
violence against women and girls (clause 6(5)). The Royal Commission into Family Violence found that most
family violence victims are girls and women and recommended that steps be taken towards gender equality
as a strong primary prevention approach. The Bill promotes the rights of families and children by encouraging
and facilitating the achievement of gender equality, which will in turn protect families and children.
The Bill also requires defined entities to make reasonable and material progress in relation to the workplace
gender equality indicators (clause 17(1)), which relevantly include the availability and utilisation of terms,
conditions and practices relating to flexible working arrangements (clause 3(f)(ii)). An increase in the uptake
of flexible working arrangements by people of all gender identities within defined entities would further
promote the Charter right to the protection of families.
The workplace gender equality indicators also include equal remuneration for work of equal or comparable
value across all levels of the workforce, irrespective of gender (clause 3(c)). When women and their families
are experiencing financial disadvantage, children can be more vulnerable to experiencing hardship themselves
later in life. A reduction in the gender pay gap within defined entities, alongside other improvements in
women’s economic security brought by increased gender equality, will further protect families and children
by reducing the long-term impacts of financial disadvantage.
Taking part in public life (section 18)
Section 18(1) of the Charter provides that every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity,
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs. Under section 18(2)(b) of the Charter
every eligible person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without discrimination, to have access, on
general terms of equality, to the Victorian public service and public office.
The Bill further promotes the rights of Victorians of different genders to participate in public life by enshrining
the gender equality principles in legislation (clause 6) and setting out workplace gender equality indicators
(clause 3). The workplace gender equality indicators include gender composition across all levels of the
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workforce and gender composition of governing bodies. As stated above, clause 17 requires that defined
entities must make reasonable and material progress in relation to the workplace gender equality indicators.
If gender equality is achieved within defined entities, more women will be visibly participating in public life
within the public service.
Humane treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22)
Section 22(1) of the Charter provides that all persons deprived of liberty must be treated with humanity and
with respect for the inherent dignity of the human person.
I consider that the Bill will promote the rights of people of different genders to humane treatment when
deprived of their liberty, to the extent that the Bill applies to a defined entity that performs functions relating
to custodial services, such as Corrections Victoria (clause 9). Such entities will be required to consider gender
equality within development of policies and the delivery of services relevant to people of different genders
detained in Victoria.
For these reasons in my opinion the Bill is compatible with the Charter.
Gabrielle Williams MP,
Minister for Women

Second reading
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Youth) (16:33): 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 is an historic moment in the journey toward gender equality for all Victorians.
Today, the Victorian Government fulfils its commitment to introduce gender equality legislation by enacting
the Gender Equality Bill. This Bill will drive gender equality in the community and the workplace—reducing
the gender pay gap and boosting women’s workforce participation.
This Bill further cements this Government’s commitment to gender equality and empowering women and
girls in our State.
A gender equal economy is a strong one. The impacts of the Bill will be felt across Victoria through enhanced
workplace productivity, the creation of more safe and equal workplaces, and opportunities to address current
and future skills shortages.
The Bill also makes our community fairer. It will ensure that our policies, programs and services more
effectively meet community needs and support better outcomes for people of all genders.
This Bill is the first of its kind in any jurisdiction in Australia. It draws on state, national and international
evidence about how to improve gender equality outcomes in workplaces and in the community.
This Bill reflects comprehensive consultations held over the past four years with state-wide stakeholders from
across the public, private and not-for-profit sectors. Consultations included community forums, stakeholder
meetings, and the release of an Exposure Draft of the Bill which drew the views of over 935 people and
organisations. This process has meant the Victorian community helped shape the development of the Bill—
without them, this Bill would not be possible.
Throughout these consultations, the community’s expectations were clear: the Victorian public sector must
show leadership and take action on gender equality. As the employer of over nine per cent of the Victorian
population, it is imperative that the Victorian public sector leads by example. Stakeholders were also clear in
their view that sustainable gender equality won’t be achieved without legislation designed to drive systemic,
structural and cultural change.
We have come so far in addressing gender inequality—but there is still so much further to go. This Bill is a
big step towards achieving this.
Gender inequality is persistent in Victoria
Despite Victoria’s improvement on indicators of gender equality, it remains a critical issue.
We still have a gender pay gap of 9.6 per cent, which is driven by a number of factors including unequal
workforce participation, discrimination and occupational and industrial segregation.
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Victorian women’s workforce participation is 11.2 per cent lower than men’s. A lifetime of insecure, low
paid work for women has resulted in a significant gender gap in superannuation, which sees women’s savings
37 per cent lower than men’s.
Women make up the overwhelming majority of those working in the lowest paid occupations such as
registered nurses, classroom teachers, welfare support workers, and cleaners. Women are underrepresented
in higher-paid occupations and industries such as finance, construction, utilities, science and technology.
In addition, women still shoulder the brunt of domestic and caring responsibilities and are significantly more
likely than men to take up flexible work arrangements including part-time work.
We also know that gender inequality negatively impacts men. Many men want to take more equal
responsibility in caring for children—but workplace practices often prevent or discourage them from taking
extended parental leave or from working flexibly. Men also frequently face discrimination or disapproval
when taking on career paths seen as traditionally reserved for women.
Gender equality has significant social and economic benefits
While Victoria has laws that prevent discrimination based on gender, there is currently no law to proactively
progress gender equality in the public sector. According to the World Economic Forum, the top performing
countries on gender equality—Iceland, Finland and Norway—have all successfully introduced gender
equality legislation.
This is critical, because achieving gender equality leads to significant social and economic benefits.
As highlighted by the Royal Commission into Family Violence, we know that gender equality is key to
preventing violence against women and girls. Gender equality provides a range of additional social benefits,
including improved social inclusion and cohesion, and leads to better health and wellbeing outcomes across
the community.
The evidence also demonstrates that gender equality contributes to clear economic gains for employers and
the Victorian community. Closing the gap between women’s and men’s workforce participation would boost
national GDP by around 11 per cent, and by 20 per cent if the workforce productivity gap were also addressed.
Addressing occupational segregation could reduce the gender pay gap by up to 32 per cent and contribute to
increasing efficiency, productivity, innovation, creativity and employee engagement resulting in considerable
savings to organisations.
We also know that family friendly workplaces increase engagement for people of all genders, and improve
productivity and profitability. Critically, having flexible work policies can save organisations tens of millions
of dollars per year in employee productivity, retention, absenteeism and recruitment costs.
By targeting the drivers of gender inequality, this Bill will ensure more Victorians are able to enjoy equal
opportunities, responsibilities and outcomes free of stigma, stereotyping, prejudice and violence.
Objectives and guiding principles of the Gender Equality Bill
The objectives of the Bill are to improve workplace gender equality across the Victorian public sector,
universities and local councils, and to embed firm and measurable gender equitable outcomes in the
community through policies, programs and services.
In the Bill, ‘gender equality’ has been defined to mean substantive gender equality that goes beyond formal
equality at law. This recognises that gender equality requires systemic and structural change beyond equal
opportunity and treatment.
The Bill also establishes a series of gender equality principles that all Victorian public sector entities should
recognise and reflect in their organisations.
These gender equality principles recognise gender equality as a human right; the importance of equal access
to power, resources and opportunities; the need to achieve gender equality as a precondition for the prevention
of violence against women and girls; the social and economic benefits that accrue through gender equality;
the importance of addressing gender stereotyping as a driver of gender inequality; the recognition of genderdiverse Victorians; recognition of the historical discrimination and disadvantage women have experienced on
the basis of sex and gender; and the recognition that time-limited special measures may be required to address
past discrimination. It is important to note here that proportionate special measures taken by defined entities
to meet their obligations under the Bill would not be considered discrimination under the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010.
Importantly, the Bill also embeds in its guiding principles the understanding that gender inequality may be
compounded by disadvantage or discrimination that people may experience on the basis of attributes such as

BILLS
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Assembly

Aboriginality, age, disability, ethnicity, gender identity, race, religion or sexual orientation. Organisations will
be required to consider this when meeting their obligations under the Bill.
This Bill primarily focuses on the inequalities that exist between women and men, including people who
identify as women and men. The Victorian Government acknowledges that other inequalities exist that relate
to Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Gender Diverse, and Intersex (LGBTI) communities and affirms the
right to equality and fairness for LGBTI Victorians.
The Bill’s scope is clearly defined
Part 1 of the Bill outlines the scope of organisations that the Bill applies to. The Bill will only apply to the
following entities with 50 or more employees to be determined by headcount:
•

Public service bodies;

•

Public entities;

•

Special bodies;

•

Councils;

•

Court Services Victoria;

•

Universities; and

•

The Office of Public Prosecutions.

The threshold of 50 employees ensures an appropriate balance is struck between achieving the objectives of
the Bill, encouraging organisational change and ensuring a reasonable and achievable reporting burden.
Additional entities may be prescribed or excluded by regulations at any time. At this time, it is intended that
the regulations will explicitly exclude school councils from the operation of the Bill.
Key obligations
Duty to consider and promote gender equality in policies, programs and services and Gender Impact
Assessments
Parts 2 and 3 of the Bill set out defined entities’ obligations to consider and promote gender equality in the
community.
Under the Bill, defined entities have a General Duty to consider and promote gender equality across policy,
programs and service delivery. The General Duty requires entities to demonstrate that they have considered
the different interests of, and impact on Victorians of different genders.
The General Duty will promote transparency in decision-making by encouraging policymakers to engage
with and be accountable to end-users and community members when formulating policy, designing programs
or delivering services. It will encourage policy makers to be advocates for change.
The Bill also requires defined entities to undertake a Gender Impact Assessment (GIA) to analyse the
differential effects of policies, programs and services on people of different genders. Under the Bill, defined
entities will be required to conduct a GIA of all new policies, programs and services that directly and
significantly impact the public, as well as those up for review.
Preparing, submitting and publishing Gender Equality Action Plans
Part 4 describes defined entities’ obligations to plan and make progress towards workplace gender equality,
including by preparing, submitting and publishing Gender Equality Action Plans (known as ‘GEAPs’).
The Bill requires all defined entities to develop GEAPs every four years. The defined entities will be required
to provide GEAPs to a Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner on or before 31 October every fourth
year, and publish their GEAPs on their website.
The requirement to develop GEAPs is a key feature of the Bill. The process of developing a GEAP will help
defined entities to identify gender inequalities across their organisations and develop strategies to improve
gender equality outcomes in their workplaces over time.
As part of the development of the GEAP, defined entities must undertake a workplace gender audit by
collecting data on the status of their organisation against the following indicators: gender pay equity (equal
pay for work of equal or comparable value); gender composition at all levels of the workforce; gender
composition of governing bodies; workplace sexual harassment; recruitment and promotion; gendered
workforce segregation; availability and uptake of conditions and practices in the workplace relating to family
violence leave, flexible working arrangements and working arrangements supporting workers with family or
caring responsibilities; and any other prescribed matters. These gender equality indicators are modelled on
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the indicators in the Workplace Gender Equality Act 2012 (Cth) and represent the key areas where workplace
gender inequality persists—and where progress towards gender equality will be demonstrated.
The workplace gender audit is designed to be a diagnostic tool to assist organisations to establish the status of
gender equality within their organisation. This information will be used to establish each organisations’
baseline position on gender equality which will be aggregated to set tailored targets and quotas specific to
industry and certain cohorts, as well as measure gender equality progress across Victoria.
In developing the GEAP, a defined entity must take into account the Bill’s guiding gender equality principles,
consult with stakeholders including its governing body, employees, and employee representatives, and ensure
that adequate resources are allocated to the effective development and implementation of the GEAP.
Reporting on progress towards gender equality
Part 5 of the Bill sets out defined entities’ reporting obligations, to ensure that there is accountability and that
progress towards gender equality can be measured over time.
Defined entities will be required to demonstrate reasonable and material progress through public reporting
every 24 months. Defined entities must prepare and publish a progress report on:
•

Which new policies, programs and services have been the subject of the GIA and how they will be
developed in order to meet the needs of persons of different genders;

•

Progress in relation to the GEAP measures and strategies;

•

Progress towards improving workplace gender equality as measured against the workplace gender
equality indicators; and

•

Progress towards meeting any prescribed targets or quotas.

This reporting will be published on the entity’s website and provided to the Public Sector Gender Equality
Commissioner by 31 October in every second year. Progress reporting will enable identification of trends in
the data, assess compliance, and facilitate necessary organisational change and improvement.
To minimise the administrative burden, the Bill’s reporting obligations are intended to align with other
reporting obligations as much as possible, such as the Victorian Public Sector Commission and the Workplace
Gender Equality Act 2012 (Cth).
Support and compliance mechanisms
Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner
To support effective implementation of the Bill as well as its ongoing oversight, part 7 of the Bill establishes a
Public Sector Gender Equality Commissioner (Commissioner). The Commissioner will undertake education
and implementation support functions, as well as monitoring, compliance and enforcement functions.
The Commissioner’s primary purpose will be to promote and advance the objectives of the Bill across the
public sector, and to take a collaborative role in supporting defined entities to meet their obligations under the
Bill.
From a monitoring and compliance perspective, the Commissioner is vested with the power to analyse,
publish and report on GEAPs, and report on progress by defined entities. This power is intended to incentivise
compliance by defined entities and provide an important layer of transparency and accountability.
The Bill provides that the Commissioner may undertake dispute resolution relating to a ‘systemic gender
equality issue’ where the dispute is referred to the Commissioner in accordance with a term of an enterprise
agreement or workplace determination of a designated body. The Bill defines designated body as public sector
bodies, Courts Services Victoria, the Office of Public Prosecutions and any other defined entity that is
prescribed as a ‘designated body’ with the consent of the relevant minister. These systemic gender equality
issues must be directly linked to one or more of the gender equality indicators in the Bill and adversely impact
a class or group of persons in the workplace of a designated body.
The Commissioner will be appointed by the Minister for Women and will report to the Minister on any matter
arising from the performance of the Commissioner’s functions.
Monitoring and compliance
Part 6 of the Bill sets out a series of circumstances where a defined entity may be in breach of their obligations
under the Bill. These include failure to:
•

Develop and lodge a compliant GEAP;

•

Meet the requirements of developing the GEAP;

•

Report against the indicators and any applicable targets/quotas;
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Make reasonable and material progress against indicators or prescribed targets and quotas.

The Bill provides the Commissioner with powers to address the breach.
In the first instance of breach, the Commissioner would consult with the defined entity, and make a genuine
attempt to resolve the matter informally as far as practicable, work collaboratively with the defined entity to
advise on matters relating to the operation of the Bill, and support the defined entity to comply with their
obligations.
If the breach is not able to be resolved informally, the Commissioner may issue a compliance notice, requiring
the defined entity to develop and lodge a GEAP, comply with reporting requirements, or take any other
appropriate action within a specified time period.
If the defined entity does not meet the requirements of the compliance notice, the Commissioner may take a
number of enforcement actions, including:
•

Making recommendations to the Minister;

•

Publishing the name of non-compliant entities;

•

Entering into an enforceable undertaking;

•

Seeking an order from the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal requiring compliance with
the Act.

These measures ensure an appropriate level of transparency, accountability and will support greater
compliance with the Bill.
General provisions
Part 8 of the Bill provides some additional features that strengthen its impact; build in accountability and
review; and ensure the government continues to lead state-wide progress towards gender equality.
Promoting gender equality through procurement and funding is a key objective of the Bill. Under the Bill, the
Minister responsible for administering Part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994, in consultation with the
Minister for Women, has a discretionary power to issue gender-ethical procurement guidelines to promote
gender equality through procurement policies and practices. The Bill also confers a discretionary power on the
Minister responsible for administering Part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994, in consultation with the
Minister for Women, to publish funding guidelines for the purposes of promoting and advancing gender
equality, which are intended to capture funding policies and practices including grants and service agreements.
Gender-ethical procurement and funding policies can extend the scope of the Bill to influence the private and
not-for-profit sectors. This provision signals our commitment to ensuring that public money is used in a way
that promotes the values and principles of this government.
The Bill also requires that the Minister for Women develop and maintain a State Gender Equality Action Plan
(State GEAP) every four years. The State GEAP will describe the Victorian Government’s ongoing vision
and areas of focus for Victoria and will cement the government’s responsibility to lead our state’s progress
on gender equality. A report on progress in relation to the State GEAP, including an assessment of progress
made by defined entities in the previous 24 months, will be tabled in Parliament every two years.
The Bill provides for a review every four years. This review function will evaluate the legislation’s ongoing
effectiveness and continued alignment with the Victorian community’s expectations and values.
The Bill provides for consequential amendments to the Local Government Bill, which was introduced in
November 2019. The Local Government Act requires local councils to develop workforce plans including
measures to achieve gender equality. The proposed changes will amend the Local Government Bill to ensure
local councils consider the GEAP requirements of the Bill when developing their workforce plans.
Conclusion
On this day we progress our state further toward achieving the ultimate goal of equality for all Victorians.
This Bill draws on the experiences of comparable jurisdictions such as the UK, Sweden, Norway, Iceland,
the US and the Commonwealth. The Bill is further based on the immense knowledge and expertise of the
women’s sector, public and private sectors as well as Victorians from all walks of life.
The government is immensely proud of the way in which the Victorian community has shaped this legislation.
With their help, we have developed a tailored, progressive, evidence-based model that reflects the values,
circumstances and aspirations of the Victorian community.
This Bill recognises that gender inequality impacts all Victorians—whether you’re a Vietnamese Australian
woman applying for a role in a government department; a dad asking for flexible work arrangements to look
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after your kids; a police officer experiencing sexual harassment from your colleagues; or a woman with a
disability accessing the public healthcare services you need.
History shows that gender inequality is persistent and pervasive. By requiring over 300 organisations—
spanning the length and breadth of our state and collectively employing over 380,000 Victorians—to take
action to improve gender equality in the workplace and in the community, this Bill shows that we will
continue in our efforts to address gender inequality and improve outcomes for all Victorians.
With the introduction of this Bill, Victoria’s proud heritage of progressive reform and leadership continues
under this government. It moves us closer to our vision where all Victorians live in a safe and equal society,
have access to equal power, resources and opportunities and are treated with dignity, respect and fairness.
I commend the Bill to the House.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (16:33): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
11 December.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS BILL 2019
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety) (16:35): In
accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of
compatibility in relation to the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendments 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 Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendments
Bill 2019.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Miscellaneous Amendments Bill 2019 (Bill), as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the Charter. I base my opinion on the
reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Bill will:
•

amend the Supreme Court Act 1986 to provide the Supreme Court of Victoria with the power to
make a group costs order, which would improve access to justice for plaintiffs bringing class
actions in the Supreme Court;

•

amend the Local Government Act 1989 and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to ensure the validity
and enforceability of actions and decisions by improperly established Municipal Electoral
Tribunals (METs) and affected reserve magistrates; and

•

make a number of minor and technical amendments to justice Acts to correct errors and clarify the
operation of various provisions.

