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Thursday, 29 October 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 9.32 am and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (09:33): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which
we are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture, their elders past, present and future, and
elders from other communities who may be here today.
Documents
PARLIAMENTARY BUDGET OFFICE
Annual Report 2019–20
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (09:33): I have the honour to present to the house the
Parliamentary Budget Office report 2019–20 under section 28 of the Parliamentary Budget Officer
Act 2017.
Tabled.
DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Deputy Clerk tabled
the following documents under Acts of Parliament:
AMES Australia—Report 2019–20
Australian Centre for the Moving Image (ACMI)—Report 2019–20
City West Water Corporation—Report 2019–20
Development Victoria—Report 2019–20
Docklands Studios Melbourne Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Eastern Health—Report 2019–20
Education and Training, Department of—Report 2019–20
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme (ESSSuper)—Report 2019–20
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, Department of—Report 2019–20
Film Victoria—Report 2019–20
Financial Management Act 1994—Report from the Minister for Women that she had received the
Report 2019–20 of the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Corporation—Report 2019–20
Health and Human Services, Department of—Report 2019–20
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission—Report 2019–20—Ordered to be published
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984—Notice under s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 102
(Gazette S542, 26 October 2020)
Jobs, Precincts and Regions, Department of—Report 2019–20
Justice and Community Safety, Department of—Report 2019–20
Library Board of Victoria—Report 2019–20
Melbourne Health—Report 2019–20
Melbourne Port Lessor Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Melbourne Recital Centre—Report 2019–20
Melbourne Water Corporation—Report 2019–20
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Monash Health—Report 2019–20
Museums Board of Victoria—Report 2019–20
National Gallery of Victoria (NGV)—Report 2019–20
Ombudsman—Investigation into complaints about assaults of five children living in Child Protection
residential care units—Ordered to be published
Police Registration and Services Board—Report 2019–20
Portable Long Service Authority—Report 2019–20
Port of Hastings Development Authority—Report 2019–20
Premier and Cabinet, Department of—Report 2019–20
Racing Integrity Commissioner—Report 2019–20
Regional Development Victoria—Report 2019–20
Renewable Energy (Jobs and Investment) Act 2017—Victorian Renewable Energy Target 2019–20
Progress Report
Respect Victoria—Report 2019–20
Road Safety Camera Commissioner—Report 2019–20
Rolling Stock Holdings (Victoria) Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Rolling Stock (Victoria-VL) Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Rolling Stock (VL-1) Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Rolling Stock (VL-2) Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Rolling Stock (VL-3) Pty Ltd—Report 2019–20
Royal Children’s Hospital—Report 2019–20
Shrine of Remembrance Trustees—Report 2019–20
South East Water Corporation—Report 2019–20
Transport Accident Commission (TAC)—Report 2019–20
Transport, Department of—Report 2019–20
Treasury and Finance, Department of—Report 2019–20
Treasury Corporation of Victoria—Report 2019–20
Victoria Police—Report 2019–20
Victorian Arts Centre Trust—Report 2019–20
Victorian Catchment Management Council—Report 2019–20
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation—Report 2019–20
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority—Report 2019–20
Victorian Electoral Commission—Report 2019–20
Victorian Information Commissioner, Office of (OVIC)—Report 2019–20
Victorian Inspectorate—Report 2019–20
Victorian Institute of Teaching—Report 2019–20
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority—Report 2019–20
Victorian Multicultural Commission—Report 2019–20
Victorian Public Sector Commission—Report 2019–20
Victorian Racing Integrity Board—Report 2019–20
Victorian Rail Track (VicTrack)—Report 2019–20
Victorian Regional Channels Authority—Report 2019–20
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority—Report 2019–20
Victorian Small Business Commission—Report 2019–20—Ordered to be published
Victorian Veterans Council—Report 2019–20
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Victorian WorkCover Authority (WorkSafe Victoria)—Report 2019–20
Yarra Valley Water Corporation—Report 2019–20.

Business of the house
ADJOURNMENT
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (09:34): I move:
That—
(1) The house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 10 November 2020, or an earlier day and hour to be
fixed by the Speaker.
(2) If, in the opinion of the Speaker, the next scheduled sitting or a rescheduled sitting should not proceed
on the basis of health advice, the Speaker will consult with the Leader of the House and the Manager of
Opposition Business to delay the next meeting and set a future day and hour to meet.
(3) The Speaker will notify members of any changes to the next sitting date.