New group costs orders
Clause 5 will insert new section 33ZDA into the Supreme Court Act 1986, to allow the Supreme Court of
Victoria to make a ‘group costs order’ in a class action (an order that the legal costs payable to the law practice
representing the lead plaintiff and group members be calculated as a percentage of any amount recovered in
the proceedings, and that these costs be shared by the lead plaintiff and group members).
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a party to a civil proceeding has the right to have a proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing. The right
generally encompasses the established common law right of each individual to unimpeded access to the courts
of the state, and may be limited if a person faces a procedural barrier to bringing his or her case before a court.
The amendments made by Part 2 of the Bill will promote the right to a fair hearing, as they seek to improve
access to justice by reducing barriers to commencing class actions in the Supreme Court.
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Currently, unless a law practice is willing to act on a ‘no win, no fee’ basis or appropriate insurance can be
obtained, if a class action is unsuccessful, the lead plaintiff risks being personally liable for meeting the
defendant’s costs. The Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) found that Victoria’s class action regime
has been an effective means of providing access to justice, but that the regime is underutilised. The VLRC
was of the view that allowing lawyers to receive a percentage of the settlement or award, in return for
indemnifying the lead plaintiff for any adverse costs orders, and orders for security of costs, would improve
access to justice by lowering the risk for a potential lead plaintiff.
The new group costs order will allow plaintiff lawyers in class actions to receive a percentage (as set by the
Court) of any amount recovered in the proceedings as payment for legal costs, and require them to indemnify
the lead plaintiff for any adverse costs orders, or orders to give security for costs. The group costs order will
also require all class members to share liability for the payment of legal costs if the litigation is successful.
The amendments give the Court power to vary the percentage amount set at any stage in the proceedings,
thereby ensuring fairness to class members.
With the introduction of the group costs order, the Bill seeks to improve all group members’ right to a fair
hearing and access to justice by removing the costs risk for the lead plaintiff. The group costs order regime
also has potential to reduce the overall costs to group members in class actions, as a single fee will be payable
to the plaintiff lawyers rather than a funding fee plus legal costs (as is payable to a litigation funder).
MET and reserve magistrate amendments
Clause 6 of the Bill will insert new section 252 into the Local Government Act 1989 to validate the decisions
of Municipal Electoral Tribunals (METs) that were improperly established, and to provide affected persons
with appropriate individual immunity. Clause 7 of the Bill will insert new sections 141 to 144 into the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to validate the decisions and acts of affected magistrates who continued sitting
after their appointments expired, and to provide them with appropriate individual immunity.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides the right to a fair hearing.
Clauses 6 and 7 of the Bill do not engage the right to fair hearing because the METs and reserve magistrates
would have been lawfully exercising their powers, functions or duties, but for the administrative errors that
caused the irregularities in the METs’ establishment and reserve magistrates’ appointments. Members of the
METs and reserve magistrates were appropriately qualified (as per their respective legislative requirements),
and the METs and reserve magistrates were validly established and appointed (respectively) in the first
instance. Further, the METs and affected reserve magistrates did not exercise their powers, functions or duties
knowing that there were defects associated with their establishment or appointments. It should also be
emphasised that the validation provisions are confined so as to apply only to acts and decisions that were
made by METs and affected reserve magistrates during the period that their establishment or appointments
were in question, and not for any other reason. For these reasons, I consider that clauses 6 and 7 do not engage
the right to fair hearing.
Amendments to the Criminal Procedure Act 2009
The Bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to:
•

clarify the intermediaries provisions on when a witness is considered to be cognitively impaired
for the purpose of having an intermediary appointed;

•

clarify that certain forms of burglary are triable summarily; and

•

allow evidence of alleged offending committed during or solely in relation to a summary case
conference or committal case conference to be admissible when prosecuting a person for that
alleged offending.

The Bill will also amend provisions that relate to sexual offence proceedings involving a complainant who is
a child or cognitively impaired person, to:
•

clarify that a committal hearing cannot be held in any proceeding in which a child or person with
a cognitive impairment is a complainant for a sexual offence charge;

•

allow the court in such cases to order the cross-examination of an adult complainant before trial;
and

•

clarify that an accused may apply for leave to have an adult complainant cross-examined before
trial about their sexual activities, other than those to which the charge in dispute relates.
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Right to recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the Charter provides that every person is equal before the law and is entitled to the equal
protection of the law without discrimination. ‘Discrimination’ means different treatment on the basis of one
or more of the attributes set out in section 6 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010.
Clause 8 amends section 389F(1) of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, which provides that Division 2 of
Part 8.2A applies to a witness who has a cognitive impairment at the time at which the proceeding
commences. Clause 8 promotes the right to recognition and equality before the law under section 8 of the
Charter by addressing an inconsistency and clarifying that where a witness is assessed to have a cognitive
impairment at the relevant time, they should be able to benefit from the use of an intermediary (regardless of
whether this assessment was made at the time at which the proceeding commenced). These amendments
recognise the particular vulnerability of persons with a cognitive impairment by clarifying that intermediaries
can be appointed in appropriate circumstances.
The vulnerability of witnesses with a cognitive impairment is further recognised by Clause 13 regarding the
abolition of committal hearings in sexual offence cases involving cognitively impaired complainants and child
complainants. By clarifying that no committal hearing can be held and no witnesses may be cross-examined
in any proceeding in which a child or person with a cognitive impairment is a complainant for a sexual offence
charge, the Bill expedites the finalisation of these proceedings and reduces the exposure of vulnerable
complainants to uncertainty and distress.
The Bill also promotes equality before the law by allowing all accused persons to apply to have adult
complainants in sexual offence proceedings cross-examined before trial. This addresses a current
inconsistency whereby an accused’s ability to have an adult complainant cross-examined depends on whether
or not the sexual offence proceeding also involves a child or cognitively impaired complainant.
Right to protection of families and children
Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that all children have the right, without discrimination, to be afforded
protection that is in their best interest and needed by reason of them being a child. Clause 13 of the Bill
promotes this right by clarifying that the abolition of committal hearings in sexual offence proceedings
involving child complainants applies broadly. The amendment will protect children by expediting the
finalisation of these proceedings and reducing the exposure of children to uncertainty and distress. This will
allow a child complainant to move on from the legal process sooner.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the Charter provides the right to a fair hearing. Clause 8 of the Bill will promote the right to
a fair hearing, as it seeks to ensure that the most reliable evidence is adduced from vulnerable witnesses, which
in turn will result in a fairer hearing.
Clause 13 clarifies that there can be no committal hearing in any proceeding in which a child or person with
a cognitive impairment is a complainant for a sexual offence charge, including proceedings that also involve
an adult complainant. This does not limit the right to a fair hearing, as cross-examination of adult complainants
that would have occurred in a committal hearing is simply moved to the trial court to occur pre-trial pursuant
to section 198A of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009.
Rights in criminal proceedings
Section 25(2) of the Charter prescribes a range of minimum guarantees for accused persons in a criminal
proceeding, including that they be provided information in relation to their charge, access to legal
representation and be tried without unreasonable delay.
Allowing evidence of offending allegedly committed during, or solely in relation to, a case conference to be
admissible in proceedings relating to that offending will not limit these rights. While the Bill will permit such
evidence to be admitted against an accused in a proceeding, the usual laws of evidence will continue to apply
to the proceeding. Evidence found by a court to be irrelevant, misleading or confusing, or unfairly prejudicial
to the accused may be ruled inadmissible. In addition, the Bill will not affect an accused’s ability to prepare
their defence, obtain legal representation or examine witnesses at a hearing for an offence they are alleged to
have committed at a case conference. Finally, allowing such evidence to be admitted will not abrogate an
accused’s privilege against self-incrimination.
The Bill will advance an accused’s right to be tried without unreasonable delay in sexual offence proceedings
involving a child or cognitively impaired complainant by clarifying that abolition of committal hearings
applies broadly. This will expedite proceedings by ensuring that the case is listed earlier for trial and that pretrial cross-examination, which now occurs in the trial court, is better confined to those facts that are in issue
in the trial.

BILLS
Wednesday, 27 November 2019

Legislative Assembly

4589

Clauses 15 and 16 of the Bill promote the right of an accused to have witnesses examined, by allowing a court
to order the cross-examination of adult complainants in sexual proceedings before trial, including in relation
to their sexual activities. This will ensure that accused persons are given sufficient information to understand
what the adult complainant will say at the trial and adequately prepare their defence.
Right against retrospective criminal laws
Section 27(2) of the Charter protects a person from being found guilty of a criminal offence because of
conduct that was not an offence at the time it was engaged in. The Bill does not undermine this right by
allowing evidence of alleged offending committed during or in connection with a summary case conference
or committal case conference to be admissible in a prosecution for that offending. The effect of Clauses 12
and 14 is not to create a new criminal offence but to allow the admission of evidence that relates to the
commission of an offence alleged to have occurred under existing law. Under the transitional provision in
Clause 17, evidence will only be admissible in criminal proceedings relating to an offence that was allegedly
committed on or after the date of commencement of clauses 12 and 14.
Amendments to the Evidence Act 2008
The Bill amends the Evidence Act 2008 to provide that a postal article sent by prepaid post to an Australian
address is taken to have been received on the seventh working day. This amendment reflects the same time
period for the presumption of service by postal delivery in other jurisdictions. I am of the view that this minor
amendment does not raise any Charter issues.
Amendments to the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958
The Bill amends the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 to provide that the County Court may
make orders for evidence on commission in its own proceedings.
Currently, parties must apply to the Supreme Court for an order to allow evidence to be taken on oath or
affirmation outside of court, which is an unnecessary and burdensome step. I am of the view that this minor
amendment does not raise any Charter issues.
Amendments to the Oaths and Affirmations Act 2018
The Bill makes minor amendments to the Oaths and Affirmations Act 2018 to clarify that certain offences in
the Act are indictable offences. I am of the view that these minor amendments do not raise any Charter issues.
Amendments to the Professional Standards Act 2003
The Bill amends the Professional Standards Act 2003 to allow the Victorian Professional Standards Council
to delegate functions to any person employed pursuant to Part 3 of the Public Administration Act 2004. I am
of the view that this minor amendment does not raise any Charter issues.
Minor statute law revision in the Sentencing Act 1991
The Bill makes minor statute law revision amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991. I am of the view that these
minor technical amendments do not raise any Charter issues.
The Hon Jill Hennessy MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety) (16:35): 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 amends a number of justice-related Acts to improve access to justice, ensure the validity and
enforceability of decisions made by improperly established Municipal Electoral Tribunals (METs) and
reserve magistrates who continued sitting after the expiration of their appointments, strengthen the protections
afforded to vulnerable witnesses, and clarify the operation of various provisions.
New group costs order in Supreme Court of Victoria class actions
The Bill will amend the Supreme Court Act 1986 to allow the Court to make an order in class actions for
plaintiff lawyers to receive a percentage of the amount recovered for their costs, with all class members
sharing liability for those costs (called “group costs orders”). This will shift the burden of cost risk from the
representative (or lead) plaintiff to the plaintiffs’ lawyers.
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The Victorian Law Reform Commission’s March 2018 Access to Justice Litigation Funding and Group
Proceedings Report (VLRC Report) found that Victoria’s class action regime has been an effective means of
providing access to justice, but that the regime is underutilised.
In an average year, five or fewer class actions are filed in the Supreme Court. If a class action is unsuccessful,
the lead plaintiff might be held personally liable for the defendant’s costs. According to the VLRC, this risk
might prevent some meritorious claims from proceeding.
This is an important access to justice reform because it will pave the way for class actions to proceed where
they otherwise may not have been viable, such as class actions for silicosis, wage theft and corporate
wrongdoing.
The VLRC was of the view that allowing plaintiff lawyers to receive a percentage of any amount recovered
in a class action, in return for indemnifying the lead plaintiff for any adverse costs orders or orders to provide
security for costs, would lower the risk for a lead plaintiff, and promote greater access to justice.
This amendment will give effect to recommendation 8 of the VLRC’s Report, by allowing the Supreme Court
to make what is called a “group costs” order in a class action. Under such an order, plaintiff lawyers would
receive a percentage (set by the Court) of any amount recovered in the proceedings as payment for legal costs,
and all class members would share liability for the payment of those costs. The plaintiff lawyers must
indemnify the lead plaintiff for any adverse costs orders, and any orders for security for costs.
The group costs order amendments are not inconsistent with the general prohibition on contingency fees
contained in the Legal Profession Uniform Law, as they allow plaintiff lawyers to receive a percentage of a
settlement or award, and only when ordered by the Supreme Court. The Court will maintain strict control
over group costs orders, and may vary the percentage amount at any time during the proceedings.
These amendments will enhance access to justice in Victoria, by reducing potential barriers to commencing
class actions in the Supreme Court.
MET and reserve magistrate amendments
The Bill amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to ensure the validity of decisions made by a small number
of reserve magistrates who, due to administrative error, continued sitting after their appointments expired.
The Bill also ensures that the affected reserve magistrates are afforded individual immunity from liability for
decisions made after the expiry of their appointments.
Similarly, the Bill amends the Local Government Act 1989 to ensure the validity and enforceability of
decisions made by METs that were improperly established due to administrative irregularities. The Bill also
provides members of METs with the individual immunity that they would have enjoyed had the METs been
properly established.
Minor and technical amendments
The Bill makes a number of minor and technical amendments to improve and clarify various provisions,
including:
•

amending the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to clarify when a witness is considered to be
cognitively impaired for the purpose of accessing the intermediary pilot program;

•

amending the Evidence Act 2008 to extend the period of time after which service is presumed to
have occurred via postal service, from four days to seven days; and

•

clarifying that certain offences in the Oaths and Affirmations Act 2018 are indictable offences.