Mr WELLS (Rowville) (09:35): Reading this motion, 10 November is actually not in the original
sitting schedule, so I can only assume that Tuesday, 10 November, will be the budget day. I am just
wondering whether I can get confirmation from either the Speaker or the Leader of the House.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (09:35): (By
leave) As the government has already made a number of statements in relation to the budget, I can
appreciate there is great speculation and anticipation about the budget date. As the Premier has also
said on a number of occasions, it is going to be a really big and important budget for the state as we
start that important economic rebuild following the health crisis that has been the coronavirus
pandemic. We are eagerly looking forward to releasing what will be, as I have said, a big and important
budget that is about investing in the future of our state. The date of the budget is in the hands of the
Treasurer. It is his prerogative to make that announcement. I will not take that prerogative away from
the Treasurer—to announce the budget date—but I can provide information to the house that it is the
government’s intention that there be no net reduction in the sitting days for the remainder of the year.
We have a number of days yet to come, and we intend to sit the same number of days that have been
previously published.
Motion agreed to.
Members statements
MILL PARK ELECTORATE SCHOOLS
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (09:37): Today I rise to acknowledge all the staff, parents and students from schools
across my electorate of Mill Park. Remote learning has certainly been a new experience for many
Victorians due to this unprecedented COVID pandemic. We are throwing absolutely everything at
this. It is the biggest public health challenge of our lifetime. Victorians are getting on top of it, and I
thank each and every one of them.
On this occasion I particularly want to acknowledge Glowrey Catholic Primary School and Marymede
College, for which I recently announced the success of securing funds from our non-government
schools capital fund. I recently met with the principals—virtually, that is—Tim Kelly and Michael
Kenny, to give them the good news. Glowrey Catholic Primary School in Wollert is excited to receive
$3 million to build the third stage of the new school, which itself opened in 2019. When the project is
finished, this school will have nine new classrooms and adjoining common learning areas, a bigger
multipurpose hall, additional car parking spaces and more outdoor play spaces to accommodate the
rapidly growing enrolment demand. Marymede Catholic College in South Morang will also receive
$3.45 million to extend the existing performing arts area and provide for specialised dance and drama
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spaces for students to have a dedicated facility to use. In my electorate there is an enormous growth in
enrolments and demand from students for a curriculum in performing arts. These projects will help
both schools give their local students and staff the best possible facilities, and this investment is vital
to Victoria’s economic recovery and to creating jobs in the Education State.
COVID-19
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (09:38): Regional Victorian gyms were told on Sunday they
would finally be allowed to reopen from Tuesday night. Rules were put in place and everyone
seemingly knew where they stood. On the face of it, it was good, if long overdue, news. Last night my
office spoke with Jade Thwaites at Anytime Fitness in Warrnambool, who found herself in the position
of having to close again because of a lack of information from this government. When Jade phoned
the COVID hotline on Tuesday to check they had everything in place to open first thing Wednesday
morning, there was no mention of a COVID marshal. In the Premier’s announcement on Sunday, there
was no mention of a COVID marshal. As of 7.00 pm last night gyms were not on the government’s
list of businesses required or recommended to have a COVID marshal. The first anyone knew was via
a Facebook post on 1.00 pm on Wednesday that confirmed a COVID marshal was required for the
entire time a gym is operational. Anytime Fitness is 24/7. So last night Jade again had to close the
doors after starting work at 5.00 am, having had no clue about this requirement. She had no way of
having a COVID marshal on site for the evening at such short notice.
How can businesses be expected to be compliant when they are told one thing, but once they open,
the rules and requirements are changed? Businesses are already doing it tough, and restrictions on how
they can operate make it tougher. The government must provide businesses with all the information
from the get-go. The last thing they need are last-minute changes that have huge impacts on how they
can operate, adding extra strain.
ABORIGINAL JUSTICE
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister
for Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (09:40): The Aboriginal community’s response to the
COVID-19 pandemic has been very strong, but there is always more to do. Cultural strengthening is
a key part of healing and recovery. Last week at the 57th Aboriginal Justice Forum I announced
$150 000 for the Stay Deadly in Challenging Times cultural-strengthening and care package for
Aboriginal children in youth justice. The care package will reinforce COVID-19 prevention messages
and behaviours, increase social and emotional wellbeing and strengthen connection to culture. The
care package will consist of materials like masks made by Aboriginal businesses, Aboriginal-themed
COVID-19 information, yarning circles, youth mentoring and mentoring sessions with elders.
I would like to extend a big thankyou to the Koorie Youth Council, Dardi Munwurro and the Strong
Brother Strong Sister program for their work in developing and delivering the care packages. Can I
also give a shout-out of thanks to Aboriginal wellbeing officers and Aboriginal liaison officers across
our justice system, who have continued in the prison and youth justice system to work alongside the
families and communities of those that are incarcerated. You do such an incredible job.
Can I also just say that this government has an ongoing commitment to the Victorian Aboriginal
Justice Agreement phase 4, and I look forward to working with all of the partners across the Aboriginal
justice sector in delivering the outcomes of that justice agreement.
MENTAL HEALTH
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (09:41): A young person’s ‘world has become quite narrow’, the
National Mental Health Commission CEO recently said. Alarmingly there are three times as many
Victorians seeking help for mental health as those in the rest of the community. There has been a
61 per cent increase in calls to Kids Helpline, a 40 per cent increase in calls to Lifeline and a 67 per
cent increase in calls to Beyond Blue. There is a mental health crisis that has swept across Victoria
like a tidal wave.
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BAYSIDE UPSTANDERS PROJECT
Mr NEWBURY: Each year five Bayside schools work together on the Upstanders project, which
teaches children the importance of being an upstander, not a bystander, to bullying. The project is an
initiative of Brighton Beach Primary. This year’s focus is on digital safety. I commend the Upstanders
team on the initiative. It makes a real difference.
NEPEAN HIGHWAY NOISE BARRIERS
Mr NEWBURY: This government ignores my community. We deserve our fair share. The only
noise protection for residents of Brighton along Nepean Highway is an old, falling-down wooden
fence. The Parliamentary Budget Office estimates a steel barrier fix along the stretch would cost
$34.3 million. State Labor ignores my community.
RONALD ALEXANDER BEST
Mr NEWBURY: Ron Best had a kind heart as big as his smile. He was a big personality, and it
was so tragic that he was taken away, because he and Louise Asher, the former member for Brighton,
had planned decades of future living together. They were true lovebirds. Vale, Ron Best.
MULTICULTURAL FESTIVALS AND EVENTS PROGRAM
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (09:43): If you ask any Melburnian what makes our city great,
they will tell you it is our food, coffee, live music, festivals or theatre—it is our culture. But most
importantly it is our multiculturalism and our people that make our state so special and unique.
COVID-19 has significantly impacted our multicultural events and creative sectors this year, and what
we have seen is real resilience and creativity from our cultural organisations to adapt and think outside
the box. They have delivered their events and festivals using non-traditional media and have fully
embraced the challenge to go digital.
It has been vital that we provide tangible support to these organisations so they can continue to
celebrate and commemorate important cultural events, allowing members to remain connected while
unable to congregate in traditional pre-COVID gathering locations. I was delighted to see that a
number of my local organisations were successful in receiving funding as part of the government’s
multicultural festivals and events program, including Hindi Niketan, Polish Cinema in Australia,
Rajasthani Kutumb of Victoria Inc., the Australian Indian Seniors Association and the Sangam Kala
Group, Australia.
I have personally had the pleasure of participating via Zoom in a number of multicultural events and
planning sessions in my district of Mount Waverley, including the Victoria Tamil Senior Citizens
Benevolent Society, Sewa International Victoria and the Bengali Association of Victoria. Our
multicultural seniors organisations, like the Monash Senior Chinese Volunteer Service Centre, will be
supported with grants made available from $2.1 million in dedicated funding through the coronavirus
support.
COVID-19
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (09:44): The severe restrictions being imposed on rural towns in
the east of Cardinia shire have not been relieved, despite many approaches to Professor Sutton and the
Premier. I spoke about this issue last sitting week, and the only action taken by the Premier has been
a lifting of restrictions in Little River. Little River has a population of around 1500, and half the town
was in stage 4 restrictions, being in the Shire of Wyndham, and the other half in the City of Greater
Geelong under stage 3. It was okay to depart from local government boundaries in this case, despite
Professor Sutton informing us that it was too difficult to depart from these boundaries in the case of
Cardinia East. The police checkpoint at Nar Nar Goon could easily have been declared the stage 4
boundary. In fact some police were informing travellers that east of the checkpoint was stage 3. It even
made sense to those not familiar with the area.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3088

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

For many weeks the small rural town of Cardinia East, not unlike Little River, have persevered with
COVID restrictions far harsher than you would expect for an area that has had no infections for
months. The residents in these areas have done the right thing, despite feeling ignored, frustrated and
abandoned by the Andrews government. But now they are feeling insulted and abused. These good
people do not deserve this unwarranted lockdown, especially those that lost so much in the bushfires
of March 2019. The Premier has one last chance to redeem himself. He must end the stage 4 boundary
at the police checkpoint at Nar Nar Goon, effective immediately.
MORDIALLOC ELECTORATE INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (09:46): We promised our community that we would deliver
the major infrastructure projects in the Mordialloc electorate and surrounds and that we would be
doing that to transform the lives and outcomes of our community, and that is exactly what has been
happening in recent months. We have seen the completion of the Cheltenham and Mentone level
crossings—Balcombe Road, Charman Road and Park Road gone and two new stations built. Also, we
see the Mordialloc Freeway is well and truly underway, taking trucks and taking cars off local roads
and giving back those roads to local residents. We will connect employment precincts, and we will
see an extraordinary amount of progression through our community as well as we lead into the removal
of the Bonbeach, Chelsea and Edithvale level crossings. We are creating thousands of jobs in the
region, and we are transforming our community for generations to come. It is going to be really
exciting to see those level crossings at Bonbeach, Chelsea and Edithvale get underway. Thousands of
pilings are going into the ground right now, and the major occupation gets underway in September
2021, with its completion in 2022.
At the same time, the Mordialloc Freeway, which was talked about for decades, will come to
completion at the end of 2021. This is living your values. This is promising and committing to deliver
for your community, putting forward these policies and seeing them through, getting them done and
transforming our local community for the better. That is what I have been proud to do in our local
community, working with our local residents and the community reference groups, and this
transformation will benefit our community for decades to come.
BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH SUPPORT GRANTS
Dr READ (Brunswick) (09:47): If you go doorknocking in Brunswick, you will meet a lot of
scientists working in nearby biomedical research institutions. But the lockdown has halted many
promising projects, threatening hundreds of research careers. Early- and mid-career researchers in
particular are precariously funded by a patchwork of small grants which demand ongoing
achievements for any chance of renewal. Progress usually requires travel, and projects often need lots
of people and/or access to labs—and always long hours of work.
Perversely, the National Health and Medical Research Council’s funding process rewards those with
past funding success, often entrenching the careers of more established researchers, the majority being
men. Hence hundreds of researchers are at risk of leaving the field in search of a more certain future.
More than half of early- and mid-career researchers are women. Many have spent this year supervising
kids at home. We risk losing a generation of talent if we do not tip in some support to keep them in
their chosen fields while we ride out this disruption. Losing too many of this group will reverse recent
steps towards gender equality in biomedical research. Therefore I give my enthusiastic support to the
Women in Science Parkville Precinct’s proposal for $20 million worth of one-off 12-month research
support grants.
BASS ELECTORATE
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (09:48): What a year. Lots did not happen, so here is an abbreviated
snapshot of what has happened in Bass. On the early years and schools front, the Manna Gum and
Orana family community centres are open, and land has been acquired on Eliston Avenue, Clyde, for
a new primary school. Mental health professionals are going into our four state high schools, and there
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is transition funding for final-year students. There is Growing Suburbs Fund support for libraries,
parks, playgrounds, cultural centres and sporting facilities, including Clyde Recreation Reserve. For
our elders, the Kooweerup Regional Health Service and Bass Coast Health have much-needed
upgrades to their aged-care facilities. Wonthaggi United Soccer Club scored $500 000 from the World
Game Facilities Fund. Survival grants went to over 100 sports clubs—and the best named club, I
reckon, goes to the Pakenham Moonbeam Gumnut guides.
Live music venue grants went to our beloved Archies Creek and San Remo Westernport pubs. Orange
Doors for the Casey and Cardinia primary school site are to be announced, and Change for Sam
received funds too. Four hundred and twenty-eight businesses get payroll tax refunds, and
2752 businesses get the Business Support Fund grant. There are over 430 jobs in our Working for
Victoria initiative. There are buses coming to Clyde and Clyde North. The works at the Cardinia Road
level crossing are going off. Sunny solar tunes are being sung on residential and rental homes and at
Dalyston footy and netball club. There are small-scale grants for Howler Brewing Company in Lang
Lang, Tonemade in Inverloch, the Cardinia Cultural Centre and Lakeside shopping centre—renewal
money to jazz up their precincts. (Time expired)
POLWARTH ELECTORATE SENIOR CITIZENS
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (09:50): I rise this morning to advocate very strongly for the seniors
community right across the wonderful electorate of Polwarth. For the last seven months seniors have
really worn a strong cost in these lockdown procedures and the way the government has handled the
coronavirus, particularly in regional Victoria where even though my own home town of Colac had
quite a large number of cases, many, many communities have not. As a result we have seen affected
the churches, men’s groups, Probus groups, indoor bowls groups, men’s sheds and all sorts of activities
that are really, really important to aged and senior people in our regional communities who do not
have the advantage necessarily of getting out and about as much as others perhaps in the city do. There
is the continual lockdown of community halls, for example—a very, very strong and important
network of gathering spaces that are large, often have outdoor areas and could still be used by those
local communities to bring them together for support. We have as a state long recognised the value of
groups such as men’s sheds and other spaces that bring elderly and disconnected people together for
the support that they very, very desperately need—and particularly at a time like this when they have
not been able to see family and children that are often interstate or in Melbourne.
COMMUNITY SPORT
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (09:52): The Narre Warren South community is home to many
popular sporting clubs which are doing it tough during the pandemic. These clubs add so much to our
area through physical fitness, mental wellbeing, social interaction and the local events they stage for
the community. All members of our community can access the sport that they love, and young families
in particular involve themselves in these organisations. Unfortunately the pandemic has put many
normal activities, including sport, on hold. The disruption to the 2020 season has been an enormous
challenge for our local sporting clubs, teams, members and supporters. I am, however, grateful that
the state government is helping local clubs through the $40 million Community Sport Sector Shortterm Survival Package. Many clubs in my electorate of Narre South have received grants to assist
them through the pandemic. Successful recipients included Berwick Springs Cricket Club, Berwick
Springs Football Netball Club, Hampton Park Basketball Association, Hampton Park football netball
club, Hampton Park Bowls Club, Hampton Park Tennis Club, Hampton Park United Sparrows
Football Club, Narre South Cricket Club and Narre South Lions Junior Football Club. These firstround recipients also automatically received a top-up when the second round was announced. Grants
like these are a key part of our government’s investment in supporting our community to bounce back
to a COVID-normal environment.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3090

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

SUNBURY ELECTORATE SMALL BUSINESS
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (09:53): As we safely and steadily open up I would like to take this
opportunity to acknowledge the incredible work of small businesses in my community and right across
the state. Speaker, as you so well know, this pandemic has had enormous impacts on small businesses,
and I would particularly like to acknowledge and thank the restaurants, cafes and pubs within my local
community that are going to safely and steadily open up. This has been an extraordinarily tough time
on all of those businesses, and I would particularly like to acknowledge Cafe Circe, District 3429, the
Spotted Owl, Vics and Pav’s in my electorate, and many, many more who have worked incredibly
hard to bounce back. Certainly in coming weeks and months I look forward to working very closely
with each of these businesses and all businesses right across the electorate.
SALESIAN COLLEGE, SUNBURY
Mr J BULL: I would also like to put on the record my thanks to Salesian College in Sunbury. I
was absolutely delighted to announce $5 million from the Andrews Labor government to build a brand
new STEM centre at the college last week. This is going to be a terrific project. It is going to create
local jobs, it is going to make a great school even better and I was absolutely delighted to get on and
deliver it.
COVID-19
Mr SCOTT (Preston) (09:54): I rise to acknowledge the wonderful work undertaken by my
community to address the recent coronavirus outbreak in the northern suburbs. I would like to pay
particular attention to the wonderful work done by East Preston Islamic College and the principal,
Ekrem Ozyurek, OAM, and Your Community Health, ably led by Phillip Bain, workers from which
have been undertaking testing and working closely with community members, both positive cases and
contacts, and contacts of contacts, to ensure their welfare. This has been a wonderful community-led
response involving the workers from those organisations, many members of the community, people
working in pathology, those undertaking the testing at Northland and all of those Department of Health
and Human Services workers who have come out to ensure that this significant outbreak is brought
under control.
Can I also urge all members of my community, in fact those across Victoria, to wear masks—including
over the mouth and nose, especially in indoor settings—socially distance, seek to ventilate indoor areas
to ensure lessening of risk, wash hands and be aware where possible of how coronavirus spreads
through aerosols, droplets and surfaces. It is important to understand that until there is effective
elimination and an ending of community spread, there is risk, and all must take responsibility for
minimising risk.
BORONIA REVITALISATION
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (09:56): Recently I announced that Lupton Way in Boronia will
undergo a major streetscape overhaul to the tune of $620 000, creating a new shared space that will
see a new and exciting art installation which will provide for lighting to make the area safer for locals
and provide a bit of added character to Boronia as well.
This announcement is going to deliver a new community space that will be safer and brighten the place
up, and we will look at delivering an entirely refreshed space that is easy to move around in and will
naturally attract locals and more business activity, creating jobs, new pick-up and drop-off locations
for the station, a raised pedestrian crossing, a possible new formalised pedestrian link and new painted
surface treatments making it easier to find your way around, a bright and beautiful landscape, new
street trees and new street furniture—and, as I said, importantly this project will deliver local jobs and
will be underway as soon as possible, in good news for locals. As I have always said, for me this is
just the start of needed change in Boronia, and I will have more to announce over the coming weeks
and months as well as kicking on with my Back in Boronia campaign—and I say thank you to the
nearly 600 people who have signed it.
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HOON DRIVING
Mr TAYLOR: Just on a quick note, my office has received an increased number of queries lately
about illegal driving and hoon behaviour—behaviour which is not on—particularly around The Basin
CBD area of late. A friendly reminder: slow down and remember kids are back at school—it is better
to arrive late than not at all. I am pleased to be discussing this particular issue with the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and local council to see how we can continue to work towards making our
roads safer. Please always report illegal driving conduct to 000 in an emergency or to the police
assistance line on 131 444. Let us all do the right thing and take it slow around our local roads and
make sure we all get home safely.
GAMBLING HARM
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (09:57): Last week was Gambling Harm Awareness Week. This is an
issue that is close to my heart. Though it is never easy to talk about, I shared my story with the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation. The foundation continue to encourage people to talk, share and
support. If my story can help even one person to reach out for help, then any pain has been worth it.
I was pleased to attend the gambling foundation launch with the new Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, the member for Williamstown. The member for Williamstown has
set about straightaway to bring a new focus to this issue, announcing a fund of $660 000 to set up a
multicultural service for people who are experiencing gambling harm. Ballarat Child and Family
Services held a forum called Safer Online, which was aimed at helping parents and children understand
the risks associated with online gambling—73 per cent of Victorians think that gambling advertising
is exposed too much to adolescents. I was also delighted to attend the Alliance for Gambling Reform
to hear the Reverend Tim Costello speak with such compassion about this issue. It is not a gambling
problem; it is not gambling harm. Plain and simple, it is a mental health issue. Reaching out to my
family and friends helped me start a new life.
Following statements incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 27 October:
COVID-19
Mr NORTHE (Morwell)
Over recent months many people, organisations and businesses have raised with me their concerns with
respect to many COVID rules and restriction inconsistencies, some of which I wish to highlight today.
Whilst I understand the government has had to make some difficult decisions in response to COVID-19, the
inconsistency of rules has led to enormous frustration and anger in many circles.
Despite an easing of some restrictions in regional Victoria, the perception that we are fully open for business
is a complete fallacy. For example, whilst the hospitality sector can now open with 40 patrons inside and 70
outside, the reality is that for venues with smaller floor spaces nothing changes because of the current density
quotients that apply.
And when you consider that 40 persons are able to dine indoors, so many other anomalies materialise from
this set of rules alone, notwithstanding these same rules don’t apply to large retail outlets. For example, the
following activities are still prohibited or limited to less numbers than hospitality, which makes no logical
sense:
•

tenpin bowling;

•

arcade games;

•

cinemas;

•

weddings;

•

funerals;

•

religious services;

•

men’s sheds;

•

neighbourhood houses;

•

gymnasiums;
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many indoor non-contact sports for adults;

•

indoor art classes;

•

music classes and practice at educational facilities and community halls.
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There is a huge financial and mental health toll from the continued limiting on these important services and
activities, unnecessarily restricting business owners’ livelihoods. The current rules that prohibit these activities
need urgent reviewing for consistency of measures and due to the fact Gippsland has not had any active
COVID cases for a number of weeks. The government is currently sending a message that it trusts certain
sectors over others to open in a COVID-safe manner, and that is simply not fair.