I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (16:35): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Wednesday,
11 December.
PARKS AND CROWN LAND LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2019
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (16:36): In this case I am not going to move that debate be adjourned.
It is a pleasure to rise to open the debate on the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019. This bill amends a very long list of acts, all largely around the obvious theme of parks or
management of land and in particular Crown land. It amends the Conservation, Forests and Lands
Act 1987 to make a minor statute law revision and also streamlines the Parks Victoria land record. It
amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to make a range of updates, including repealing spent
provisions and spent transitional arrangements. It amends the description of a number of parks and so
on.
The bill also amends the Forests Act 1958 to transfer or extend the existing obligation of the Secretary
of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to Parks Victoria, where
appropriate, given the new status of Parks Victoria as a statutory authority. It extends offences relating
to camp fires and barbecues to all licensed water frontages. Of course that is part of another major
change regarding licensed water frontages. The Land Act 1958 is amended to repeal a number of
obsolete provisions, some of them very obsolete, and that part of the bill also removes the ban on
camping on licensed water frontages.
The bill amends the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 to update a reference to
the Greater Bendigo National Park regarding exploration and mining in that park and insert a
description for the proposed Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area. It amends the National Parks
Act 1975 to establish new parks and to vary the boundaries of a range of other parks. It protects
freehold access to land enclosed by the Grampians National Park and Cape Liptrap and at the new
conservation area at Yellingbo, and it also repeals a range of redundant and spent transitional
provisions.
The Parks Victoria Act 2018 is amended in a very minor way: there is a statute law revision and a
minor technical amendment. The Wildlife Act 1975 is amended to extend the authority currently held
by the secretary of DELWP under the act to Parks Victoria. The bill amends the Zoological Parks and
Gardens Act 1995, again with regard to Yellingbo, so that the zoo can take over the management of
the Coranderrk Bushland Reserve and so that control of that land will remain with the board.
The bill amends those acts to update them, to remove obsolete terminology and remove redundant
provisions, to implement the government’s pre-election commitment to open up camping on licensed
water frontages and to establish or vary the boundaries of a number of parks. So there are the
Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park—I hope I have pronounced that second word correctly—
which is a new park of some 3500 hectares; the new Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area of
1790 hectares; and a 3220-hectare extension to the already significant Errinundra National Park, which
is almost 27 000 hectares in its current form, so if my maths is correct that addition will take it up to
just over 30 000 hectares.
Regarding the Hattah-Kulkyne National Park, there is a road reserve currently on the edge of the park
that is mapped as being in the park, and of course it should not be. For the French Island National Park
there is a very minor boundary realignment to recognise that currently there is a tip in the national
park, and that is probably not the best place to have a tip. For the Great Otway National Park another
131 hectares of the former Alcoa land is to be transferred, and I think that is when the title is
surrendered. For the Greater Bendigo National Park there is a boundary realignment to facilitate airport
operation and to keep that in fact operating, whereas if the park continued to be managed in the way it
is that might impact on the operations of the airport. And there are minor boundary corrections to the
Dandenong Ranges National Park, the Macedon Regional Park and the Eldorado Historic Reserve.
At this stage I want to make sure I acknowledge and thank the department and the minister’s office
for arranging a very timely and comprehensive briefing and thank them for their assistance with this
bill.
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It is apparent I think from the comments I have just made that the vast majority of this bill deals with
pretty stock standard, largely uncontroversial matters. All of those uncontroversial ones in my view
improve the operation of the legislation as it stands, and I have no quibble with them. But there are
parts of the bill that I do have some concerns with, and I will identify those as I go through.
Part 2 of the bill amends the Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987. Clauses 3 and 5 of the bill are
minor amendments. Clause 4 institutes measures which will streamline the Parks Victoria land record,
and again I am entirely comfortable with what is proposed there.
Moving on to part 3, which amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act, again this part of the bill is
devoted largely to cleaning up and removing outdated provisions. It recognises the creation of Parks
Victoria as a statutory authority, there are some minor clarifications and for the two new reserves
established under clause 112 there is a description included for those reserves.
Part 4 of the bill amends the Forests Act. Again—somewhat of a recurring theme—this recognises the
creation of Parks Victoria as a statutory authority. It extends the offence of leaving camp fires or
barbecues unattended to all licensed water frontages as a consequence of the proposal in the bill to
allow camping on licensed water frontages, and that of course is currently prohibited. So this
amendment to the Forests Act extends the offence for leaving camp fires or barbecues unattended to
all licensed water frontages and limits the size of those camp fires in the same way that they are
currently limited on other categories of public land.
As with the earlier parts of the bill, part 5 seeks to repeal a range of redundant provisions. I mentioned
earlier that I think some of them are particularly redundant. There is indeed a reference to the Land
Act of 1869 regarding auriferous land, which is a bit of a throwback. I am sure auriferous land is
something that was discussed in this very chamber at length during the late 19th century, but it is not
something that we talk about much these days. It is probably time that that was removed from the
current legislation.
There is another clause which also relates to the occupation of land not less than five years before
1 July 1899. Again, I do not think it is unreasonable to remove that reference from the act, given that
anyone who was alive on 1 July 1894 of course would be more than 125 years old now—so it is
probably not that relevant.
But this is the part of the bill, of course, that removes the ban on camping on licensed water frontages,
and that is clause 49. I want to go into the operation of that provision a little further. What is a Crown
land water frontage? The DELWP literature indicates that it is any strip of Crown land that runs
alongside designated rivers and streams. The width can vary significantly—20 metres wide, 30 metres
wide. I understand between 20 and 30 metres is average for most of those reserves, but potentially it
can be more than 100 metres wide. There is 170 000 kilometres—that is quite a figure in itself,
170 000 kilometres—of water frontage, and 30 000 kilometres of that, so roughly 18 per cent of that,
is Crown land. According to the DELWP advice the remainder is generally private land, parks or state
forest. That makes sense. What the actual break-up is between private land, parks and state forest,
unfortunately I was not able to ascertain.
Essentially the way the licences operate at the moment is that the licensee is able to enter and use the
land for a particular purpose which is specified in the licence, but the licence does not give that licensee
exclusive use of the land. It gives them access and use but not exclusive use, so as it stands members
of the public are able to access that land under certain conditions but under the current law they are
not able to camp there. The advice goes on to suggest that members of the public should not interfere
with the purpose of the licence and are not permitted to camp.
What is proposed for this bill is a change to that. The head of power is contained in the bill but of
course—and I say of course because I would not expect it to be there—we do not have any detail of
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how this is to be regulated. Under the Land Regulations 2016 there are currently regulations in place
which say that in particular:
For the purposes of section 401A(1) of the Act, a person must not on a water frontage in respect of which a
licence has been granted—

et cetera, et cetera—
except with the permission of the licensee, enter any part of that land which is cultivated or being reclaimed …

The press release dated 12 November which announced this bill effectively restated the government’s
commitment prior to the election. Quoting from the media release:
The Bill will also provide greater opportunities for fishers and campers to explore Victoria’s many beautiful
landscapes by enabling camping along licensed river frontages across the state.
To ensure the changes along the river frontages are successful in the long term, they will be carefully guided
by a detailed implementation plan involving relevant agencies and extensive consultation.

I emphasise those points because I think the change itself is not unreasonable but it is very, very
important that it be managed so that it is successful. Unfortunately I am sure all of us are aware that
while the overwhelming majority of people who use our fantastic natural assets for recreation, whether
it is streams, forests, rivers or the alpine areas, behave themselves and respect the privilege—and I
think it is a privilege—that they have to be able to access these fantastic areas, there are always hoons.
There are always idiots who do not know how to behave. It is those few, not the overwhelming
majority of law-abiding citizens, that we need to make sure are captured by the rules here.
I did ask the question and I was provided with some advice on what is proposed in terms of the
regulation process. I understand that the draft regulations will be developed by the middle of next year.
There will be consultation with traditional owners, key stakeholders, the Victorian Farmers Federation
and the recreational users—fishers, campers and so on—and of course the regulatory bodies. The
proposal is to finalise and make the regulations no later than 1 December 2020, which is when this bill
will automatically come into operation. It is intended to provide information on access, including
mapping of key camping sites and information on how to access them, information to encourage safe
and appropriate camping behaviour, manage potential risks and also to provide information to the
licence-holders.
I make the point that mapping of not only the key sites but all sites where this regime will operate is
absolutely critical because, as I mentioned earlier, this scheme will operate in 18 per cent, or
30 000 kilometres, of the 170 000 kilometres of water frontage, which means that there is a lot of land
and some of it—I am uncertain how much, but I would suggest a significant portion—is private land.
If people think that they are able to access that private land simply because it abuts a stream and camp
on that land, that will clearly not be agreeable to the owners. I think it is very, very important that the
mapping and the whole management regime that accompanies that recognises that unless all this
information is clearly available, there is the potential there for people—and I am not talking about the
hoons now, I am talking about decent, ordinary people who want to pursue their hobby and enjoy their
recreation—to not know where they can go. I think that is a very, very important part of it, so I simply
want to flag that and say that needs to be done and it needs to be done sooner rather than later so that
when the new arrangements come into operation any conflict, and hopefully there will be none, is
absolutely minimised.
The second point about this change, as I said earlier, is about the hoons. It is about the bad behaviour.
They are very, very small numbers but they can not only make life very, very unpleasant for their
fellow campers but do serious damage potentially to private property as well. The enforcement of
these regulations is very, very important and of course particularly the controls around fires that I
referred to before. Fire left unattended adjacent to a stream can get into private property very, very
quickly, and we all know how that ends.
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Part 6 of the bill deals with the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990, which
updates the exemption for the Greater Bendigo National Park regarding exploration and mining and
inserts a description of the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area. The Bendigo provisions are pretty
straightforward, and I will come back to the Yellingbo LCA later in my contribution.
I will skip over Part 7, which is the changes to the National Parks Act 1975, and I will come back to
that in a minute. Part 8 of the bill deals with the Parks Victoria Act 2018. As I mentioned earlier, this
is simply a statute law revision to section 8 and a relatively minor technical amendment regarding the
minister’s statement of expectations, and again those things are not in any way controversial.
Part 9 of the bill, amendments to the Wildlife Act 1975, simply extends responsibility under the
Wildlife Act to Parks Victoria. The same obligations that exist for the secretary are imposed on Parks
Victoria, again recognising their establishment as a statutory authority.
Part 10 makes a change to the Zoological Parks and Gardens Act 1995, again a Yellingbo-related
change. It is a clause that will extend to the zoo the responsibility for the management of the Coranderrk
bushland nature conservation area, which is going to be established on land controlled by the board. So
it is intended that the board retain control, and that is the change to enable them to retain control of it.
Back to part 7, the National Parks Act, what is proposed is to establish or vary the boundaries of a
number of parks including the new Yallock–Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park, the Bass Coast coastal
park, of 3535 hectares. As I mentioned earlier, that is an election commitment. It is basically existing
parks and reserves and a little bit of Crown land to all go into that park. It has got local support. The
name recognises the local Yallock-Bulluk clan of the Bunurong people. It is a fairly straightforward
proposition I think.
Hattah–Kulkyne National Park, again, as I mentioned earlier, takes the road reserve out of the park.
Clearly a road reserve has no place in a national park. So while the number of hectares removed is
significant, it is in fact no change.
Five hectares are removed from the French Island National Park, recognising that there is an operating
tip on that site. In the Great Otway National Park 131 hectares of former Alcoa land is to be transferred,
and it adds to the significant section of heath that was added to the park in 2017.
The Greater Bendigo National Park will see boundary realignment to facilitate airport operations. That
is essential to maintain civil aviation safety standards, and it is also to be offset by land to be
surrendered by the City of Greater Bendigo. Also there are minor boundary corrections to the
Dandenong Ranges National Park, the Macedon Regional Park and the El Dorado Historic Reserve.
So all of those changes are pretty straightforward.
With regard to the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area, which is a new structure to start with,
which is established by the bill—a landscape conservation area of some 1790 hectares—according to
the second-reading speech, it is intended to support habitat of endangered species. In the bill it is
proposed to include Beenak, Hoddles Creek, Sheep Station Creek, Warramate Hills and Yellingbo
itself. The bill also proposes the creation of the Don Valley Education Reserve on what is currently
part of the Haining Farm.
This proposal has been developed over an extended period of time, but the reality is the final
boundaries of the reserves to be created by this bill have in fact only been known definitively for two
weeks. We just had the standing orders debate, and we have talked about—and particularly the
member for Shepparton talked about—how constrained debate is in this house on a range of issues.
And it is this sort of change where the impact of the government business program and the guillotine
is really felt because there will be no opportunity to ask questions in consideration in detail. There is
no opportunity to work through the bill; the bill is simply brought in, adjourned, dealt with and moved
on to the upper house very quickly. Undoubtedly there are many bills where that is appropriate, so I
do not quibble with that, but with these sorts of bills where there is significant community impact it is
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a problem, and in this case, frankly, there has been nowhere near enough time under the usual
parliamentary processes to consult with the local community and consider whether that proposal is
appropriate. My understanding is that there is no uniform community view on this proposal. There are
people on both sides.
While the proposed boundaries seem reasonable, I certainly intend to take the opportunity afforded by
the break between the houses and the two months break that lies ahead of us to go out and talk to the
community further. I note that the minister in her second-reading speech says this is the initial footprint
of the area. In the event that the minister has plans to expand that footprint, I would urge that not only
that community be consulted fully but the proposed actual boundaries and maps be widely
disseminated so that the situation does not arise again. As I say, it is not necessarily bad, but we do not
have a definitive community view on it. I think there is great merit in a lot of the proposals, but they
need community support.
The final proposed change I want to get to is the addition to Errinundra National Park, 3220 hectares
to be added to the existing almost 27 000-hectare park. In the second-reading speech the minister
indicated that most of the proposed additions are currently in a special protection zone. Now, under
ordinary circumstances that would be fine, but of course the government has announced its decision
to close down Victoria’s sustainable native timber harvesting industry. The Premier falsely claimed,
in my view, that as part of this process he has ended logging in old-growth forests. That is simply not
true, because in fact logging of old-growth forests, while it has not happened for a very long time, was
formally banned on 27 March last year.
Somewhat ironically, the title of the press release at the time was ‘Certainty for workers and the future
of our forests’:
… Government announced it will provide immediate protection to … 2,500 hectares of high environmentalvalue forest …
About half this area is old growth … and provides essential habitat for threatened species, including the
greater glider.

That announcement has been made before. We know that the only certainty those workers have now
is that if the Premier has his way, those jobs are gone, completely gone.
The point relating to the bill is that that release included an announcement of protection for
2500 hectares, as I have just read out. About half of that, as again I have mentioned, is considered to
be old-growth forest. This bill adds 3220 hectares, which is 720 hectares beyond the reservations that
were announced in the bill, half of which is not old-growth in any case. So the question I ask is: what
is the value of the forest that is being added? We were not advised on that, and if it now is worthy of
inclusion in a national park—and I do not dispute that it may be worthy of inclusion in a national park,
but if it is—why wasn’t it protected last year?
The media release that accompanied the introduction of this bill said Victorians love the great outdoors
and this legislation will make it easier for them to get out and enjoy it. Clearly that does not apply to
Victorian timber workers, whose families and their jobs have been tossed on the scrap heap. Other
people will be able to get out and enjoy the great outdoors, but unfortunately it does not apply to them.
I understand the member for Gippsland East may well have some further commentary on this
important issue.
So to conclude, most of the bill is innocuous or improves on the operation of the existing legislation.
I have no difficulty with it. I have raised concerns around the camping on Crown land, and that is more
about how people are advised, how it is regulated and just making sure that the introduction operates
as smoothly as it can and provides certainty and protection for the affected adjoining landowners and
also certainty for those who wish to take advantage of the new opportunity that will be available to
them. So managing hoons, getting the maps right—all that sort of thing—is very important.
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With regard to Yellingbo, as again I have said, there was not really an opportunity to talk at length
with the affected communities there to gauge whether in fact there is some community support, or
strong community support, and I will be endeavouring to establish that over the summer period.
Certainly I will be working with the local members in that regard.
Finally with regard to Errinundra, some issues remain that have been raised and remain unanswered.
I understand that there may have been some tweaks in terms of the bill’s ultimate transition to the
Legislative Council, but it would certainly be helpful if the issues that I have raised with regard to
Errinundra can be handled and hopefully responded to adequately or at least dealt with, because there
are issues there and the uncertainty remains.
So the intention of the opposition is not to oppose the bill in this house, but we will certainly be
reconsidering our position when the bill gets to the Legislative Council. If we can get those issues dealt
with appropriately, then we will be more than happy to support the bill all the way through. But if we
cannot get some resolution on those issues, then we will have to reconsider our position.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (17:06): I am pleased to make a contribution on the Parks and Crown
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019, and I would like to start with a quote from a Parks Victoria
sign that I took a photo of on the weekend when I was at Apollo Bay. The quote is:
Marengo Reefs Marine Sanctuary is one of the smallest marine sanctuaries in Victoria. It surrounds exposed
sections of reef that are separated by a narrow channel and is home to over 56 species of fish as well as many
different invertebrate animals and seaweeds.

Of course, those of us in the know who go there regularly also know it is home to a pretty significant
seal colony, and I do want to note that the legislation that we are discussing today provides for the
creation of a new marine coastal part, the Yallock–Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park, which we
committed to in our election commitments in our Victoria’s Great Outdoors election policy.
This relates to the Bass Coast, in particular reserving land under the National Parks Act 1975, and I
wanted to pay tribute to former member for Bundoora and former minister Sherryl Garbutt, whose
significant legacy includes the establishment of marine parks during the previous Bracks government.
I touched on Marengo earlier in relation to Apollo Bay along the Great Ocean Road, which is another
very significant marine park. When we are talking about that in relation to this legislation and when
we are talking about our tourism industry and we are talking about local people who go to visit these
sites I can say that these are really significant pieces of protection that Labor governments, both past
and present, have built and continue to build on today, particularly Sherryl Garbutt in her work as
minister to pioneer and establish that work around marine national parks. It is very significant.
Some of the work that is outlined here in the amendment bill in relation to camping on licensed river
frontages really gets back to that saying that has been in place for some time at Parks Victoria, ‘Healthy
parks, healthy people’. What that is about is the need to increase the numbers of Victorians who have
access to our national parks, to our public open spaces and to our Crown land because they are the
future advocates to protect these spaces into the future. To advocate for them, to seek resourcing for
them and to make sure there is protection for them under legislation is our responsibility as guardians
of these public spaces for future generations.
Can I say that that stands in stark contrast to those opposite, who of course during their brief reign
under the regime between 2010 and 2014 presented no plan for the protection and management of
Victoria’s natural environment. The National Party tail was really wagging the Liberal Party dog when
it came to environmental policy here in Victoria. They provided a mere $6 million in dedicated funding
for our threatened species in Victoria, and of course Parks Victoria was decimated under those
opposite, when one in 10 staff lost their jobs. You have just got no understanding of the decimation of
Parks Victoria—not just in the staffing advocacy but also in their capacity to reinvest in infrastructure
across our public spaces.
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This is about encouraging people, of course, into those public places and to feel safe on their walking
tracks and trails. I was at Carisbrook Falls on the Great Ocean Road over the weekend—you can
probably tell by my sunburnt complexion that I am a little out of practice with sunshine in Victoria—
and certainly on the way out to Carisbrook Falls and on the way back with the family it was great to
again see the infrastructure investment of Parks Victoria and how significant that is in making sure
these spaces are open and accessible for Victorians. The more people who can go to those places the
more people are going to see the natural beauty of our Crown land and of our public national parks
and open spaces and the more people across our state are going to advocate and protect and seek to
advance the interests of those public spaces for future generations.
So healthy parks, healthy people—this is all about making sure that we continue to broaden the access
to, broaden the advocacy for and broaden the appeal of these public spaces. That is why reducing the
camping fees in our national parks under our government is about providing greater access for more
people to be able to use these spaces and more people to go to regional Victoria to spend money, to
spend their time, to understand the value of these public spaces and to fight for them and to expect
greater protections from us as legislators for those spaces.
Of course those opposite did not back those public spaces and they crushed the support for our coastal
volunteers. I want to give a particular shout-out to Landcare. Previously, in my responsibility as
Parliamentary Secretary for the Environment, I observed the work of our Landcare groups, of course
established by some very significant Victorians, and we celebrated their anniversary during the
previous term of government after decades of their very significant work in land care. But in my
current role as Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers I see these volunteers do very
significant work connecting communities and advocating particularly on private land. The work that
Landcare does on private land is very significant in our community in making sure there is engagement
and there is an understanding of how to protect not just our public spaces but importantly private land
in regional Victoria.
There are a lot of city people who might choose to invest and buy land up in the bush, and that is
fantastic. But it is about taking care of that land, meeting your responsibilities to manage that land
effectively and engaging with local communities about how they can make contributions to that,
including the expert and passionate people at Landcare, who can come onto your land and work in
partnership with you through commonwealth and state investments to make sure that that private land
does not have a deleterious effect on farmland and other private land in local communities up in the
bush. I think that is a very significant piece of work that continues to leave a lasting legacy in our
community.
I also want to touch on some other investments and policy work by our government over the course
of the past five years, as we noted just this week, and in particular, Protecting Victoria’s Environment:
Biodiversity 2037. That is a nation-leading, 20-year strategy to improve, protect and work together to
support Victoria’s biodiversity. There is also the total overhaul of the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria (EPA) legislative framework—total review of the act. It is not only about doing
that work, it is also about providing the investment to support what is effectively an environmental
cop on the beat, to make sure that it can meet the public expectations of its role as a regulatory
authority. But to do that work, it needs to be appropriately resourced. To make sure it meets public
expectations, it also needs to have the powers to be able to do that. It is not just beating down on private
industry. I have seen very clearly the work that the EPA does in partnership with private industry to
support it in its work.
Can I say also that we have done a review and refresh of the work of Parks Victoria to understand how
they meet public expectations. Often there is a gap between the work of Parks Victoria and the EPA
and public expectations, which sit so much higher in terms of what they believe those public
instrumentalities are able to deliver. To invest in that work, review it, refresh the legislation and arm
those bodies with the capacity to deliver on public expectations—and also our expectations, as
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legislators—in protecting public and Crown land is so important. We have done a lot of work in both
those spaces, which I think needs to be acknowledged here today.
Also in a broader environmental sense I want to talk about the Climate Change Act 2017. We cannot
just talk about the work of Parks Victoria, the work of marine sanctuaries and national parks. What
does all that mean on the ground if you do not have an effective climate change act? The act is worldleading legislation that of course sets an emissions-reduction target of net zero emissions by 2050. Of
course in 2017 we also became the first state in the country to enshrine its renewable energy targets
into law. There will be further review work next year when we look at the renewable energy targets
of 25 per cent by 2020 and 40 per cent by 2025. That shows again that we are putting Victoria out in
front, leading the nation. What is really important about that work is, as the Premier has said many
times, that when Victoria is leading from the front, leading those national debates on public and social
policy, that is when Victoria is at its best—that is when we get the results that Victorians expect. I
commend the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill to the house. I think it reflects a lot
of the very hard work our government has done in this past five years.
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (17:16): I too rise to make a contribution on the Parks and Crown
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. As we have heard, this bill amends a range of acts, and
among those it amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to make a number of updates. But
probably more pertinently to my electorate, it amends the description of a number of parks, which I
will touch on little bit later in my contribution. It also amends the Land Act 1958 to repeal a number
of obsolete provisions. I think as our lead speaker, the member for Mornington, pointed out, a lot in
this bill is innocuous and fairly straightforward. But I just want to make a few short comments, if I
may, on a couple of issues on this bill.
The first relates to the bill’s removing of the ban on camping on licensed water frontages. I do not
have a problem with this. I think it is a good idea. It gets more families outside, spending time together,
so I am certainly not in any way, shape or form opposed to that proposition. But it is going to require
a significant amount more detail than what is outlined in the bill. This detail, which will obviously be
provided in regulations, needs to be provided for the comfort of adjoining landholders. I know the
implementation of the policy will involve a level of consultation with relevant stakeholders; I
understand that. But that is certainly what I am interested in.
As an example of what could occur in this scenario, a number of rivers flow through my electorate of
Gippsland East, and one of those that it is a very, very popular fishing location is the Tambo River. It
has been very good of late actually, I might add. A number of anglers regularly access the Tambo
River water frontage. Those very, very popular areas along that riverfront are adjacent to private
property. They will no doubt become, potentially, very popular areas for campers through the fact that
it is such a good fishing river. This is just one example of many, I guess, that I have in my electorate,
let alone what exists around the state. Whilst I understand that the regulations around camp fires are
going to be extended to take in these water frontages, there are a whole range of things that need to be
considered around that. Some of those include, for instance, that our popular camping areas at the
moment have provision for fireplaces to be installed. I will be up at Cape Conran this Christmas with
my family, as we have been for years and years, and when we go into a camp site there we have
provision for a fire pit—it is allocated, it is dug, it is built, it is constructed. So whilst we might be
extending to these river frontages those provisions around camp fires, are the facilities and
infrastructure going to be provided to ensure they are safe, as they are in other camp areas? That is one
question that I am sure adjoining landholders are going to be asking in relation to that level of safety.
There are plenty of other matters that need to be considered, and I think our lead speaker, the member
for Mornington, touched on a couple of those.
We have a number of very large fishing groups that come to our region and stay at places like Bemm
River. They go to places like Tamboon Inlet and the like and they camp. But they are generally in
designated camp places and they are not near private freeholds. Having done a bit of fishing myself,
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being able to camp on the riverbank with a few of my mates is quite an appealing proposition, with
good fishing and the barbie going and an esky there with a couple of refreshments in it. But we are
now going to be moving into a space where there will be private freehold land in very close proximity
to these river frontages. If I am a landholder in that area, I will certainly be wanting to know what the
limit is on the number of people that can move basically onto my front lawn at the front of my property
and set up camp there, because you certainly would not want a group of 30 or 40 moving in and staying
there for a week or so and annoying your peace and quiet. These are the sorts of things that will need
to be dealt with by the government when this is implemented.
The lead speaker also touched on mapping. I certainly agree with his commentary around the need for
the mapping to be very comprehensive, because it needs to be clear where you can and where you
cannot camp. There will be some people who will be thinking that with the change in this law it is
completely open slather. That will not always be the case of course. But we need to have
comprehensive mapping, comprehensive regulation, and it needs to be very, very clear-cut so that
landholders will know what they are confronting.
I note that in the second-reading speech the minister said there will be more consultation with
stakeholders. I would have thought that this perhaps would have occurred before we had legislation in
the chamber. I know some has occurred, but I would have thought that when making this change all
this would have been put to bed to the satisfaction of adjoining landholders prior to having the bill
come into the house, because they need to have their minds put at ease.
The other part of the bill that I just want to make mention of is the proposed extension to the Errinundra
National Park and the additional 3220 hectares. I do note that the government has recently announced
its intention to end the native timber industry, and this area is indeed an area that used to have a number
of coupes in it. There has been plenty of commentary, and I have made my views well known in this
place on that decision. I know this area was already in reserve but now the intention is to put it into a
national park. The government has guaranteed the forest contractors in my electorate that their
contracts will be fully recognised and observed until 2024. Timber industry workers in my electorate
are alarmed that, at the rate the area is going into reserve, the resource will not even be there to get
them through until 2024. That is a huge concern to them, because we keep seeing areas going into
reserve without a commensurate area being opened to return to the industry.
I am well aware that the area was in reserve. I am well aware that the government’s policy is to shut
down that native timber industry, but we need to give these timber workers the security to get through
to 2024. Obviously those of us on this side of the house will be looking for a change of government
and then we can reverse that decision. But clearly if that is not the case, the government needs to
honour its commitment around the 2024 promise that they made to these timber workers.
I want to just quickly touch on that in relation to the transition of the industry by 2030. With areas that
are going into reserve, the other side of that is if our timber industry is to transition, there needs to be
plantation timber for them to transition to. We know that hardwood timber takes quick-growing
species 40 years, but generally up to 60 years, to mature to sawlog quality. If our native timber
industry, hardwood timber industry, is to transition to plantation, that timber should nearly be mature
now. It takes 40 to 60 years to mature, and we are going to transition in 10 years time, so that hardwood
plantation timber should be in the ground now and nearly ready to mature. I have some questions that
I have lodged on notice this week in relation to asking where that plantation timber is and what quantity
it is carrying, because the industry is telling me that that hardwood plantation timber that they are
meant to transition to does not exist, which would ultimately mean the end of hardwood timber mills
in Victoria. That would absolutely decimate a number of communities in my electorate. So when we
talk about putting more areas into national park and more areas into reserve, I want there also to be
certainty about that hardwood timber that has to support our industry into the future so we can keep
those jobs in our regions.
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Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (17:26): I rise to speak today with enthusiasm and in full support of the
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. Not only does it confer benefits on the state
as a whole but it also relates directly to the most spectacular sky, sea and landscape of Victoria that I
have the great privilege of representing—the Bass coastline in the Bass electorate.
As part of our 2018 Victoria’s Great Outdoors election policy, the Andrews Labor government
committed to creating a new marine and coastal park on the Bass Coast. The park, under this bill, will
amalgamate the public land from San Remo to Inverloch and will initially incorporate several existing
parks and reserves: the Bunurong Marine Park, the Bunurong Coastal Reserve, the Kilcunda-Harmers
Haven and Punchbowl coastal reserves, the Wonthaggi Heathlands and the awe-inspiring, jawdropping George Bass walk. It will also bring under its wings other parcels of suitable adjoining Crown
land. This bill ensures we will manage it as an entirety with clear management objectives, unified
protection and a single set of regulations. It is the first stage of creating a 40-kilometre iconic walk,
which at its core is to get people out and immersed in nature, revelling in this ancient wonderland, and
to protect and enhance the environment itself.
This area is made up of exquisite natural delights, and what I love about this project is that it is the
antithesis of the fast-paced, must-have, need-now kind of world we seem to live in at the moment. It
will have the ability to just make us stop and breathe. Importantly, it continues to build on the legacy
of Joan Kirner, who left an indelible imprint on this part of Victoria. Back in the day she declared the
stretch from Harmers Haven through to Inverloch, the Bunurong marine and coastal national park; she
formalised the Wonthaggi to Anderson rail trail; and further afield, on Phillip Island, brought in the
koala conservation reserve and the former Summerland estate, now a conservation reserve for
penguins. You can also see how she strengthened the revolutionary Landcare movement by the
millions of trees planted on farms and in rural communities.
This park is suitably named the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park. The name was chosen by
the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation. The name itself reflects the significant cultural
history of the land over thousands of years. Yallock-Bulluk are the clan of the Bunurong that cared for
this country. Yallock is the word for creek or river and Bulluk means swamp. Yallock-Bulluk country
therefore extends from Tooradin to the Tarwin River. So important is the cultural heritage of this area
that the distinctive area and landscapes project that was recently declared by the Minister for Planning
will also have a statement of significance with the traditional owners of the area. There are a number
of significant cultural heritage sites, such as shell middens, artefacts and a grinding stone site here, and
a richness of history and truth telling also needs to be told.
The area is imbued with even more earth history going back 120 million years, when dinosaurs roamed
around a valley that is now the Bass Coast. It connected Australia with Antarctica and was so far south
it was blanketed in darkness for months on end. Fossil tree stumps are exposed at low tide. It was once
covered with pine forests and ornate braided rivers systems prone to flooding. Prehistoric footprints
are etched into our rocks. It is a palaeontologist’s paradise. A meat-eating dinosaur was found in 1903
and was the first evidence that they inhabited Australia. Polar dinosaur remains have been found, along
with the famous wallaby-sized Qantassaurus, an amphibian-style Koolasuchus cleelandi and others
with unpronounceable names. Dinosaur Dreaming digs during school holidays bring kids and
everyone from everywhere to the area, and thousands of fossils have been found over time.
Between the 1830s and 1940s the area was showered with a myriad of seafaring happenings and
mishaps. The Amazon sailing ship, the Ripple ketch and the Avoca steamer’s stolen and now lost
treasure chest are embedded in the colonial history. There are whales, seals, birds—from sea eagles,
whistling kites and shearwaters to hooded plovers and wrens—wetlands, the state coal mine history,
the heritage-listed Kilcunda trestle bridge, wind turbines as a modern backdrop, echidnas
quadrupedaling along and wombats doing their thing; layer upon layer of earth history. And we have
a diverse range of intact ecosystems on the edge of a largely cleared landscape. These important
habitats host several threatened species of flora and fauna. In the marine world, there are sea stars,
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feather stars, crabs, snails and 87 species of fish. The coast has the highest recorded biodiversity of
intertidal and subtidal invertebrates in eastern Victoria, and the range of seaweed species is large.
The uniqueness of this place is more than the sum of its parts. Imagine: this could be Australia’s first
enviro-education regeneration retreat, where those visiting could leave something behind—plantings
to replenish, fortify and enhance the biodiversity corridor. There are opportunities for arts and cultural
events, connecting in the local and wider Gippsland food and wine trails, rail trails, short-circuit subpaths and eco-education. Moving into adventure tourism, we have the best windsurfing site in
Australia. Hang-gliders and kite surfers adorn our skies, and paddleboarders, surfers and sailors our
seas. On land, walkers, runners, cyclists, birdwatchers and stargazers are flanked by beauty and the
delicateness of life. It has the potential to be an absolute iconic walk. And why stop at 40 kilometres,
for I hope at a later stage we can bring in Phillip Island and go all the way through to Wilson’s Prom.
The park will revive and accentuate nature and being in it. We have so much local knowledge about
this coastline, its richness and sensitivities. This will come to the fore in stage 2, when we look at the
path and its alignment, sub-paths and short walking circuits, and when we are also committed to
acquiring freehold land to later bring it all together. We have already started to envision the
40 kilometres and beyond by asking ourselves, ‘What is the story we want to accentuate and share?
Where are the bird and wildlife habitats we want to protect? What are the linkages to outdoor
education? What is happening regionally through Destination Gippsland and Phillip Island, the Phillip
Island Nature Parks and Tourism Victoria?’. This is an opportunity to do tourism differently. It is in
our nature. And when we map out all these considerations, points of interest, differences and the
coastlines sensitivities, the path itself will emerge.
The government has committed significant funds to support the park’s creation and provide improved
and additional visitor facilities, which will help boost the region’s growing visitor economy. The
project budget provides for the access and infrastructure planning process, including community and
stakeholder consultation, professional consultation, capital works and up to $10 million for land
acquisition.
I invite you all to join us on this journey. Visit us, tread lightly, admire and explore also our wider