WILD HORSE CONTROL
Mr BURGESS (Hastings)
I rise today and direct my statement to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
My constituents are demanding that the minister abandon plans to remove all brumbies from the Bogong
High Plains, Eastern Alps and Barmah National Park and instead manage sustainable populations through
community advisory groups.
The Brumbies we see in Victoria and NSW today are thought to have originated from horses left behind when
Lieutenant James Brumby was transferred from Botany Bay to Van Diemen’s Land in 1806.
During World War I many of the remounts sent over for the famous Australian Light Horse were brumbies.
In fact these animals have as good a claim to being Australian as the people in this chamber. Their Australian
lineage goes back more than 200 years, and their forbears went to war for our country.
The information the minister has relied upon to reach her inhumane decision is flawed at best.
Surely, Minister, killing should always be the very last option for any modern society, and given their great
Australian pedigree, surely avoidance of killing these magnificent creatures should be something we in this
Parliament can all agree on.
I ask the minister if she would be as quick to order people into the highlands to shoot these proud animals if
she had to be there and watch or if she thought the children of Australia would witness her handiwork.
My constituents have asked that the minister heed the 153 000-plus people that have signed a Change.org
petition calling for the wild-living brumbies to be spared, and Lonergan Research found that 88 per cent of
Victorians support efforts to preserve mobs of brumbies living in the wild.
My constituents are also calling on the Andrews government to support a ‘Victorian Heritage Brumby Act’
that recognises the historical, cultural and social values of heritage brumbies that have been living in the
Victorian wild for more than 200 years.
In early June the Legislative Council passed a motion that called for the Andrews government to cease its
plan to shoot brumbies in Victorian national parks. This was a motion that saw several of Labor’s upper house
members refuse to vote.
The Victorian upper house has made it clear that it does not support the minister’s plan to shoot brumbies in
Victoria’s high country.
Brumbies are an iconic part of our state’s cultural identity, and whilst maintaining biodiversity in Victoria’s
parks is important, experts agree this can be achieved without slaughtering our brumbies.
Further, local people are better placed to decide upon and implement such a strategy.
High Country communities have made it clear they don’t support Labor’s plan to shoot brumbies either, and
now the minister’s own upper house colleagues have refused to support her plan.
On behalf of my community, the majority of Victorians and I’m sure every Australian child, I ask the minister
to immediately stop her plan from proceeding and engage with local communities to find a better solution.
I look forward to the minister’s positive and timely response.

OCEAN GROVE SURF LIFE SAVING CLUB
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine—Minister for Water, Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Minister
for the Coordination of Environment, Land, Water and Planning: COVID-19)
On Sunday, 18 October, the Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club held its first ever virtual presentation night.
It was a pleasure to be able to join the club and thank them for their contribution to our community via a
virtual presence.
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The Ocean Grove Surf Life Saving Club is a great club.
Since 1948 it has kept swimmers safe on one of Victoria’s busiest beaches, and I thank every member who
has devoted their time to patrol.
Fittingly this year the club was named as a finalist in the Victorian Sport Awards Community Sporting Club
of the Year—a great achievement.
In another success, the nippers won their third consecutive state championship, certainly a very good indicator
for the future.
The season also saw the club move into its new rooms, a project that I was pleased to have worked on with
the club over many years.
My thanks go to the building committee for its tireless work: David Pavia, Steve Peatling, Chris Paterson and
Jeff Newton.
I also commend Darren Ball, Isabel Greer and Ros Williamson, who have stood down from their leadership
roles after many years of service.
Sadly in August Ocean Grove lost one of its finest, Dave Renton.
Dave joined the club as a 15-year-old in 1965 and did not miss one patrol in 54 years.
The new patrol tower has been named after Dave, and an honorary membership was presented to his daughter
Mel, ensuring she and Dave’s loving wife, Lorraine, remain close to the club.
Finally, I thank President Lyndie Freestone and her committee on their tireless work.
I know the club is certainly in good hands this season and for many seasons to come.

COVID-19
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote)
Zero.
A number that signifies nothing but has meant everything to us here in Melbourne.
Before this week it had been 139 days since we last had zero cases.
This is an astounding achievement—an achievement only made possible because of the strength and
resilience of the people in our communities.
An achievement that the rest of the world now looks to for guidance and a model of how to rein in their
devastating second waves.
The last few months have been ones of hardship—of that there is no doubt.
Parents juggling work from home with caring responsibilities, businesses working hard to adapt and support
their staff, students adjusting to new ways of learning, loved ones too far to reach, workers without work.
Throughout I have been blown away by the steadfast dedication with which Victorians have done what
needed to be done to protect our families, our friends and indeed the country.
Steadfast not just in the face of the immense challenge that has collectively confronted us, but steadfast in the
face of the irresponsible calls from self-interested parties to give up, to open up, to ignore the health advice—
calls designed purely to polarise and destabilise.
Victorians shouldn’t have had to endure this year with this obstructive and erosive commentary. But we did.
And when the time comes to reflect on all the happenings of this unexpected year, it will be clear who worked
to get Victoria through this—and who hindered.
This year has been challenging and painful and exasperating and everything in between.
But our communities have done more than endure—they have been compassionate and creative, and critically
they have made a difference.
It’s true that our journey isn’t yet over—we still need to be cautious.
And while it is not yet time to share hugs or come together for a big game or celebration, it is time to recognise
the extraordinary efforts undertaken by ordinary people here in Victoria.
So to my community I want to say thank you.
Thank you for getting us to zero.
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FOOD AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Statement of compatibility
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister
for Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (10:00): In accordance with the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 I table a statement of compatibility in relation to the Food
Amendment Bill 2020.
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Charter),
I make this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Food Amendment Bill 2020 (Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the Charter as it does
not engage any human rights in the Charter.
Martin Foley MP
Minister for Health
Minister for Ambulance Services