region for a grounding experience in nature with all the added extras, from food and wine to music
and the arts. I want to thank my local Parks Victoria and Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning crews for all the work they have done to bring us to today. A successful venture is one
that has many players partnering together, working well and rolling up their sleeves. It brings more
meaning to the area, deepens the narrative and tells a wonderful story that we want to share.
In essence, the bill amends several acts relating to Crown land to create a new park and reserve areas
or alter and correct the boundaries of several existing parks and reserves. It increases administrative
efficiencies and makes a range of minor and technical amendments. The bill leads by example with
what we can do on public land. We want everyone to realise the value of vegetation, the ecology and
the environment and the role it has in our lives and survival. The Yallock–Bulluk Marine and Coastal
Park will become a truly memorable experience of being immersed in nature and will be a coastal
walk like no other. I love the park, I love where I live, I love Bass and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (17:35): The bill before us, the Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Bill 2019, amends a range of acts to introduce, vary or extend boundaries of a number of different
parks. A number of those parks have land in my electorate. It introduces the ability to open up the land
to camping on licensed water frontages, and I will talk considerably about that as well.
There are a number of new and expanded parks being created through this bill. I am going to start,
though, with the creation of the Don Valley Education Reserve. Don Valley is a small hamlet in my
community, nestled between Launching Place, Yarra Junction and Woori Yallock—places that are
probably not well known to everybody. But I think in time Don Valley will become a little bit more
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known, because this is going to create the Don Valley Education Reserve under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 and what is now part of Haining Farm.
This site is going to be the site of a new campus for the Alpine School Campus, which is a school for
student leadership. The government is quite proud to be doing that, but I think they have really dragged
their feet on this because this was an election commitment I announced with the then Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, in October 2014, and it is only in recent times that something is actually
happening about this.
I think an opportunity has been lost with the establishment of this leadership campus in Don Valley. I
must say Don Valley is a wonderful spot, a beautiful spot. Leadership campuses and outdoor education
are really important for our up-and-coming leaders. It is not just about establishing them as good
leaders, but to do that in the context of an outdoor setting is really important.
Other areas that concern me include the creation of the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area,
which introduces some 1790 hectares of parkland. This has been contentious in my electorate for some
time. We have got this new area, the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area. It was just the
Yellingbo conservation area, so the name has changed between it being discussed on the ground with
the community and being presented here in this bill. This has been developed over an extended period
of time. When we talk about the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area I think it is very important
for people to understand that this is a whole bunch of different parcels of land. There are many parcels
of land which are not connected. It was good to finally see the maps to understand exactly what was
in and what was out, because it was important to the community to know what was in and what was
out. Once you have look at those you will understand very clearly how this landscape conservation
area is not connected. There are some longer, skinnier parcels that go along creeks, but in the main it
is not connected.
As I said, some of this was developed over a long period of time. If we have a look at the Sheep Station
Creek nature conservation area, for the last few years the landowner basically had the grazing licences
reversed. That was about the establishment of a better area for the helmeted honeyeater, because there
are concerns about how the helmeted honeyeater’s habitat is in fact diminishing. Now the department
and the government are trying to very quickly work out how they can try to recreate that habitat.
I have been along the river and the fenced-off area around Sheep Station Creek with landowners in
the area, and sadly it is one giant blackberry corridor. This is a big concern, because we are creating
what we are referring to as a landscape conservation area, but at the moment it is one giant wick, if
you like, overgrown with blackberries. This is of great concern to landowners because nobody actually
looks after it. The big concern going forward is about who is going to look after these areas of land,
because typically the departments do not do that.
The particular landowners in and around Sheep Station Creek made submissions to the government
about this land being returned to the Crown. I was actually told that the landowners were all for this,
but in fact when I got out and spoke to them I found that that was anything but the truth. The
department were telling me one thing and the people on the ground were telling me quite something
else. One thing that happened through this was the creation of a whole lot of new environmental groups
who supported this initiative at the time. Landowners had to get this information through freedom of
information requests; the department certainly were not forthcoming in that. The final boundaries have
only been known for two weeks. I am glad, because there could have been a lot more controversy in
the area than there is now, and I think people have accepted where it is now as a fait accompli.
I want to talk about the Haining Farm component of this, because Haining Farm was land that was
bequeathed to the state to provide agricultural education for students to show them and help them
understand a working farm. The Reid family bequeathed this land, and they wanted kids to be able to
understand what a working farm was like. That happened for quite a number of decades, and then it
became just an operating dairy farm. The people that have run the dairy farm are now looking to retire,
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and the government has identified this as an area where the habitat could be created. But this has not
been without its share of controversy, and it has been somewhat divisive. I know the minister at the
table, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, actually went out to meet with
people. I was told that when they were going through the list of all the different groups that had been
created, she actually rolled her eyes when people were asking—
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Ms McLEISH: Who has said that? I have been told by nearly everyone there that you rolled your
eyes when they were going through the list of newly formed groups. They would ask, ‘Has anyone
heard of this?’, and the response was no, they had not, and then, ‘Has anyone heard of this group?’ or
‘Has anyone heard of that group?’. I know the minister actually knows and understands that.
We also had some engagement about the future of Haining Farm and about the different options for
how it could still be a conservation area with a farming area, like Collingwood children’s farm, to
show children. There were various options put forward and the community got to talk on them and to
vote on them through the Engage Victoria process. I would suggest that that Engage Victoria process
was somewhat corrupted, because through FOI we were able to ascertain that various groups said to
their national followers to go and vote for a particular outcome, which is the one that we have got.
And we saw not just local people from the Yarra Ranges vote, but people from all over the country.
In fact there were a couple of submissions made by international people. I do not think it really
reflected what the locals thought. The locals were very concerned about the bushfire risk and continue
to be concerned—and they noticed that the buffer trees were not planted before the main trees.
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Ms McLEISH: The CFA are actually not very happy. The minister seems to think they are. If she
was to go and talk to the actual volunteers about this process, they would tell her they would rather not
have this process with this land, let me tell you.
I want to also just touch on camping on river frontages, because we have got some 30 000 kilometres
of river frontages on Crown land, which is some 18 per cent. There are concerns around this. I must
say that even where I grew up there are areas of Crown land that once were lovely spots and that have
now gone to rack and ruin. There were once beautiful little camping areas near our farm where we
would often go and sit by the river. This is not being managed. I imagine this is one of the areas where
that could be the case. I am also aware of other Crown reserves, such as Perts Streamside Reserve on
the Melba Highway, that could potentially be an area that people could camp on.
It is not perfect, but just across the river, where you have farmland, it creates a very easy access because
the river is not deep in ordinary times. I think, through that, if the river is not deep and we have this
increased concern about animal activists going onto farms, it creates a very easy entry point for people
to get onto farms without having areas they might not be able to get to. That is a big concern. There is
concern about how you would manage hoons and the camp fires. I have been contacted about this
issue by people in my electorate who wonder exactly what this will mean. I certainly do have concerns,
and over the intervening period I intend to do a lot more work with the local community on some of
these issues, because there are concerns. We would like answers, and I would really like to think that
in the committee stage in the upper house we can get a lot of answers to these questions and have some
concerns allayed somewhat.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (17:45): It is of course with some pleasure that I rise this
evening to speak on the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. In reflecting on
my contribution and in fact listening to the debate over the last hour or so, I particularly wanted to
acknowledge the contribution made by the member for Bass, who I think very eloquently described
the area to be included within parks in her fantastic and very attractive electorate of Bass. I thought
her contribution to the debate was first-class.
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The community that I represent, the South Barwon electorate, sits in very close proximity to the Great
Otway National Park. The Otways national park is of course a well-loved national park in my
community. My community fought very hard to see the Great Otway National Park created through
the Bracks government. I want to particularly recognise and reflect on the fantastic work that was done
through that period, sometimes under challenging circumstances, by former Premier Steve Bracks and
his Labor government.
The creation of the Otways national park was of course important in preserving and protecting our
unique biodiversity here in Victoria, but I think importantly as well it has created a fantastic
recreational asset for the Victorian community. It is a well-loved park. It has some very significant
built infrastructure through it, particularly of course the Great Ocean Road. Like the electorate of the
member for Bass, it has some very, very important biological and biodiversity elements. It also has
simply an ancient history. As a consequence of that, when I was a member of a different Parliament I
was very much involved in leading and participating in a community campaign to see the Otways, the
Great Ocean Road and all of our histories through that area recognised in Australia’s national heritage.
At that time I was successful in winning the support of a former federal Labor environment minister,
Tony Burke, to see that area nationally heritage listed, which I think adds just another layer of
protection to that community.
The Andrews government has of course very much built on the legacy and the hard work of the Bracks
government. There has been an enormous amount of work undertaken by the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change to build on our significant Labor values of protecting and preserving
where we can a national park system throughout Victoria. I am pleased to see the minister here in the
chamber. When I reflect on the approach taken by Labor when we are given that great opportunity of
being in government—not just the Andrews government but also reflecting on the first-class work of
the Bracks government and indeed the Cain government—I contrast that with the alternative
government, the Liberal-Nationals. When they are given the opportunity to govern they of course take
a very different approach. That is true particularly of the National Party. I can recall with profound
sadness having a conversation with a scientist who works within Parks Victoria and who under the
Napthine and Baillieu governments was quite distressed about the approach of those governments in
letting cattle into our alpine areas and the great and significant damage that that was doing to the
environment. That seems to be the approach adopted by the Liberal-Nationals, particularly when the
government is being wagged by the National Party.
In turning to some of the elements of this bill, I want to reflect particularly on the Anglesea Heath. It
is an interesting and unique piece of Victoria’s biodiversity. For many, many years the Anglesea Heath
coexisted with the Anglesea coalmine, which was a coalmine that supplied the Anglesea power station,
which in turn of course fired the Point Henry aluminium smelter. For many, many decades they
coexisted. With the decision made by Alcoa a number of years ago now to relinquish the smelting of
aluminium at Point Henry, there was an opportunity for land that had been set aside for the purposes
of extracting coal to be returned to the state. Under the leadership of this minister, we will see that part
of the Anglesea coalmine that has some of the Anglesea Heath on it being added to the Great Otway
National Park. Whilst that is a relatively small contribution to that national park, nevertheless I think
it is an important contribution.
The Otways national park and of course the various state marine parks that exist along the Otways
coastline are very much profound assets for Victoria. It is a part of Victoria that many, many Victorians
enjoy. It has some unique and fantastic biodiversity elements to it. It has some unique and substantial
prehistoric history, it has some unique and significant Indigenous history and it has some unique and
very special European history, with the longest monument built recognising the supreme sacrifice
made during the First World War and in fact built by veterans who returned from the Great War in the
1920s and 30s.
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The provisions in this bill very much build on the work of Labor in government. I commend the hard
work of the minister, and I commend this bill to the house.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (17:55): I am pleased to stand up and follow the member for
South Barwon to speak on this legislation, but I am a bit confused. We have had a series of Labor
government backbenchers telling us that, regarding this piece of environment legislation, once again
on this side we have the Nationals tail wagging the Liberal dog.
Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr D O’BRIEN: We are not unhappy about it. We know we are pretty powerful in the coalition.
But I am confused because every other day we hear in particular the Leader of the House saying that
the Nats in government and the Nats in opposition always roll over and have their tummy tickled by
their Liberal masters. As a Nationals dog I am a bit confused about which is the tail wagging and
which is the tummy rubbing. Which is it? If you are going to have a crack at us, at least get your story
straight. We are either all-powerful and we drag the coalition to the right, or we are completely useless
and we do nothing. I am not really sure what it is. I know what the facts are. I am just asking the
members of the Labor Party to perhaps get their story straight. They should be ashamed of the
decisions of this government when it comes to environmental policy in the last few weeks, particularly
those who purport to represent any part of regional Victoria and indeed those who represent timber
workers, many thousands of whom operate in the south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne and utilise the
products of our timber industry. I will come to that a little bit later.
This is a broad bill. There are quite a number of aspects to it. Adjacent to my local area, the
establishment of the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park was an election commitment of the
government at the last election. It establishes a new national park along a stretch of the Bass Coast
which, as I say, is not in my electorate but in that of the member for Bass adjacent to me. I do know it
is a beautiful area, and this will provide further opportunities for tourism on a number of provisos. I
note that the minister’s second-reading speech refers to the fact that additional funding has been
provided for the creation of the park, and I am pleased to see that. What I am concerned about is
perhaps the ongoing funding of a national park of this type.
We had an issue with a particular part of Parks Victoria’s management in my region recently, where
a community group was told that the total Parks Victoria maintenance budget for, I think, the entire
Gippsland area was around $20 000 per annum and that there is for the entire Eastern Victoria Region
a $100 000 budget for minor works. I am happy for us as a Parliament and government to be creating
national parks in certain areas—when they are funded properly. I am concerned about the ongoing
costs to manage this national park. But anyway, it is, as I said, a beautiful area, and I hope this will
improve the opportunities for tourism in the area. I might just briefly mention, while the minister is in
the chamber, as I did in the adjournment debate last night, the need for the government to also fund
through Parks Victoria the cantilevered viewing platform at Agnes Falls, which would add to the
tourism offerings in South Gippsland.
There are a number of other parts of the bill which other speakers have talked about. In fact this bill
offers just about every local member something to talk about in their area because there are so many
minor changes and tweaks. One that I do want to talk about is the addition of an area of land to
Errinundra National Park. Effectively the area of the Kuark Forest, south of Errinundra National Park,
is being added—some 3220 hectares of state forest. The second-reading speech references some areas
of old-growth forest. That may well be the case, but it would be interesting to get the minister’s
definition of ‘old growth’, because there has been a lot of misunderstanding and commentary thrown
around in the last few weeks about what old-growth forest is. And of course there was the sham and
the spin of the government’s announcement to immediately ban old-growth forest logging, which
unfortunately the media repeat every time they run a story on this particular issue, which we know is
actually a sham. There has not been any old-growth forest logged for a number of years in Victoria,
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and even the areas that were in a tiny part of East Gippsland have actually been banned from being
logged for the last couple of years. So it is part of a greater sham.
The reason I want to focus on this Errinundra issue—and it is quite pertinent actually because of the
debates in the 1970s, 80s and 90s over the creation of the Errinundra National Park and the reductions
in forest harvesting there—is that the addition of land to the national park is just another symptom of
the creeping destruction of the timber industry in Victoria. Up until the announcement a few weeks
ago, this is how it had been done historically: ‘We’re just going to take a little bit here and we’re just
going to add a little bit over there. We’re going to make this a special protection zone and we’re going
to add this to a national park but we’ll provide you with some timber from elsewhere’. We remember
the Our Forests, Our Future package in the early 2000s under former Premier Bracks where there
would be no net loss of timber resource for the timber industry. Well, how did we go with that? We
did not go very well, because that was not what was delivered at all. The industry lost significant areas
of timber volume. We have seen that across the state.
We have 7.8 million hectares of native forest in this state. As VicForests, the government agency,
highlights, 90 per cent of that is unavailable for forest harvesting. A large part of it,
4.74 million hectares, is actually locked up in national parks or other conservation reserves. So the
industry itself therefore has access to 3500 hectares of forest a year. To put that in context, that is
0.05 per cent of the entire forest estate in Victoria. To put it in probably an even more relevant context,
that is four trees in every 10 000 in Victoria—four trees are harvested each year of every 10 000.
Contrary to some opinions around the place—people who come and talk to us about deforestation and
the like—those four trees are actually replanted. There was a wonderful video on Facebook a couple
of weeks ago. It was a little bit crude, some of the language used by the gentleman in the forest, but he
actually showed a tree he was about the harvest. Right next to it there was a stump that had obviously
been harvested 50, 60, 70 years ago, and right beside that there was a sapling which was growing and
providing wood for the future.
This is a sustainable industry. It is actually a good industry. Plenty of people are saying at the moment,
‘Oh, we’ve got to stop the forest industry because of climate change’. Well, if you actually wanted
action on climate change you would support active forestry, because growing trees lock up carbon.
When those trees are harvested, that carbon stays in things like this, bits of wood all around us. It stays
there. Growing trees that are replanted actually take in more carbon than old-growth forest, which
ultimately eventually falls over, burns or rots away, releasing the carbon back into the atmosphere.
I am concerned for those people who are in the industry. Last week I had a listening post in Yarram
and I met a bloke called Jason, who works at the Radial Timber mill in Yarram. Jason is in his late
40s. He was wearing a hi-vis shirt. He came up to me and he asked about his future. He said, ‘I’m
probably 15 years away from being retirement age. Our mill’s got some security until about 2024, or
2027 if we’re lucky. I’m going to be in my mid-50s. If I lose my job, what happens to me then?’. It is
just criminal that the government is pursuing this policy of shutting down this industry, costing people
like Jason their future.
I just want to briefly touch on the sham of the plantation transition. Chris McEvoy actually runs the
Radial Timber mill in Yarram, and Chris has been very, very progressive. He has a radial mill, which
gets the very most that you can out of a log, and he has actually been part of a group that has done a
lot of plantations. He stated:
Beside Heartwood’s 1500 hectares, there is no other high value plantation resources that other sawmill’s can
transition to which simply means turning off the lights.

That is confirmed by what we had in the Parliament last week, when the Leader of the Nationals asked
the Premier how much plantation sawlog will be available in 2030. For three days running the Premier
could not answer—because the answer is there will be none. This is a sham announcement by the
government. The addition in this bill of further land to the Errinundra National Park is part of the
problem, but it is the Andrews Labor government’s decision to shut down the native timber industry
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that will hurt our industries, will hurt our communities, will cost jobs and ultimately is bad for the
environment as well.
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (18:05): I am proud to support the Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019 because it is a bill that helps implement this government’s commitment to
further protect Victoria’s natural environment and fauna, respect our rich Indigenous cultural history
and encourage and enable Victorians to enjoy our beautiful outdoors. I wish to thank the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, the Special Minister of State in the other place, the officers
and the relevant government departments for the work that has gone into preparing this bill.
I have the member for Bass sitting alongside me, and I would really like to thank her for her passionate
and well-considered contribution to the debate. As the member for Bass she is incredibly proud of her
electorate, and I always enjoy her contributions and learning more about the rich cultural history and
the environmental wonders of the Bass Coast. The member for Bass, I will just add on the anniversary
of our friendship, is a champion for her community, working hard across a large and diverse electorate.
She is a strong advocate who lives her values every day. Well done and keep up the great work.
I am very proud to be speaking to this bill. I welcome the opportunity to participate because this
legislation is about making Victoria an even better place to live and work. It is about celebrating and
recognising our unique and beautiful cultural assets. I am pleased that at its heart the bill reflects the
Andrews Labor government’s commitment to conserve our environment and protect endangered
species.
This legislation is also for Victorians who love nature. Whether it is bushwalking, fishing or boating,
we want to encourage more Victorians to enjoy the great outdoors. This is why we are encouraging
Victorians to pack up the car and perhaps the trailer and hit the road and go camping with family and
friends. For many, this is one of life’s great pleasures: to sleep beneath the stars and smell the fresh
air. We want to make camping more accessible to more Victorians, and that is why this government
has reduced camping fees to make it accessible for all. I know when you have got a young family and
you would really like to get away, sometimes the money is tight and there are not a lot of options. I
can see the member for Clarinda knows as well, with his two young kids, that camping is a really great
option to get out of the house and do something special, and often you can do it quite cheaply. I am
really, really happy that this government is making camping even better for families.
Mr Tak interjected.
Ms ADDISON: I would love to go camping with the member for Clarinda, and I think that is
something we should work on. I would certainly love to see more family time rather than screen time.
I cannot think of a better way of doing that than around a camp fire while you are camping. It is this
promotion and protection of the great outdoors which we are enshrining in this legislation. I am proud
that the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019 implements another two election
commitments we made to the people of Victoria as part of our 2018 Victoria’s Great Outdoors policy.
This was a great policy that we took to the people of Victoria over 12 months ago of over $100 million
for a package to include upgrading hiking tracks and four-wheel drive tracks, creating 30 new
campgrounds, reducing national park camp site fees by 50 per cent and establishing a new marine and
coastal park along the Bass Coast.
I wish to commend the Premier and all the ministers, including the Minister for Public Transport, who
I am so pleased is in the house, for all the work they are doing at the moment to acquit our election
promises. We said what we would do, and we are doing what we said. I could not be prouder than to
be a member of this government.
This legislation alters the boundaries of several existing parks and reserves and also includes
miscellaneous changes and technical updates to nine different acts. The bill will commence no later
than 1 December 2020. However, it is expected that most of the bill will commence before that date.
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At the heart of this legislation is the creation the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park along the
40-kilometre stunning scenic coast from San Remo to Inverloch. We are investing $19.6 million over
four years for the creation of this new park because we want to ensure that this significant coastal
environment and landscape can be enjoyed by all Victorians now and into the future. This new park
will bring together and amalgamate a number of existing parks and reserves as well as other Crown
land. When we do important projects like this—important ideas—we bring the community with us. I
am so pleased there has been broad consultation with a wide range of stakeholders and the community
and that there is widespread support for the creation of this park.
The name of the park was chosen by the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation, the
registered Aboriginal party representing the traditional owners of the area, and reflects the cultural
history of the land over many millennia. The name honours the Yallock-Bulluk clan, whose country
includes the park area.
By establishing the marine and coastal park we are creating greater permanent protection while
allowing for appropriate recreational use. Really it is a very good balance that we have achieved; we
have struck the balance on this. It is important to note that existing uses like dog walking and
horseriding will continue. I know that is very important to people; they love spending time riding
horses and walking dogs, and we are not going to change that. All the while we are enhancing nature
tourism in South Gippsland.
The new coastal and marine park will also be a boost for the South Gippsland community and
economy. The new tourist destinations will create more business for local traders as Victorians will be
able to camp in the area for the first time. I am pleased that the Victorian government will work with
the community to improve visitor opportunities in the park while protecting its important environment.
That is good news all around. While this new marine and coastal park is more than a 3-hour drive from
the electorate of Wendouree, more than 240 kilometres away from where I live, it is important to me
and so many other people across the state.
This bill will also enable camping on licensed river frontages. For millions of Victorians who love the
great outdoors, this will be most welcome. I have such lovely memories of as a kid at Easter going up
to the Murray and camping with my family. Camping by a river—there really is not much better.
This bill will also create some important conservation lands to the east of Melbourne, with the
Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area. The Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area will support
a range of significant natural values of two of the state’s faunal emblems. I think we need to talk more
about our fauna and our emblems, because I think as members of Parliament—I have switched into
teacher mode—we do not know enough about the lowland form of the Leadbeater’s possum, let alone
the critically endangered helmeted honeyeater, which is our state’s bird emblem. I have got so much
to talk about. For all those who love creatures great and small, this is welcome news. I am looking
forward to visiting the area with my children and I hope that future generations of Victorians can do
the same.
Another aspect of this bill is the creation of the Don Valley Education Reserve in the same area, on
what of what is now Haining Farm. This 6.5-hectare area is the site of the new campus of the Alpine
School, a school for student leadership—a great initiative of the Victorian government which is
forecast to open in early 2021. As a former schoolteacher, I am very excited about this great program
that will give more students from across Victorian state schools the opportunity to develop life skills
in a unique learning environment, building resilience and gaining independence. I am so pleased that
we are creating these experiences for students so that they can grow and thrive.
There are also many other important aspects of this bill, including moves that we are going to make to
help the greater glider and the powerful owl, as well as increase the conservation values of the Great
Otway National Park—good news all around.
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It is good news for Bendigo as well with its aerodrome. We are going to open up some additional
parcels of land. I am really looking forward to driving to Bendigo to jump on a plane—it is not far
from Ballarat to fly to Sydney. What an amazing announcement.
I must conclude, which is very sad because I really want to talk about things. But this legislation is
great news. Establishing a new coastal and marine park, making improvements to administrative
processes for Parks Victoria and protecting Victorian fauna, the new legislation being proposed will
have positive effects for all Victorians, and I welcome the proposed changes. I am proud to support
this important legislation, and for the sake of the possums, the honeyeaters, the gliders and the
powerful owls, I urge the house to support this bill.
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (18:15): I rise today to speak on the Parks and Crown Land Legislation
Amendment Bill 2019. Can I first acknowledge the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change and her staff for their hard work on this legislation and the hard work they constantly do. This
minister is a great example of this government’s ministers getting on and delivering for Victoria.
This legislation will see yet another of the Andrews Labor government’s election commitments
delivered for Victoria. The Victorian public know that we as a government do what we commit to,
and this is a reason that Victorians overwhelmingly returned the Andrews Labor government to office
this time 12 months ago.
At the state election we committed to the establishment of a new coastal park along the Bass Coast.
This legislation delivers on that commitment, with the establishment of the Yallock-Bulluk Marine
and Coastal Park. This was part of a larger commitment from the Andrews Labor government called
Victoria’s Great Outdoors policy. This government is committed to helping more Victorians access
and enjoy the great outdoors and letting the people of Victoria enjoy the wonders that this state has to
offer them and their families. This helps create physical and mental wellness in reconnecting with our
wonderful wilderness. This government has helped more Victorians enjoy the great outdoors with
cheaper camping fees, new camping grounds, four-wheel drive tracks and walking trails.
This commitment is one that is important to my constituents in Melton as we are the gateway into the
Grampians, leaving metropolitan Melbourne and moving into the regional areas starting at Bacchus
Marsh. Driving up the Western Highway you find many ways to enjoy the great outdoors as you start
to enter regional Victoria. Access to these areas for recreation and activities like camping is a great
way for many of my constituents to enjoy their spare time with their families and friends in our natural
environment.
The election commitment has seen some significant dedication to Victorians through the cutting of
camp fees in half whilst also building 30 new campgrounds, along with upgrading 30 others;
upgrading four-wheel drive tracks across the state; and employing additional seasonal park and forest
rangers, because this government is committed to jobs in Victoria. We are also committed to upgrading
paths and hiking tracks across the state, along with making management of our parks and campgrounds
more sustainable.
Before I was asked 12 months ago to stand as a candidate for the seat of Melton, I had in fact retired.
My wife, Janet, and I had bought a caravan and planned to experience, like many others, the grey
nomad tours of Australia. During this very brief retirement between July last year and being elected
as the member for Melton in November I did get to see some of our wonderful outdoors. There are so
many great places to go camping, and I find it so relaxing to pull the caravan up, get the deckchair out
and crack open a bottle of wine. Can you believe I gave that all up to be here? I am so pleased that
when I do finally get to enjoy my retirement properly, this government will have made sure there is
still more to see and that it will be more easily accessible.
We have of course also seen the commitment of nearly $20 million in establishing the marine and
coastal park along the Bass Coast. I want to congratulate the member for Bass for her great contribution
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on this legislation. I am so pleased that this park will be called Yallock-Bulluk to reflect the cultural
history of the land and honour the Yallock-Bulluk clan of the Bunurong people. The consultation on
the creation of this park quite rightly included the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation.
This is another commitment that the Andrews Labor government has to the traditional owners of
Victoria. It is important that partnerships with traditional owners continue to improve Victoria for all
Victorians.
I am also pleased to hear that the traditional owners of the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area
are being consulted on the establishment of a new name that could be adopted through future
legislation. I would also like to acknowledge the role of the member for Bass in the consultations that
took place in the creation of this new coastal park.
This legislation also includes some other important changes. One of these changes is the removal of
the prohibition on camping on licensed river frontages. Once again the Andrews Labor government
has shown its commitment to Victorians and to helping more Victorians enjoy the great outdoors. We
have seen this through the government’s commitment to Target One Million and to making fishing
cheaper and more accessible for the Victorian public. This has been developed for our commitment to
guarantee access to fishing and camping. Encouraging more families and friends to enjoy our outdoors
is vital not just for promoting active lifestyles but also for improving mental wellbeing and building
resilience. It is estimated that there are over 100 million visits to parks annually. The full effect in
helping Victorians lead healthier lifestyles and have a connection to the environment has many
benefits for individuals but also for communities.
Until recently camping on river frontages has been prohibited, although other activities such as fishing,
walking and picnicking have not been. This is a sensible change to allow more people to access the
Victorian outdoors. These changes will look to increase camping and access. This is a positive thing
as not only is camping a cost-effective holiday and recreational activity for Victorian families but it
also helps stimulate the economy in regional Victoria, leading to more local jobs. Camping brings
dollars to spend in small towns for food and supplies and also on other activities. Quite often it is only
when you are at a camp site that you remember that you left a vital piece of equipment in the shed
back home. Stimulating the economy in regional Victoria is a fantastic thing, and the encouragement
of more camping by making camping more accessible and cheaper is a great way to ensure more
Victorians spend their holidays and disposable income here in Victoria and not overseas or interstate.
Camping and recreation in Victoria’s parks and forests is worth more than $2.1 billion. This also
supports 20 400 jobs. We know that supporting our parks and forests is not just about creating healthier
communities and a healthier environment, but the economic value is vital in sustaining our regional
communities. This future for parks is also connected to the future of the economy for our regional
communities. This government’s commitment to regional communities through these investments
helps create more jobs.
It is important to note that those opposite when they were last in government saw regional communities
lose one in 10 jobs at Parks Victoria. We saw a loss of support for coastal volunteers and poor
investment in protecting Victoria’s threatened species. Those opposite, who claim to support regional
communities, really have not shown when in government that they are committed to creating and
sustaining jobs and economic investment when it comes to fulfilling the benefits to regional Victoria
through better management and investment.
Children having more access to camping is also a great thing. Putting down the iPad and picking up a
fishing pole or walking and discovering through the bush is something that will encourage more
Victorians to lead a healthier lifestyle. I am proud that this government and this minister have the
devotion to allow the Victorian outdoors to be more accessible. Improving the management of our
state’s extensive parks network and the services provided to visitors has been another investment from
this government through the hard work from the minister.
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This investment includes providing over $70 million to Parks Victoria and 53 new rangers. It also
delivers a 20-year strategy to protect and improve Victoria’s biodiversity, called Protecting Victoria’s
Environment: Biodiversity 2037. This is a nation-leading 20-year strategy to improve, protect and
work together to support Victoria’s biodiversity. The strategy is backed up by real investment:
$86.3 million, the largest investment in biodiversity in this state’s history.
When we deal with the environment it is vital that we have long-term plans like this one and do not
just focus on three- or five-year plans. I thank the minister again for her commitment to her portfolio
and for her commitment to protecting Victoria’s environment for all Victorians to enjoy, not only now
but into the future. I know I and my family enjoy the great outdoors of Victoria when travelling around
in our caravan on many occasions, and I look forward to that and having greater access to our Victorian
environment and our great parks. I support this bill and I wish it a safe passage to the other place, and
I commend this bill to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (18:24): What a delight! What a delightful debate this has been. I feel in
listening to my colleagues on this debate on the Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019 it has almost been a travel guide to our beautiful state. I just so admire my colleagues and
the way they are able to articulate how important these things are to their electorates and to their own
values. It is great to follow my dear friend the member for Melton, and we have very similar electorates
in that they are peri-urban electorates. He identified his electorate as coming out of the suburbs and
being the gateway to the Grampians, where Victorians can start to relax.
I have not been camping with the member for Melton, but I reckon he and his wife and my husband
and I could have a van-off, because I love travelling around regional Victoria. I see the member for
Lara over there having a chuckle at me because he knows when I was his Parliamentary Secretary for
Tourism during the last term it was quite a regular occurrence for me to be representing him or the
Minister for Regional Development, and instead of staying at a motel I would either tow my own
caravan or drive an old ambulance which—and the member for Melton would know this—I am
converting as my mobile office, now known as the Dan-avan. So I either take the caravan or the Danavan when I am doing representation in country Victoria, a lot of times just because I love my own
bed and my own pillow but also it means I can take my dog.
You just discover so much and you meet the best people when you are camping, and you really find
out what is happening in a community when you camp and when you are so close to nature. The
member for Melton talked about the impact on our wellbeing and our mental health, and something
that the member for Melton and I also have in common—and with the member for Frankston and the
member for Bayswater—is having been in the emergency services game. It can be really, really
stressful, and I think one of the best ways that you can de-stress after some of the things that you have
seen and want to forget is to be in Victoria’s great outdoors. I really hope that all of us take a break
over the summer and get to be in Victoria’s outdoors and maybe have a bottle of Victorian wine, as
the member for Melton has suggested.
The member for Wendouree, who sits next to me here in bay 13, also gave us some beautiful word
pictures about how she looks forward to travelling all over the state and to visiting other members’
electorates, as did the member for Bass. I was not in the chamber when the member for Bass spoke
but I was in my office, and I just heard that and I closed my eyes and listened to the word pictures that
she drew with her comments. How could anyone not want to go and visit the new Yallock-Bulluk
Marine and Coastal Park in her electorate. I mean dinosaurs—dinosaurs! What kid does not love
dinosaurs, and to be able to see where dinosaurs once lived in Victoria and for free, how good is that?
I think sometimes we forget that Victoria has one of the oldest networks of national parks and reserves
in the world.
Our colonial masters did not get everything right. There are a lot of things they did not get right, and we
are hoping to make that right now with the treaty process that we are going through with the traditional
custodians of the land, but there was some part of them that did understand. I do not know whether it
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was Joseph Banks or who it was that understood the importance of the flora and fauna in our beautiful
state, and I am just so pleased that we place a value on it through our national and state parks.
I had a briefing with the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change’s office this week,
because she and I share with the members for Eltham and Bundoora the Plenty Gorge Park, which
was established during the Cain government. It is a magnificent park that has received some funding
in this year’s budget. That is really going to open it up so more people can come and visit it but
primarily so the locals can see what it is at their doorstep. It has been one of the major benefits of the
Mernda rail project, having the last two stations of the three new ones that were built being elevated,
that people are seeing into that beautiful gorge for the first time and understanding what is there. I
particularly love that I see often many older Sikh men walking through the park, and I imagine to
myself that maybe they have come from a country community and maybe they yearn for the great
outdoors. Sikhs, being vegetarians, would not be throwing a pole in the water like the member for
Melton or me, but as the member for Melton identified, outdoor pursuits in Victoria not only are great
for our wellbeing and for our mental health, they are magnificent for our regional and country
economies, and they are actually really good for the outer suburban economies.
I mentioned Plenty Gorge Park in my electorate. That is the spine of my electorate, but at the top of
my electorate I have got the Great Dividing Range, the Sherwin Ranges, Kinglake National Park and
beautiful Mount Disappointment. On my western boundary we have the Merri Creek grasslands. My
old southern boundary used to be the Warrandyte State Park, then the western boundary was the
Warrandyte-Kinglake Nature Conservation Reserve. So it has always been such an important part of
my feeling connected to my electorate and representing it.
All over the state it is so important, and I think it is a great antidote to the amount of time that our kids
and we ourselves spend on screen time. I hate hearing when people criticise young people and especially
when they denigrate them and say maybe they do not get a good education or they are into crime. I do
not think there was ever a kid that has gone fishing with their family—I defy anyone to find them—
amongst the criminal justice statistics, so the government I am part of having a target of 1 million fishers
in this state will be great for families. It is a free, fantastic fresh-air pastime to be involved in that brings
families together, but it also brings spending and local jobs to the Victorian economy.
I wanted to reference a previous member in this place, the former member for Gembrook, Tammy
Lobato. Having talked about word pictures from the current members in the house, I will never forget
the many contributions that Tammy made about the helmeted honeyeater and other endangered
species in the area that she represented. I know that she would be absolutely delighted to see the
extension to the Yellingbo park. Unlike what some of those in the opposition said, I understand there
has been extensive consultation with local fire brigades about fire protection.
There is also a new campus of the Alpine School, and people who know me well would know that I
spend a lot of time in the alpine areas. Well, the Alpine School is not just in Dinner Plain now. I was
at the official opening of that school in Dinner Plain with the principal, Mark Reeves, who is still there
to this day, and he is a brilliant principal, but now there will be one at Don Valley in Upper Yarra,
quite close to where I live. I know that for any students that have been to any of the various alpine
campuses it is just a life-changing experience.
I particularly want to remember another former colleague, one who is no longer with us, the late, great
Lynne Kosky. I remember skiing with Lynne at Mount Hotham while her daughter Hana was actually
at the Alpine School in Dinner Plain and talking to Hana afterwards. She was in year 9, and there were
these kids that she had just met from all over Victoria, who then just became great friends that they
caught up with. You know, she had friends in Terang and friends in Ballarat. It was just wonderful,
and it just opened her eyes. I loved seeing the Alpine School experience through Hana’s eyes. So we
will now have that magnificent place in Don Valley up towards Mount Donna Buang.
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I thank everyone. I think the minister and her staff for their work. This is a government that keeps its
promises. This bill enacts many of our election commitments, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (18:34): I am delighted to rise today to speak in support of the Parks and
Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. I could not be more convinced after hearing the
contribution by the speaker before me—after listening to the contribution by the member for Yan
Yean—and I hope that I can join her or tag along with the member for Melton and go camping. I
would gratefully accept the invitation from the member for Wendouree to go camping one day in her
patch. And of course, the member for Nepean—thank you so much.
The overall objective of this bill is to implement the Andrews Labor government’s election
commitments and other commitments relating to parks, reserves and other Crown land, to alter the
boundaries of several existing parks and reserves and to make a number of other miscellaneous
amendments, including technical updates to acts.
Parks, reserves and open spaces are a big focus for my constituents. We have some fantastic groups
based in the Clarinda electorate. We have the Defenders of the South East Green Wedge, a group of
passionate advocates for maintaining and strengthening the existing green wedge protection
provisions, and there are the Friends of the Grange, who meet every second Saturday to assist the
Kingston City Council with weeding, planting and maintenance of the Clayton South Grange Reserve.
There are also some strong advocates in the City of Kingston itself. My good friends Cr Rosemary
West, OAM, and Cr Steve Staikos have showed constant dedication to our parks, environment and
open spaces.
The great work of these groups and individuals has helped to make the sandbelt chain of parks vision
become a reality. The chain of parks in our green wedge connects Karkarook Park to Braeside Park
and incorporates golf courses, sporting fields, nature reserves and walking tracks. I commend the
minister and the Andrews Labor government for delivering on that particular election commitment,
which includes $25 million for the project, and for working with the City of Kingston to deliver the
chain of parks. So I am delighted to see more election commitments being delivered here in this bill.
The bill amends several acts relating to Crown land to create new parks and reserve areas, alter or
correct the boundaries of several existing parks and reserves, increase administrative efficiencies and
make a range of minor and technical amendments. Of particular note, the bill implements two of the
government’s election commitments relating to Crown land by creating the Yallock-Bulluk Marine
and Coastal Park on the Bass Coast and enabling camping on licensed river frontages.
We heard a well-put contribution by the member for Bass—how wonderful her electorate and her part
of the world is. I can share that for the residents of the electorate of Clarinda it is just over 1 hour’s
drive to San Remo and to Kilcunda. I am a staunch supporter of the government’s 2018 Victoria’s
Great Outdoors policy, which will help more Victorians enjoy the great outdoors, with cheaper
camping fees and new camping grounds, four-wheel drive tracks and walking trails. My wife and my
two boys, Lawson and Mason, although we have not been outdoors much yet, are looking forward to
joining once again the member Melton and the member for Yan Yean for that—and of course the
hardworking member for Nepean.
One simple way that this bill will help is by enabling camping on licensed river frontages. As part of
the 2018 fishing and boating election commitments, the Andrews Labor government committed to
guaranteeing access to fishing and camping on Crown land that has a grazing licence and river frontage
to further encourage families and friends to spend time together in the outdoors. It is important to
recognise that many other forms of recreation are currently permitted on licensed river frontages, such
as picnicking, fishing and walking; however, camping is currently prohibited on these areas. The
removal of the prohibitions on camping on licensed river frontages recognises that this activity has
been occurring on many of these frontages for many years and allows for it to be better managed
through regulations. This also regularises the situation between licensed river frontages and other areas