Second reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister
for Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (10:10): I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I ask that the second-reading speech be incorporated into Hansard.
Incorporated speech as follows:
This Bill seeks to make several amendments to the Food Act 1984 and the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008. The aim of the majority of these amendments is to support more consistent and transparent
regulatory practice across Victoria’s 79 local governments. For small businesses such a cafes and restaurants,
hairdressers and beauty therapists, it is now more important than ever, to ensure that their experience in
dealing with local councils for their registration and their public health regulatory requirements is
uncomplicated and supportive. Whether these businesses are recommencing after the COVID-19 restrictions
have been relaxed or they are new businesses opening, we must continue to make it easier to do business in
Victoria, whilst supporting businesses to comply with public health requirements to keep our community safe.
I will now turn to the specific amendments.
The first set of amendments relate to the introduction of a state-wide, online combined business application
portal and council reporting and compliance management database which, for ease, I will refer to as the online
portal. Development of the online portal is a key deliverable in a series of food safety regulatory reforms that
respond to the Andrews Labor Government’s Small Business Regulation Review conducted by Small
Business Victoria from 2016 to 2018. A significant part of that review examined the body of regulation
affecting Victorian small businesses in the retail sector, of which food businesses are a significant component.
The review concluded that many of the problems experienced by small food business owners relate to how
different councils interpret and apply food safety laws. The review led to an extensive food safety regulation
reform program promoting and facilitating consistent regulatory practice under the Victorian Food Act 1984.
The new online portal is a key element of these reforms. It will provide a single point for online registration
for Victoria’s 70,000 fixed, mobile and temporary food businesses, and a database for use by councils in the
management of registration, compliance and reporting processes under the Food Act 1984. The online portal
will also be available to over 11,000 Victorian small businesses, such as hairdressers and tattooists, that are
regulated by councils under the requirements of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
The online portal is due to be implemented in 2021 and will realise several benefits for councils including
managing regulatory compliance data through a single government-managed contract with an IT provider;
reporting efficiencies to the Department of Health and Human Services; and, consistency of data across the
state, thereby facilitating council operating decisions and benchmarking.
The Department of Health and Human Services has undertaken an extensive co-design process for the online
portal. That process has welcomed the participation of all 79 local councils, the Municipal Association of
Victoria and representatives of key small business industry bodies including the Restaurant & Catering
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Industry Association, Victorian Farmers’ Market Association, Hosted Accommodation Australia, and the
Australian Mobile Food Vendors Group (Victoria).
The outcome of the co-design process is a comprehensive set of system design requirements and userinterface designs that will support the regulatory management of all Victorian food businesses as well as
businesses regulated under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
Councils’ use of the online portal will be voluntary. This is because all councils currently have contracts with
one of five vendors for systems to manage their regulatory functions. However, it is anticipated that many
councils will see the benefits of the online portal and choose to use it.
All councils are likely to use the online portal for temporary and mobile food premises, which include water
carters and food vending machines. These premises are extremely difficult and costly for councils to manage
without a supporting information technology system. Such a system is already provided by the Department
of Health and Human Services for these types of food business only. It is currently accessed by councils and
businesses free of charge but operates at a material cost to the Department of Health and Human Services. As
soon as the online portal is operational and able to be used for the registration of the full range of food
businesses, that system will be decommissioned, and all registrations contained in it will be migrated across
to the new online portal free of charge.
Councils who wish to use the online portal, will be required to pay a user charge, which in most cases will be
payable annually. Mandating the payment of that charge is the first of the amendments to the Food Act 1984
and the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 being sought by the Bill. The user charge allows the
Department of Health and Human Services to support the recovery of costs incurred in the implementation
and ongoing maintenance of the online portal.
The way the user charge will be calculated will be determined by the Department of Health and Human
Services in consultation with the Municipal Association of Victoria and local councils. It is anticipated that
the user charge will take into account the maintenance costs of the system incurred by the Department of
Health and Human Services and the number and type of businesses registered and managed by a council on
the online portal and declared in the Government Gazette.
For those councils that choose to use the online portal, significant changes are not expected to the current
costs that they incur in registering and regulating fixed premises under the Food Act 1984 and the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. There are likely to be some small costs incurred associated with the
registration of temporary and mobile food premises on the online portal with the transfer from the current free
of charge online system.
The Bill seeks to make a number of miscellaneous amendments to the Food Act 1984 to improve its
administration and local government consistency.
Most of the miscellaneous amendments introduced by this Bill are either technical in nature or seek to make
changes which will improve Council’s current administrative practice. These include requirements to notify
the registering authority on change of business ownership and greater clarity in managing food businesses’
changes to their food safety programs.
The Bill also introduces amendments to assist compliance officers in the Department of Jobs, Precincts and
Regions who administer the parts of the Food Act 1984 concerned with the administration of the Primary
Food Production and Processing Standards for Eggs and Egg Products and for Seed Sprouts. These
amendments will provide additional enforcement powers to close enforcement gaps and to support more
effective administration of the Standards.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Mr WELLS (Rowville) (10:00): I move:
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned for two weeks. Debate adjourned until Thursday,
12 November.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

and Mr SOUTHWICK’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the families, loved ones and advocates for deceased sexual assault victims have been
consulted on the proposed changes and are comfortable with the bill.’

Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (10:01): I am really pleased to stand today and make a contribution on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. Before I begin, I
would just like to thank the Attorney-General for bringing this important bill to the house and also to
acknowledge the work of the Minister for Victim Support, who is at the table, and also the Minister
for Prevention of Family Violence. It is an issue that does cut across so many portfolios, and it is an
issue that affects so many families, unfortunately. The bill amends a number of acts so that critical
measures can be implemented to support victims and enhance the safety of our community. These are
some of our highest responsibilities as members in this place who are sent here by communities that
expect nothing less than full support for victim-survivors.
There are a number of amendments proposed in this legislation. If time permits, I will address a
number of them, but I do want to focus most of my contribution on the issue of publication of details
for victims of sexual offences. As has been discussed last evening when the bill was introduced, the
bill will amend the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to, among other things, allow victimsurvivors to publicly identify themselves with their written consent, removing the need for a court
order, and make it clear that those people can self-identify, including, for instance, online.
If we go back to 1991 and what the substance of the current act says, the act says that:
A person who publishes or causes to be published any matter that contains any particulars likely to lead to the
identification of a person against whom a sexual offence—

and it goes on—
is alleged to have been committed is guilty of an offence, whether or not a proceeding in respect of the alleged
offence is pending in a court.

That is a fairly broad-ranging, wideranging prohibition, and there are a number of exemptions that can
be issued, provided it is given the imprimatur of the court. The reason why that piece of legislation,
that amendment, was introduced almost 30 years ago was it was intended to protect the victims—to
enable the victims to feel comfortable in going to police to be able to report the crimes that had been
perpetrated against them without the fear that it might be exposed in the media. That is really important
for many people. For many victims that is something that is critically important and remains critically
important. But it is clear that there are many different media channels that are available today, and we
also have a different perspective on how we should approach sexual abuse and the right of victims to
be heard. There are many victims that do want to be heard and do not want to have to go through that
court process and want to be able to make their position clear, and it is important that those rights are
honoured as well.
Look, this is not a trivial matter by any means. No-one would suggest that it would be, and it is at the
heart of the bill. The right to autonomy to tell one’s story through any medium that is deemed
appropriate can be empowering and can help in the path towards healing. Every story is different, and
each will be told in their own different way. But giving victim-survivors the power to tell their own
story in their own way will make an incredible difference, and today through this legislation we will
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empower victim-survivors to tell their truth and spread courage to people. We may never know or
meet them, but we do need to hear it.
In terms of a number of the particulars of this permission, the bill makes an important distinction
between adults and children. Adults of course can provide written consent tailored to their own
circumstances. They may only want their name published, for example, or for certain details to remain
private. With respect to children it is a complicated area, obviously, and we have seen in the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse how difficult it is for some of those
cases to come forward and actually acknowledge what has happened. But the failure of the human
condition in the most egregious way does force us to confront the reality that some victim-survivors
are children, and the bill contemplates that reality and empowers children to tell their story, provided
a suitably qualified person, like a psychiatrist, provides a supporting statement that indicates that the
young person understands the decision that they are about to make.
Now, I wanted to also just touch on the position of deceased victims, because that has been a point of
some debate in the house, particularly last night, and it is important to look at the reference to the
existing legislation that I previously read out. As I said at that time, the prohibition is a fairly general
and broad prohibition that would seem to act—and the advice is that it would continue to act—beyond
the life of that person. And in dealing with the court orders and those exemptions that I talked about,
it does refer to the matter being brought to the court by the complainant, by the individual who has
suffered the sexual abuse. Obviously that is not possible in the case of a deceased victim, and so in
this sense there is not a pathway forward for a family to bring forward and talk about those issues and
put them on the public record. I know there has been a lot of discussion in the media this week, and
certain individuals have said that we need to provide the right to those families who have had a loved
one who has been a victim of sexual abuse and particularly through that abuse and assault has also
died. As the Attorney-General has publicly said, this is a really complicated process, particularly when
the victims themselves are not able to speak and say what their particular views are. There will be
many different views from the families about what is the most appropriate way of bringing that
forward. This legislation does establish that process, a jurisprudence process, to enable those victims
to also be heard—a process that does not currently exist in the legislation. But to be able to, at this
stage, provide that unfettered right without being able to necessarily hear from the victim themselves
is something that does need to continue to be worked through.
I know there was a call from the member for Ripon yesterday for the Attorney-General to withdraw
the bill until such time as these consultations could be finalised, but that would punish the victimsurvivors by preventing them from being able to tell their story. That is what it comes down to, and
that is at the heart of the matter. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (10:11): I rise to address the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020, and I strongly support the reasoned amendment
moved by the member for Caulfield, which has arisen due to deep concerns with part 2 of the bill and
the amendments to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958, because, frankly, such a flawed and
disgraceful bill should not be before this Parliament until the Attorney-General and this Labor
government have the decency to talk with sexual assault victim advocates and the families of those
who have suffered the most tragic of fates—the deceased victims of sexual assault.
I am deeply saddened and troubled that the government could get this so wrong, and my heart goes
out to all victim-survivors and the families of deceased victims, who have had to go through this
trauma again over the past week, knowing that this Labor government is okay that they are kept silent,
that they remain gagged. Instead of bringing a bill that actually relieves the burdens on victims and
families who want to give a voice to and keep the spirit of their loved ones alive, this government has
made the situation desperately worse. The fact this government wants to legislate to force families to
go to court to tell the story of a deceased loved one is shameful and shows that this government is
indecent and completely out of touch with the feelings of victims and their families. As Edith McKeon,
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mum of Jill Meagher, said, these inadequate changes impose ‘heartache on all of us who lost our
precious ones’.
Has the Attorney found any time to hear the views of sexual assault survivors about this appalling, illthought-out bill that stifles the voice of these women who have suffered fatally through no fault of
their own? ‘Melissa’:
You feel silenced. Why …do this …? It’s crushing.

‘Maggie’:
We’re protecting the criminal yet again, and I find that disgusting.

‘Melissa’:
It feels almost as if we’re protecting the ones that abused us.

Sadly, there are many more. To all the Melissas and Maggies: ‘I hear you. You are courageous, and I
know how you feel’. To the Attorney and this Labor government: you have let all the Melissas and
Maggies down. You have let families of loved ones like Jill Meagher down. And you know you have,
but you are too ashamed to admit it. Why else would you rush out a media release yesterday trying to
spin this as protecting people who want to speak up about the sexual assault of somebody who has
passed away, because you have not? Your bill keeps them gagged unless they go through the trauma
and anguish, the time and considerable cost of going to court for an order. It is just disgusting. This
bill is an attempt to fix what you stuffed up earlier this year. What has taken so long? Why can’t you
get it right for these poor families, who have suffered enough? These women should have a voice.
Your changes will take Victoria backwards. Why make it retrospective so that victims’ families need
to make a choice between having their daughters’ voices and stories heard versus paying rent or putting
food on the table? I mean, getting a court order can cost $10 000. And if they do not and they share
their heartfelt story to give their daughter a voice and raise awareness, they risk being fined for doing
so. That is disgusting.
You could imagine that would be the situation for Saeed Maasarwe, the father of Aiia Maasarwe—
tragically and devastatingly raped and murdered in quiet suburbia. His heartfelt words describe
perfectly precisely why Labor has got this bill so wrong and must support our reasoned amendment
to stop debating this bill as it is. Have the decency to put all the components of this omnibus bill
separately to the house and fix this mess without delay. Saeed said:
I wish from our tragedy that people can change here a little. If this, our tragedy … can make the world, and
make Australia also, more better and more beautiful and can save the life of more people, this is the message
what we want to send.

Attorney, I plead with you to not be ignorant and to do the right thing here: stop this bill in its tracks
until you have consulted with the families of victims and rectified this gross error in this bill.
Part 7 of the bill amends the Forests Act 1958 to permit the Secretary of the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) to enter into agreements or arrangements with
Fire Rescue Victoria (FRV) to enable relevant Forest Fire Management Victoria (FFMV) personnel
to exercise powers of senior FRV operational staff under the Fire Rescue Victoria Act 1958, to carry
out fire management activities in new FRV districts and to provide immunity for forest firefighters
when doing so. Under standing orders I wish to advise the house of amendments to this bill and request
that they be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by Ms VALLENCE under standing orders.
Ms VALLENCE: We understand that FRV and the United Firefighters Union are in negotiations
with DELWP on an MOU, and because Labor’s provisions give a head of power to the MOU, the
Liberal-Nationals are moving an amendment to clause 51 simply requesting the secretary of DELWP
to publish an agreement or arrangement entered into with FRV on the department’s website, which of
course will improve accountability and transparency, which I commend to the house.
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In her second-reading speech the minister confirmed that forest firefighters are responsible for fire
prevention and fire suppression in state forests, in national parks and on protected public land, but
under current legislation the minister concedes they do not have the authorisation or appropriate legal
protections to operate in new FRV fire districts, should they be managing a fire spread from public
land. You may ask, why is that? How has this come to be? Well, it is because Labor’s controversial
and botched fire services reforms have gaps in Labor’s FRV act. Only a few months into its operation
this massive oversight has left forest firefighters and country communities exposed. It is clear that
Labor now needs to address shortcomings of its rushed FRV act in relation to non-FRV firefighters
fighting fires in new FRV fire districts.
But Labor must be too embarrassed to fix this error in the FRV act when it is only a couple of months
old. Perhaps they are worried that FRV personnel will not be available or able to get out to the country
areas quickly enough. That gives little comfort to country communities that have had new FRV fire
districts imposed on them. Labor has put FFMV firefighters and country Victorians at risk as we speak
today, particularly troubling as we are heading into another fire season. Local communities might just
wonder if this is the real reason that there has been a lack of planned burns occurring. It is simply
unacceptable that the Labor government has put at risk those hardworking forest firefighters, those
women and men who pull on the green coveralls—heroes in the devastating bushfires last summer.
Mr Taylor: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I have been watching a lot of US politics recently,
and I feel like I have got a good sense of what it looks like to read a speech. It does look like the
member for Evelyn is running almost for the US presidency with her ability to read a speech currently.
I would ask you to stop her reading from her speech.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I think if we go down this path of where we
would in opposition have the right to be able to pull up some of the backbenchers on the government
side, they would be handing in their laptops or their iPads, so I do not think we should be going down
this path. I have been observing the member for Evelyn, and she has been reading from copious notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): You have been reading from notes?
Mr Wells: Referring to copious notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): Have you been reading or referring to notes?
Ms VALLENCE: Yes, due to the very sensitive nature of parts of this bill I was reading from notes
or referring to notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Richards): There is no point of order.
Ms VALLENCE: Look, it is simply unacceptable that the Labor government is trying to sweep
this into an omnibus bill because they have left country communities and FFMV firefighters at risk.
While we are not opposed to the changes to the Forests Act supporting the ongoing work and
protections for forest firefighters, we do have trouble that it has been wrapped into this omnibus bull
which fails murdered victims of sexual assault. I commend to the house the reasoned amendment
moved by the member for Caulfield to stop dealing with this disgraceful bill until the families, loved
ones and advocates for deceased sexual assault victims have been consulted on this bill by the Attorney
and by this Labor government and the errors in this bad part of the bill are fixed once and for all.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (10:21): I appreciate the opportunity to make a contribution
on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. As a
number of members of this house have mentioned, this is a very broad ranging bill which goes to a
number of important matters in one bill because they are all things that in the circumstances in which
we find ourselves need to be dealt with importantly and quickly. So I do appreciate the opportunity to
lend my voice to this bill, in particular to the aspects of this bill that are about providing fairness and
support to victim-survivors of sexual assault in Victoria, and as a number of my colleagues did
yesterday, I would also like to acknowledge these victim-survivors and acknowledge their families,
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their friends and their advocates. They are ordinary people. They are our constituents, they are our
friends, they are our families and they are people who have been so very tragically wronged. No matter
what we do in this place we can never make that right, but we can go some way to making the justice
system and their experience of the justice system fairer and more meaningful. But it is important to
note that no matter how resolute, how brave and how positive these victim-survivors are in moving
forwards, their lives have been tragically and forever changed, and our thoughts and our prayers
remain with them always.
So this is a very important bill that is before us today, and it is a progressive step for the future of our
justice system and a bill that at its core puts victim-survivors first. It is a bill that shows that this
government listens to the voices of those victim-survivors, that we have heard their stories, that we have
engaged with their experience of the justice system and that we have engaged with their experience of
justice in our society—indeed, their experience of social justice. This bill will also include changes to
other areas of legislation aimed to boost fairness for victims and enhance community safety, and overall
the amendments included in this bill are about improving the ability of our laws to provide justice, to
provide social justice and to boost the safety of every person in our community.
Firstly, the bill amends the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958, which will clarify and simplify the
circumstances where information that is likely to identify a victim of a sex offence is able to be lawfully
published. Secondly, it will amend the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996, and this will allow for
certain powers and duties to be delegated to Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal staff. Thirdly, it
will amend the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015, and this will allow for the modernisation
of the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee, their term lengths, their remuneration and their
reappointment. And it will amend the Defamation Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958,
and this will allow for nationally agreed amendments to the model defamation provisions to be
implemented in Victoria, working to modernise and improve defamation laws. I think the member for
Carrum yesterday spoke about why this is particularly important in the context of making
improvements to the justice system for victim-survivors.
Importantly this bill will also amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013
and the Accident Compensation Act 1985. It will amend the Forests Act 1958, and it will amend the
Corrections Act 1986. These are all important changes, and while some of those opposite have been
critical about the nature of this bill and the fact that this number of changes has been included in one
bill, it is important that these matters are all dealt with promptly so that we can ensure that there is
effective justice for those who have been wronged.
But if I could first turn my principal comments, if you like, to supporting the voice of victim-survivors
and them having the opportunity to tell their story, through the amendments of the Judicial Proceedings
Reports Act 1958 this bill makes meaningful recognition of the lived reality that victim-survivors
experience—the experiences of those people and the experiences that they would like to share. Indeed
I have heard victims in the past talk about how using the word ‘story’ actually is an implication that
there is an element of a story to it rather than fact. It is important that we acknowledge that these are
real-life lived experiences. These amendments listen to the experiences of victims and respect their
rights to be heard—importantly, to be heard on their terms.
We have heard concerns from victim-survivors about the impact that current laws have had on their
ability to share their experiences. As the Attorney-General explained in her second-reading speech,
engagement with the Victorian Law Reform Commission through their Contempt of Court report has
made clear that the complex nature of the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act and importantly the need
for us as a government to reform and modernise is core to the future.
It has been an offence since 1991 to publish details likely to make identification of a sexual offence
victim, and the original intention of this offence rests with its ability to safeguard the protection of the
victim-survivors and their right to anonymity and right to privacy. In addition, the offence has existed
to make sure that victim-survivors who may fear public identification and may want to maintain their
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privacy are not deterred from reporting their experiences and accessing the justice system. While the
act does allow publication in specified circumstances—an exemption aimed at providing victimsurvivors with clear pathways to publish identifying details—unfortunately complexity still arises, with
insufficient agency provided to victims to share their experiences and to share them on their own terms.
In responding to the challenges that victim-survivors have regrettably had to endure within the legal
system, the amendments in this bill are important in that they allow for a victim-survivor of a sexual
offence to be publicly identified in a case where they have given written consent to do so and with no
need to have the court’s permission; provide clarity that victim-survivors are able to self-identify,
including self-identifying online, whether that be through social media or other forms; and allow for
child victim-survivors to be identified on the provision that someone who is a qualified, independent
third party, such as a psychologist or a doctor, can explain to child victim-survivors what the
consequences of them identifying might be as well as ensuring that they have the capacity to consent.
It also allows for deceased victim-survivors and those who lack decision-making capacity to be
identified by media with permission from the court. This is important in that people who have passed,
who have tragically lost their lives and are deceased, in these circumstances will not actually lose their
rights and will not lose their human dignity in that process. These amendments reflect our
government’s understanding that for some victim-survivors sharing one’s experience can be a crucial
part of the process of justice and a crucial part of the process of their healing. Communicating the
impact that these experiences can have on their lives makes an important difference in how it is that
they go forward and live.
Importantly the bill recognises that the agency of victims and their choice to make their experience public
or private is indeed their own. This recognition is underpinned by an understanding that the experiences
of victim-survivors are indeed a deeply personal thing. They are of a deeply personal nature. Every
individual’s case is different; none are the same. As such the bill will make sure that victim-survivors
who do not wish to be identified will have their privacy and their anonymity automatically protected.
Consistent with the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s recommendation 104 in their Contempt of
Court report, there will not be permission for publication by a victim-survivor or a third party where this
is likely to identify a victim-survivor who is non-consenting to the identification. While this is at times a
difficult thing, particularly within families where there may be more than one victim, it is important that
the rights of one person do not forego the rights of another and that every individual has the opportunity
to decide when and how their circumstances are published and indeed if they want them published at all.
As the Attorney-General stated in her media release regarding this bill:
Surviving sexual assault is not a source of shame—our laws will enable victim-survivors can speak publicly,
on their terms.