BILLS
4614

Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, 27 November 2019

of Crown land where camping is not prohibited. This is a positive and simple adjustment which will
be achieved by amending the Land Act 1958. This will provide consistency with other areas of Crown
land such as state forests and other parks where camping is not prohibited.
The bill also ensures that the policy can be implemented successfully in the following ways: the bill
inserts the appropriate regulation-making powers to assist in managing the recreational activity and
protecting the environment on the frontages, and the bill ensures that various offences in the Forests
Act 1958 relating to camp fires in state forests apply to all licensed river frontages. There are also
many other fantastic amendments in the bill that I am sure many other honourable members have
touched on and will touch on—for example, the Yellingbo Landscape Conservation Area, the Don
Valley Education Reserve and the Sherwood Reserve. There are also the high conservation value areas
in the Errinundra and Great Otway national parks and the alteration of the boundaries of several other
existing parks and reserves.
It goes without saying that there has been extensive consultation undertaken on key components of
the bill, which includes consultation with a wide range of stakeholders in the creation of the YallockBulluk Marine and Coastal Park, including with the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation,
Bass Coast Shire Council and the broader community. I would like to commend the member for Bass
for her hard work on this.
Again, I am really proud of this government’s great outdoors package. This package was provided
$105.6 million in the 2019–20 budget and is already helping more Victorians to enjoy the great
outdoors by slashing camping fees to half price in national parks, upgrading 30 popular campgrounds,
building 30 additional campgrounds, upgrading four-wheel drive tracks across the state and building
and upgrading paths and hiking trails across Victoria.
This bill is just another example of this government’s commitment to helping to encourage families
and young people to explore the great outdoors. Again I would like to thank the minister for her hard
work and dedication to protecting the environment and protecting green spaces in Victoria. I would
also like to quickly thank again all volunteers in Clarinda for the crucial role that they play in protecting
and restoring our natural environment. Whether you belong to the Friends of the Grange or any other
local group working to improve the local area, all environmental volunteers are supported by this
government. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (18:43): I am delighted to make a contribution on the Parks and Crown
Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. Just with the house’s brief indulgence, I do want to make a
side remark. I note that Jon Breukel, who has worked at the parliamentary library for close to 30 years,
will retire. This is his last sitting week. I had the great privilege and pleasure of getting to know Jon
back in the 1990s. He has made a fantastic contribution to democracy in this state and to this great
institution of the Parliament. Jon has been a terrific researcher. He is incredibly thoughtful, he has been
very diligent and I have been so fortunate to have had the opportunity of working with him in recent
times, over the last five years, but as I said I knew him well back in the 1990s. He has made a great
contribution. He leaves a fantastic legacy, and I wish Jon all the very best in his retirement.
It gives me great pleasure to rise at this late hour to talk on this fantastic piece of legislation. As I
started reading the second-reading speech in my office earlier today I started to pick out various
aspects. There is so much to talk about. There is the Yallock-Bulluk Marine and Coastal Park, and I
am reminded of the great work of John Thwaites when he was the Minister for the Environment and
introduced marine national parks under the first Bracks Labor government. It was a terrific initiative
about ensuring that our bays and our marine life are protected in the same way you would expect our
parks to be protected as well.
I also note that the bill re-reserves land in the vicinity of Bendigo Airport. This is a terrific initiative—
and I am pleased that the Deputy Speaker and the member for Bendigo West are in the chamber—
because what it enables is for Qantas to make regular passenger flights from Bendigo to Sydney. Isn’t
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it extraordinary to see this level of investment that enables this sort of service? Think back to the way
things used to be regarded or perceived. If you could go back 20 years, to the time of the election of
the Bracks government, and say, ‘The amount of investment that will flow into Bendigo over the
course of 16 of the next 20 years will result in more people going to Bendigo for work during business
hours than leave and you’ll see our national carrier commencing a regular passenger service to
Sydney’, you would not have thought that was possible; you would not even have thought for a
moment that that would be likely to occur. This is a fantastic initiative by Qantas. It is going to play a
really important role in leveraging economic growth and development in Bendigo.
A bill like this, I think, is important to foster, encourage and facilitate that level of development because
what we should be focusing on is ensuring that you have economic growth occurring right across the
regions. Being able to afford people up in Sydney who want to get away for a weekend down in
Bendigo the opportunity, for example, to do that but more broadly people throughout the north-western
region of Victoria the opportunity of being able to get in the car, drive for maybe 30 minutes or an
hour to Bendigo and then jump on a plane and go to Sydney is just fantastic. I think that this is a real
testament to the sort of investment that successive Labor governments have put into Bendigo. Because
if you did not have these sorts of investments, like in the hospital as a case in point, the business case
study would not have been substantiated by Qantas to enable this investment to occur. So for us to be
in this position now, introducing a bill like this, is a really wonderful opportunity to foster and
encourage that level of development.
I am really pleased as well that this legislation builds on Labor’s commitment from the last election to
the Victoria’s Great Outdoors policy, which was about creating new marine and coastal parks on Bass
Coast, as I indicated. We are in a very fortunate position. We have got an extraordinary level of
population growth, which is one of the three keys Ps for economic growth and prosperity, the other
two being productivity and workforce participation. I also note that we have never had a greater level
of female workforce participation in Victoria’s history. But with population growth comes obviously
a greater strain and burden on our natural resources and environment. I am an absolute supporter of
population growth. I think it is a really important success factor for the strength of the state economy.
But we also must try and find ways in which we can balance that with these sorts of protections.
Ensuring that we can create marine parks to protect and support our local native environment, I think,
is a really important initiative, and it is indeed to be commended.
I note also that part of the Coranderrk Bushland Reserve will be recognised through this bill.
Coranderrk, I think, played a really important role in the history of our community. Coranderrk was
where many members of the Wurundjeri community, in a historic sense, were removed—I was going
to say relocated, but I think it would be probably fairer to say forcibly removed—from their ancestral
lands where they lived. They lived there for a number of generations. I think in many respects
Coranderrk played an important role because it helped to at least stabilise and rebuild the Wurundjeri
community. That certainly has been my understanding of what transpired. To find a way that we can
look at ensuring that Coranderrk is acknowledged and respected, I think, is indeed a really important
initiative as well.
The bill also, I note, builds on some of the earlier work from the 2017 bill that related to returning
some land that was previously leased by Alcoa to the Great Otway National Park. Alcoa had a smelter,
I believe, down at Anglesea, which was in operation. I think it might have been commenced by the
Hamer government, by my recollection, and we are now looking at rehabilitating that land to return it
to the park. What this bill will do is provide a further 131 hectares of the Anglesea heath, north of that
mine site, to be included in that park. I think that looking at trying to put these protections in place is
really important, and trying to rehabilitate our land so it can be re-used and protected for the
community’s benefit I think is a really important initiative. I think it is important that we try to
implement these sorts of measures.
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The bill is quite wideranging in terms of its scope. It is looking at addressing a number of specific
issues. But I was really delighted to be afforded the opportunity of speaking on a bill like this because
it does enable us to acquit our election commitment policies. I am really proud that we belong to a
government and that we are a government that if we say we are going to do something we do it and
we follow through on it. We keep our promises, and because we were steadfast and resolute in doing
that over the course of the last term, I think people really responded quite positively towards that. I
think the bill continues that great Labor legacy that was started under John Thwaites with the marine
parks. I think that is important. And I am really pleased that we are enabling greater levels of economic
growth in a key regional centre like Bendigo.
I know that the member for Bendigo West is due to speak, because the Deputy Speaker is here and I
can see that she is champing at the bit to talk about this fantastic initiative. I am sure you will do a far
better job than I possibly can in terms of enunciating the great economic benefits of such a landmark
piece of legislation. I commend it to the house, and I eagerly await the contribution by my good friend
the member for Bendigo West.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (18:53): I would like to make a very brief contribution on the
Parks and Crown Land Legislation Amendment Bill 2019. As my colleague and friend the member
for Essendon said, there is a very important clause in this bill: an amendment in relation to the
fantastically new and just opened Bendigo Airport and the airport expansion. It is one of the most
significant events that has happened in Bendigo for a very long time. As people would know, Bendigo
is a growing centre, a regional centre that has a growing population and one that will continue to grow.
The importance of Bendigo Airport and the upgrade to Bendigo Airport really has not been measured.
What we know is that the Qantas flights to and from Sydney are 85 to 90 per cent booked already—
at capacity level—and that to book a flight from Bendigo to Sydney, or to Sydney return, you do have
to book a fair way in advance because it is just so popular. QantasLink have done Bendigo a great
service by bringing their planes to Bendigo, but also the investment by the Andrews Labor government
in this project—$5 million—along with the City of Greater Bendigo has made a huge difference to
Bendigo’s economy already.
What we know is that people are travelling from Sydney to Bendigo just so they can enjoy Bendigo’s
beautiful environments but also everything that Bendigo has to offer. We have amazing centres of
culture. We have the Chinese museum—the Golden Dragon Museum—and the Great Stupa of
Universal Compassion, which I absolutely adore. We have the wonderful Bendigo Art Gallery, which
is constantly putting on amazing international exhibitions, attracting people to our community for
tourism but also for business. It has been really important for the economy, particularly for our small
businesses and our large manufacturers, to have that connection to Sydney.
Part of the bill ensures that the airport has room for further expansion. The bill excises relevant land
from the Bendigo Regional Park and re-reserves it for aerodrome purposes, together with a small
portion of a government road. The City of Greater Bendigo will be the committee of management for
that. To offset the excision and clearing, the City of Greater Bendigo is surrendering vegetated land
for inclusion in the regional park and the nearby Greater Bendigo National Park. People who know
Bendigo would know that the city is surrounded by some very beautiful parks: the national park, the
Bendigo Regional Park and the state parks. The number of people who come to Bendigo just to walk
and hike through those parks, the people who come to spend time along the beautiful Loddon River
or the Campaspe River, know what Bendigo has to offer, particularly in relation to our environment.
We know also that at some point Bendigo Airport will have to expand. Qantas has already expanded
its services, in August just this year—it started at six days; it is now seven days a week return to
Sydney—so we know that it will have to expand into the future. We would like bigger aeroplanes and
we would like them to have destinations such as Adelaide or even Canberra into the future, so there is
real potential. This is why it is so important to put in place what is required now to allow that expansion
into the future.
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But just as importantly, I think this bill speaks to what the Andrews Labor government has done in
relation to our natural environment, and improving and protecting our natural environment. We all
know in this house and on this side of the house that a healthy natural environment provides vital lifesustaining services and underpins many of the productive activities that generate value for Victorians.
We have such a diversity in our environment: plants, animals, soils, our seas and waterways. They all
function together in great ecosystems, which in turn produce some of our most basic needs.
Areas of public land serve as an important backdrop for our health and wellbeing through many
recreational opportunities. Of course this is not lost on those on this side of the house. There are over
100 million visits to parks annually. So it comes as no surprise that camping and recreation in these
parks and forests is worth more than $2.1 billion per year to the Victorian economy and it supports
20 400 jobs, mostly in regional Victoria.
We have delivered on a raft of achievements in relation to the environment since coming to
government, similar to those in this bill, and over $1 billion on a range of measures since coming to
office. Some of those of course include providing over $70 million to Parks Victoria and providing
53 new rangers, delivering—
Mr Newbury: Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the chamber.
Quorum formed.
Ms EDWARDS: In the short time left to me to make some more comments on this bill, I would
just like to say how sad it is that those opposite feel the need to interrupt when this side of the house is
talking about the fantastic initiatives of the Andrews Labor government, particularly at the stroke of
5 seconds to the adjournment. That is really, really sad. I commend this bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