And it is the phrase ‘on their terms’ that is most pertinent. Agency for victims through this bill is about
giving the choice to them to identify or the choice to them to stay anonymous, rather than them having
that choice made for them. For our wider community the bravery and the strength of victims telling
their experiences helps us understand the social, cultural and legal changes and the developments that
our society needs to continue to progress in order to end the scourge of sexual violence, acknowledge
the horrific wrongs that have occurred and build a fairer, more equal justice system for our future. As
was stated in submission 24 from the Victim Survivors Advisory Council:
Silencing victims protects the perpetrator, condones their behaviour and robs victims and survivors of their
dignity. This is the time to hear our voices and break the silence.

This is an extremely important bill that goes to the fundamental right that every person has to dignity.
It is a bill that shows that the government has listened to victim-survivors and is interested in their
experiences.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (10:31): The Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and
Other Matters) Bill 2020 makes important changes to several justice-related issues, the most sensitive
being changes to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958, which is what I will address today. This
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act sets out what restrictions apply to the publication of details of court cases. Importantly, this bill
intends to change the act to make it clear that victim-survivors, both adults and children, may freely
self-publish information that is likely to identify them as a victim-survivor of a sexual offence without
requiring court approval, except in limited circumstances.
When researching this bill I noted that the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act was originally passed the
same year as the Crimes Act 1958, and even today sections of the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act
betray this anachronism. For example, section 3(1)(a) of the act still bans the publication of details
from court proceedings regarding:
… any indecent matter … or physiological details … which would be calculated to injure public morals …