PLANNING FLYING SQUADS
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (19:00): (1695) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Planning, and I am very glad he is in the chamber tonight. My request of the Minister for Planning is
that he reintroduce the planning flying squads that were in place when we were in government between
2010 and 2014, specifically to make sure there is enough land supply around Echuca for development.
Talking to some of the property developers around Echuca, I learnt they have effectively sold their
stock of land. They been waiting for the new precinct plans to be done, and they are about 18 months
late at the moment. They have been told the draft will not be out until early next year and that it will
take a further 12 months before that land will be able to be made available to the market. I think it is a
similar story in a number of our regional cities. We are all looking to have decentralisation in this state.
We are all looking to get more people either settling outside Melbourne when they first come to
Australia or moving out of Melbourne into the regions, but to do that we do need a supply of land for
our developers to develop up and our builders to build houses on.
One of the things about the planning flying squads, as I understand it, is that the Productivity
Commission actually did a report on them from when we were in government, and they gave it a big
tick as a very good government policy and a government policy that delivered real outcomes for
regional Victoria. On behalf of the people of Echuca, what I am being told is that the development is
now going across the river to Moama. Although they are a great twin city—and I do not want to
denigrate the other side of the river at all—I think it is in the best interests of both the government and
the Victorian economy in general if that development actually comes to the Victorian side of the river
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rather than into New South Wales. I would ask the Minister for Planning to please reintroduce those
planning squads so that there are planners with the expertise and that have the experience and can go
in and help shires to develop their precinct plans so that they can actually come to market faster.
CARER SUPPORT
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (19:02): (1696) After the interruption of the grinch from Brighton I am
delighted to direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. The action
I seek is for the minister to attend a carers morning tea in my electorate to discuss how the Victorian
government supports the valuable work of carers in my community and to hear from carers what that
support means to them. In this year’s budget the Andrews government provided $49.5 million for a
massive increase in support to carers. It includes 100 000 more respite hours every year, public
transport concessions as well as grants for local carers support groups. What this means for individual
carers is the places they go to for respite have been funded to provide more hours, public transport has
become half price from Monday to Friday and free on weekends and there are new grants for local
carers group activities to improve their health and wellbeing.
One in five carers give up work to care for someone. Young carers drop out of school at a higher rate
than their peers. Carers have lower incomes and a higher incidence of chronic illness. Simply put, their
work as carers for others means they are often unable to properly care for themselves. That is why our
government provided in the budget an additional 5000 Victorian carers with 100 000 hours of respite
each year. This boost will increase the number of carers helped by the government’s Support for Carers
program by a staggering 60 per cent. That is 60 per cent more of these selfless, generous and often
unthanked individuals that can access respite. It is often the critical timeout they need to restore balance
in their lives and to better manage the additional pressures they are under as a result of their selfless work.
The government is also providing $4 million to make sure more carers get the emotional support they
need and can access the local services that they count on, with grants for both grassroots and statewide
carer support groups. Many of those grants will go towards groups who look after under-recognised
cohorts of carers, such as young or LGBTIQ+ carers.
By providing half-price public transport for carer card holders, we have removed one of the many
financial pressures that so often attach to those who spend large amounts of time caring for another
instead of being in paid work or formal education. The package is part of this Labor government’s
Victorian carer strategy—our blueprint to ensure Victorian carers get the care that they deserve.
Caring for a loved one can be a never-ending job and it can take its toll. By supporting those who are
giving up so much in service to another, we say that we recognise that service, we value it and we will
support you—more respite, more support, cheaper travel and ultimately greater recognition from
government that the work of our carers is important and valuable. I thank the minister for his
commitment to our carers and look forward to his response.
VICTORIA POLICE POWERS
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (19:05): (1697) My adjournment matter tonight is to the Premier,
and the action I seek is that the Premier investigate providing more powers to police to be able to
ensure that our city is not held to ransom by protesters. Today the coalition sought to bring move-on
laws into this Parliament and was voted down by the Greens and by the Labor Party. We believe that
this is very, very important to ensure that police have the powers to do their job, to keep the community
safe and not to be held to ransom by radical protesters. We have seen it happen on a number of
occasions. We saw it with Extinction Rebellion protesters who tied up hundreds of police at a cost of
over $3 million. We later saw it with the mining conference, where 71 people were arrested. Now, in
the case of the mining conference we had a number of protesters, including two from New South
Wales who decided to make their way down to Victoria to protest, and they were arrested.
A member interjected.
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Mr SOUTHWICK: They were not lost, but they were arrested and they went to court. The police
tried to get a bail order condition that they would not return to the protest for the period of the protest.
Those protesters were back the same afternoon, and that happened on a number of occasions. The laws
clearly are not strong enough to ensure, when the protesters are there to deliberately disrupt and hold
the city to ransom, that the police have the powers to in fact be able to move those protesters on.
Everybody has a right to protest, and we support that, but at the same time everybody has a right to go
about their daily lives and not be threatened by these protesters. These protesters have one clear
objective, and that is to shut down our city at all costs. We believe that we have seen it, completely
under the Andrews government, move from the one- or two-day protesters that make a point—
A member interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK: The Greens will interject and say that they are very supportive of violent
protesters, protesters that attack police. They are very happy to interject, but we in the coalition believe
in the rule of law. We believe that everyday Victorians should be able to go to and from work and not
be threatened. We believe that those workers should be able to get home to their families. We believe
that small businesses should be able to run their business and not be shut down. We believe that people
coming to Victoria should not have to be turned away because the city is being held to ransom. So we
believe that this government should get on and bring in some laws to support the community, support
everyday Victorians and not be held to ransom by ideological left-wing protesters that want to hold
this state to ransom.
ROWELLYN PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (19:08): (1698) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is for the minister to join me on a visit to one of my wonderful local
schools, Rowellyn Park Primary School, where we can meet with students like grade 5 student Layla
Bishop, who recently won my annual electorate-wide Karrum Karrum schools writing competition
with her idea for more mental health support for students, and where we can also celebrate the start of
the Andrews Labor government’s $5.7 million transformational building project to upgrade the school
with permanent flexible learning spaces and a brand-new competition-grade gym.
I know that the local school community is extremely excited to see the upgrade get underway, because
this project is going to make this great local school even better. I am also keen to discuss with the
school community our government’s $1.2 million joint initiative with the Murdoch Children’s
Research Institute and the Ian Potter Foundation to deliver a pilot for mental health early intervention
and prevention in primary schools, initially operating in 10 government schools across the state.
I know the school community takes a very active interest in students’ mental health and wellbeing and
would be very interested in hearing further about our investment in mental health professionals in
Victorian government secondary colleges, providing the support when and where it is needed, as well
as the pilot for primary schools. I know that Layla and the whole school community at Rowellyn Park
Primary would be delighted to welcome the minister on a visit to their wonderful school.
POLWARTH ELECTORATE BUSHFIRE PREPAREDNESS
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (19:10): (1699) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek from the minister is that she enable local
communities to have active input into the fire management and maintenance of public reserves and
public open space within and close to their communities.
It has become an increasingly dangerous situation right throughout the electorate of Polwarth, along
the Hamilton Highway, along the Princes Highway, throughout the Otways and among my coastal
communities, where increasingly, as each summer passes, the Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning (DELWP) particularly but also local council and Parks Victoria have increasingly
become negligent in their responsibility to maintain public land close to built communities. For
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example, I spent the other Friday morning at Wabdallah reserve, right in the heart of Bannockburn.
This reserve of many acres is adjacent to a kindergarten, it is close to the school, it is probably within
100 metres of the shopping centre and it is not very far from the CFA station and the town centre. This
reserve has not been managed in any way, shape or form. It is littered with fallen branches and trees.
There are no active firebreaks, and there is no maintenance of native grasses. It is surrounded on all
sides by houses and homes. Those very same houses and homes of course have to abide by CFA and
local council obligations to keep the fuel load down and be kept safe. Crown government land is right
up close to houses—literally in regard to the Wabdallah reserve people’s spouts are not more than
20 metres from this reserve—and yet nothing is done by the government or Parks Victoria or DELWP
to keep these communities safe.
Further along the coast are communities such as Anglesea, Fairhaven, Lorne and Wye River—all
communities that have experienced the terrible consequences of bushfires in recent times—and yet
these communities have to live with bush, out-of-control parkland and areas right close up to people’s
back fences that the government refuses to maintain in any viable form.
We have heard a lot in recent times about the availability of firewood and the government’s recent
plans to close down availability of native timbers. Of course many of these reserves, particularly the
commons in Inverleigh, Bannockburn, Skipton, Rokewood, Lismore and other communities, were set
aside 150 years ago for the purpose of firewood. The firewood is sitting there. It is collapsed on the
ground; it is lying down. The only way the communities will feel the heat from the firewood, which
has the potential to add value to those communities, will be when it catches on fire. The heat will be
let go on a 45-degree day, causing one heck of a fire that will add no value to those communities but
cause great devastation, loss and potentially fatalities. I call on the minister to act and to give those
communities that power back.
NORTH SHORE TRAIN STATION
Mr EREN (Lara) (19:13): (1700) I have a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the Minister for Public Transport to improve the shelters at North
Shore train station. I am proud to be part of a government that is focused on improving public transport
services in our great state. Public transport is essential to connecting communities in my electorate of
Lara. Many rely on public transport services to travel to work, recreational activities, community
gatherings or cultural events, for shopping locally or getting to and from medical appointments.
The Geelong line remains the regional network’s busiest, with 885 600 rail journeys recorded in
October alone, accounting for 46 per cent of the total regional rail network patronage. It was great to
see the Minister for Public Transport announce that an additional Saturday morning Geelong to
Southern Cross service, previously run as a special-event service, will be added to the formal timetable
from December. With more train services for the Geelong line than ever before, it is important that we
make passengers feel safe and comfortable both when travelling on board and waiting for their service.
I have been contacted by local residents about improving North Shore train station by improving the
public shelters on the platforms. These passenger shelters previously had opaque backing to shield
passengers from the elements. I understand that for safety and security reasons they were replaced
with shelters without backs to improve the visibility of the passengers waiting for a train. Because of
this change, North Shore station passengers are feeling the elements when they are seated in the
shelters. Again, the action I seek from the Minister for Public Transport is to improve the shelters at
North Shore train station to provide better respite for commuters from the elements.
HYDROGEN INDUSTRY
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (19:14): (1701) My adjournment tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and I am asking the minister to rule out any further funding
from the Andrews Labor government for hydrogen produced from coal or gas. Instead I would really
love to hear what the government is doing to develop hydrogen from renewable energy in Victoria. Last
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Friday, as many would know, the Australian energy ministers met in Perth and agreed to a national
hydrogen strategy. This decision should be quite exciting, a next step towards our transitioning to
renewable power, but it did raise some pretty concerning alarm bells because the energy ministers
decided to support hydrogen being made from fossil fuels, which of course is a big problem.
I might just explain a little bit what all the hype about hydrogen is that we are hearing at the moment.
For me high-school chemistry was quite a long time ago—maybe for others as well. So I will remind
everyone that hydrogen is the first element in the periodic table, H, and it makes up 75 per cent of the
mass of the universe. On our planet hydrogen rarely exists on its own. It is mixed with other things,
like oxygen for water, or carbon, which makes up plants. In and of itself hydrogen is not a fuel or an
energy. Rather, when it is burnt, it reacts with oxygen and creates heat. This heat is used for energy.
The good thing about it is that that energy creation does not create carbon dioxide emissions; it actually
just creates water as a by-product. This hydrogen can actually be used to manufacture metal like steel
or chemicals—things that currently we need to use coal or gas for. It can be used in transport and
heating, even as energy storage, similar to big batteries, and it can also be exported. In short it has huge
potential to help us power ourselves with clean energy and it is incredibly exciting. But, of course, as
with many things, there is a catch because hydrogen can be made in a few ways, commonly called
green, blue or brown hydrogen. Now, green hydrogen uses wind or solar to essentially split water and
produce hydrogen with no climate pollution; blue or brown uses gas or coal to produce hydrogen,
creating climate pollution, just like burning coal or gas does.
Australia and Victoria are really are at a crossroads right now. Our Victorian government has, on the
one hand, started a Victorian Hydrogen Investment Program, focusing on green hydrogen, which is
excellent. On the other hand they have given $50 million of taxpayer funds to a brown coal-tohydrogen project and also signed up to a COAG process that includes making hydrogen out of coal.
Really it is time to choose a side, and I suggest we choose the side of green hydrogen. In fact right
now a consortium in western Victoria is seeking funding to produce green hydrogen from solar and
wind to be exported from Portland—what a great idea. We can be a world leader in this. We can create
clean jobs. We can create a clean hydrogen export industry: power ourselves, power the world. What
is there not to like?
BALLARAT RAIL LINE
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (19:17): (1702) I direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure, and the action that I seek is for her to provide me with a detailed update of
the status of the Ballarat line upgrade and the benefits it will provide for the people of Ballarat,
Wendouree and the communities to our west. Coaches are currently replacing trains between Southern
Cross station, Ballarat and Wendouree until Sunday. I wish to take this opportunity to thank passengers
for their patience during this period. We understand that the disruption does cause an inconvenience.
I would also like to thank V/Line staff and the drivers of the replacement coaches, as well as the team
at Regional Rail Revival and everyone who is working hard on the Ballarat line upgrade to improve
Ballarat train services. I look forward to the minister’s response and to letting my community know
how the Andrews Labor government is delivering for Ballarat.
WEST GIPPSLAND HEALTH SERVICES
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (19:18): (1703) I raise a matter for the Minister for Health in the
other place, and the action I seek is for her to finally release the feasibility study and business case for
the development of a new hospital in Warragul. Both of these studies into both the current site and the
greenfield site have been completed since February 2018. Our community and the West Gippsland
Hospital management and staff deserve to know what the recommendations are from these reports.
Last Thursday the hospital had a visit from the Honourable Jenny Mikakos, Minister for Health, and
when she met with the board members, she offered nothing in terms of some indication of when a new
hospital will be delivered and on which site. Sadly, also, there were no answers on why the Andrews
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government has reduced activity funding for this year compared to last year, after spending
$10 million on the third operating theatre and eight short-stay beds. It is a disgrace that these new
facilities, constructed to increase the ability of the hospital to cope with massive increases in demand,
are now not able to be used to their full capacity because activity funding has been cut. When will the
Andrews government stop insulting and ignoring the West Gippsland community and give us some
answers about the future of health care?
The population of Drouin is now 20 000. The population of Warragul is also 20 000. The population of
the Baw Baw shire is well over 50 000. The current hospital was redeveloped in 1997 to cope with a
catchment of around 20 000 only. There are currently 20 000 house blocks at the planning stage in
Warragul and Drouin, with an expected 3.1 persons per house. By 2030–35 Warragul and Drouin will
have a combined population of 100 000. Despite the best efforts of management and staff, the hospital
is struggling to cope with current demand. How will they be able to continue to operate on the current
site in the short term, let alone when the number of patients almost triples again over the next 10 to
15 years?
I call on the minister to release the feasibility study and business case immediately. If not, do not insult
our community with a visit until you have something to tell us that will give us an indication of a
definite plan for health care in our area in the future.
MACEDON ELECTORATE MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (19:21): (1704) My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister for Mental Health, and the action I seek is for the minister join me in my electorate to meet
with mental health service providers and to participate in a discussion about youth mental health with
young leaders in the Macedon Ranges.
Minister, as you would know, mental health is one of the most important issues in my electorate. The
2017 Macedon Ranges community health and wellbeing survey, commissioned by a number of local
health service providers and Macedon Ranges Shire Council, reported that our community rated
mental health as the most important factor influencing health and wellbeing. I know that our
community is looking forward to the release tomorrow of the interim report of the Royal Commission
into Victoria’s Mental Health System and of course to the final report and action being taken by this
government, which of course we have committed to do.
Youth mental health is also a large focus for people in the Macedon Ranges. Recently the Keep in
Touch van and app were launched to make it easier for young people from across the Macedon Ranges
to reach out and find support services. I have also launched a new mental health service guide with the
help of Laura Crozier, a young leader, a member of my Macedon Youth Advisory Council and an
advocate for youth mental health in the region. Young people across the Macedon Ranges are keen to
be active participants in the discussion about youth mental health and to share their insights and
experiences with the minister in order to work towards solutions. Minister, I know that my community
appreciate the attention, the advocacy and the care that you show for mental health services in this
community.
RESPONSES
Mr WYNNE (Richmond—Minister for Housing, Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for
Planning) (19:22): The Leader of the National Party has raised with me a request that we reintroduce
planning flying squads to specifically address a question that he has about land supply issues within
the Echuca area. The flying squads were an initiative of the previous Liberal-National Party
government, and in fact we continued to fund them when we came back into government. But since
the recasting of the role of the Victorian Planning Authority the opportunity has been made available
to a number of rural and regional councils to partner up with the expertise that is available in the
Victorian Planning Authority to achieve exactly what the Leader of the National Party is seeking to
do, which is to ensure that there are recognised opportunities for growth, particularly in our rural and
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regional areas. I would be quite happy to take the matter up with Mr Moseley, the CEO of the Victorian
Planning Authority, and see if there is further capacity available to specifically address the request by
the Leader of the National Party for the Echuca area, and I will advise the member accordingly of that.
It is a very good program, and it is very, very actively working right throughout regional Victoria and
doing a terrific job.
The member for Burwood raised a matter for the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers, seeking
that the minister attend a carers morning tea, and I will make sure that that request is put before the
minister.
The member for Caulfield raised a matter for the Premier, seeking an extension of powers to Victoria
Police to address some more recent public protest matters by Extinction Rebellion and other groups. I
will make sure the Premier is made aware of that request.
The member for Carrum raised a matter for the Minister for Education, seeking the opportunity for
the minister to visit one of her local schools, Rowellyn Park Primary School, where there is going to
be a $5.7 million upgrade, which is absolutely sensational.
Ms Thomas: Getting things done.
Mr WYNNE: Getting things done. I am sure the minister will make sure that that matter is in his
diary as well.
The member for Polwarth raised a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change, seeking further support for maintenance of public land, particularly as it relates to land that is
close by residential properties and has the potential, obviously, for fire going forward. I will make sure
that that matter is brought to the attention of the minister.
The member for Lara raised a matter for the Minister for Public Transport. I will digress slightly and
acknowledge particularly that today was a very difficult day for the member for Lara. We absolutely
commend him for the work that he did in taking such a leadership role in relation to the appalling
atrocities relating to Puffing Billy. We acknowledge the member for Lara, who is seeking support
from the Minister for Public Transport in relation to the provision of new shelter facilities at the North
Shore train station. I will make sure that the minister is aware of that.
The member for Melbourne raised a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change, seeking that the minister rule out the opportunity for the production of hydrogen from brown
coal. This is a project that I know a little bit about because I had to give it some planning approvals
for a limited period of time on a very small parcel of land. It was, as I recall, for a period of two years.
It is a jointly funded project between the commonwealth and the state government. It is a limited study,
and I suggest to the member for Melbourne, let us complete that work. I understand she has an
alternative for hydrogen from solar and wind. It is an interesting proposition. Let us see how this
hydrogen from brown coal proposal actually finishes up and is assessed.
The member for Wendouree raised a matter for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure, seeking a
status report on the upgrade of the Ballarat line. I will make sure that the minister is aware of that.
The member for Narracan raised a matter for the Minister for Health, seeking that the minister release
the business case for the hospital upgrade at Warragul. I will make sure the minister is aware of that.
Finally, the member for Macedon raised a matter for the Minister for Mental Health, seeking that the
minister meet with the member for Macedon and providers of youth mental health services. We know
that is a particularly critical issue, and I know that the minister will take that up.
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Speaker, this is my last effort, for this year at least, on the adjournment, and that’s it.
The SPEAKER: The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.28 pm.