So while the act has been amended and modernised many times since it was introduced, it is worth
noting how much our society has changed, particularly in response to criminal offences committed
predominantly against women. When this law was first passed there had not been a woman in the
Victorian Parliament for 11 years and there would not be one for another nine. It would not be until
1996, some 38 years after the passage of the act, that a female judge was first appointed to the highest
court in the state. So in considering amendments to these historic justice acts we must also recognise
the male-dominated era in which they were created. Perhaps nowhere is this disparity between the law
and contemporary society more apparent than in our laws concerning sexual offences. These laws
concern offences that are mostly committed against women and children by men, but at the same time
the laws were written and approved, enforced and adjudicated upon by men who were never likely to
be victims of these offences.
During the 1960s the fight began to change laws that upheld men’s myths and misconceptions
regarding the behaviour and sexuality of women, and by the 1980s and 90s many substantive changes
to these laws were beginning to occur. Significant achievements included recognition that sexual
offences could occur in marriage, removing the relevance of a victim’s sexual history or delay in
reporting an offence, recognising the reliability of testimony from women and children and reforming
the issue of consent to counter misconceptions about the silence or absence of physical struggle. The
impetus behind all these reforms was largely from the campaigning of women—feminists and victimsurvivors—and their work is not complete. This continued tradition of advocacy is what has driven
the changes to the law in this bill today. So I want to recognise the work of those advocates who
highlighted the problems caused for victim-survivors to tell their stories as a result of the Open Courts
and Other Acts Amendment Act 2019, which passed last year. I am glad that the Attorney-General
said in her second-reading speech that there is more work to be done on sexual offences, as there is
with all violence against women by men. While I recognise that women and children increasingly feel
able to report sexual offences, including historical offences from many years ago, too many cases still
never reach a criminal court and only a fraction result in conviction.
We must also recognise the desire of family members who wish to honour victims who have died.
Too many of these names have been honoured in recent years in Victoria, and too many in or around
the electorate I represent, Brunswick. Almost one in five Australian women have experienced sexual
violence as adults. Women are being murdered in Australia this year at a rate of more than one per
week. But each of these lives now serves as an ongoing reminder of the need to change the toxic
attitudes and violence of men towards women in our society.
I have read Nina Funnell’s recent article pointing out the potential unintended consequences of this
bill regarding the publication of sexual offence details of victims who have died. I have also read the
statement from the Office of Public Prosecutions about why such limitations on publication, including
when a person has died, are often at the request of, in this case, family members and designed to
prevent their ongoing suffering. Their view, that such details should not be forever hidden but should
be protected as the default until a victim or family’s wishes can be confirmed by a court, is also
persuasive and quite reasonable.
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This is a matter not of taking any one side over another but of recognising the singularity of every case
and of the individuals involved. Even within families there are differences of opinion on these matters.
Therefore the challenge for us as a Parliament is to get the laws right so that they are sufficiently firm
to prevent unauthorised additional trauma for victims and family members who wish to remain
anonymous while at the same time being flexible enough not to limit the rights of victim-survivors
and family members who want to publish their stories.
As the Attorney-General has stated, currently Victorian law prohibits public identification of victims
of sexual assault who are deceased, and there is no clear way for families or the media to have that
prohibition lifted. I appreciate that the Attorney-General has flagged that this is a complex area of law
that is still under review with all stakeholders and that the current provisions are an interim measure
until this time. I also believe it is to the Attorney-General’s credit that she has listened to the
community, recognised the shortcomings within the laws that passed earlier this year and worked to
resolve them. I do not doubt her intention to get all aspects of these laws right.
I also appreciate that the opposition has circulated some well-intentioned amendments to this
legislation, and while we share the underlying intention of these opposition amendments—to ensure,
that is, that there are no restrictions where it is clear that a deceased person and/or their family would
want to be identified as victims of sexual assault—we need more time to consider these amendments
and the changes in this bill, particularly the possible effects on families.
Regarding the opposition’s reasoned amendment, once again I think it refers to something that is very
important and that I have spoken about today, and that is working with all the stakeholders relevant to
a piece of legislation, in this case victim-survivors and their families. It is my understanding that this
is precisely what the government is doing and will continue to do with this area of law reform, which
is ongoing. We do not see a reason to hold up this important piece of legislation today, so while we
will not be supporting all of the amendments today, we will work with the government, the opposition,
the crossbench and stakeholders to address potential shortcomings of this bill as it moves to the upper
house. I am optimistic that we can work together to bring about the best possible result for our
community, and with this in mind the Greens will support this bill.
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (10:38): I rise today to speak in support of the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. This bill responds to concerns of
victim-survivors of sexual assault or sexual abuse that current laws restrict their ability to share their
own stories.
As many people in this house know, Ballarat was really ground zero as we faced the absolute horror
of clergy sexual abuse. There are many, many extraordinary people in Ballarat that stood up and put
their name to this cause, and one such was Peter Blenkiron. Peter fought this fight for a long time. He
was one of the people who travelled to Rome. I have the utmost admiration for Peter and his courage
to keep telling this story again and again—though I understand that perhaps ‘story’ is the wrong word;
it is shared experience. It was Peter’s shared experience that allowed other people to come forward
and talk.
Peter contacted me recently about the bill, and we spoke about the different aspects of it and how it
had come to this point. Peter had every confidence that we would act swiftly to ensure that victimsurvivors could put their name and self-identify without the need to go to court. And I would like to
pass on my personal thanks to the Attorney-General for the quick work and detailed thought that she
put into this amendment, because it is incredibly important. When I spoke to Peter about it, for him
the ability to identify was paramount because, as other speakers have mentioned, it was not only part
of the healing process but also part of bringing many people to justice.
At the very core of this bill is the absolute supremacy of both the victim’s choice and the victim’s
voice. I am incredibly proud to belong to a government that has stood so firmly beside the victims of
sexual offences and victims of family violence. The member for Evelyn suggested that perhaps we
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needed to listen to more victims, and I would point out that this government is the first government to
have a dedicated Minister for Victim Support. Since 2017 this government has invested over
$48 million in support and services for victims of crime, including improvements to case management,
extending the intermediary pilot program, boosting frontline staff and increasing the capacity of the
Victims of Crime Helpline. This government prioritised the needs of vulnerable victims of crime and
witnesses through the introduction and expansion of the intermediary pilot program, where skilled
communication specialists empower witnesses to give their best evidence. In the 2018–19 budget we
provided $6.9 million over four years to enhance the capacity of the Child Witness Service, where
specialists support child witnesses and their families to prepare them for the role of being a witness.
The 2018–19 budget provided $7.2 million over two years to enhance support for victims, including
case management recovery support and additional capacity for the Victims of Crime Helpline. This
government has shown again and again that it stands by victims of all crimes and very, very strongly
stands by victim-survivors of sexual assault. The measures that we have gone to to protect those people
and to have their voice and their choice expressed have been extraordinary.
We believe absolutely that the victim’s privacy should be protected and victims should never be named
in the media without their consent. As I said before, at its absolute core this is about victims’ choice
and victims’ voice. Regardless of the reasoned amendment that has been put by the other side, I
personally strongly believe that that protection should not end simply because somebody has died. A
person’s right to privacy about one of the most difficult and painful things that may happen in their
lives should not evaporate just because of their death. The views of a person about their own story,
their own shared experience, should not cease to have any value because they have died.
This bill amends the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to allow for a victim-survivor of a sexual
offence to be publicly identified if they have given written consent, with no need for permission from
the court. This means that brave and courageous people like Peter Blenkiron can stand and identify
themselves—in many ways in the service of others—to bring comfort and surety to others that they
too can share their experience. This bill makes it very clear that victim-survivors can self-identify. It
allows for child victim-survivors to be identified provided that a qualified, independent third party
such as a doctor or psychologist certifies that they understand the consequences and have the capacity
to consent. This is an extraordinarily important part of the bill, as those experiences are bound to travel
for life with those children, and it is important that they understand the implications of self-identity. It
also allows for deceased victim-survivors and those who lack decision-making capacity to be
identified, but with court permission—and this is an important part. As I said earlier, one’s right to
one’s own life, one’s own story, does not end with one’s death. Privacy is an inherent human right,
and that right travels with that person. So it is important that court permission is sought to change that
level of privacy.
The bill will make it clear that victim-survivors, both adults and children, can self-publish information
likely to identify them as a victim-survivor of a sexual offence, but importantly it still requires that
third parties must clarify whether it is okay with that victim-survivor to identify them. So I think this
is a really important distinction. I know from my own experience, talking about my experiences around
gambling and so forth, that one of the things I felt strongly was that it was my story to tell and my
story to share. Even though I have done that in a range of forums, I still believe I have the right. Before
someone publishes a third-party story about what I have said, I still have the right to agree where that
goes. So for most adult victim-survivors, publication will be allowed if the victim-survivor provides
that permission, and I think that is a very important part of the bill. But just because a victim-survivor
has self-published their story, this does not constitute permission for a third party to do so.
The publisher will be required to prove on the balance of probabilities that the victim-survivor has
given permission, and as I say, I feel strongly that that is an important element. The bill will allow
victim-survivors to tailor their permission. They can give permission for some of their details to be
published but not others or to limit publication in other ways. And again I will refer back to my own
experience of sharing my story around gambling harm. I have two beautiful young sons and am friends
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with my ex-husband, and I have always been very clear about the things that I did and did not want to
share. I wanted to respect them in my story, and so I think it is an important element of the bill that
you can choose which parts of your story are shared.
In cases where victim-survivors do not have the capacity to provide permission themselves, it is
necessary and appropriate for the court to retain a role in granting permission for publication, but the
court must consider any wishes of the victim-survivor in these cases. The bill also makes it clear that
the views of the offender must not be considered by the court in deciding whether to authorise
publication.
So, as I said, I am incredibly proud of this government and all of the work that this government has
done to support victim-survivors. It is incredibly important for those of us in Ballarat who have lived
through really one of the most horrendous periods, as all of those stories came out and all of those
people shared their stories. This bill is about justice for victims and implements important reforms that
victim-survivors have asked for. Telling their stories, their experiences about these crimes, is a very
powerful thing. In recognition of the courage and determination of Peter Blenkiron, I commend this
bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (10:48): I am pleased to rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. As it was indicated yesterday by one
of the helpful staff in the minister’s office, it is a miscellaneous bill in the sense that the government
is seeking to draw together a number of matters during the COVID period, and that is what we are
seeing in the bill before us. So I will be speaking shortly in terms of my portfolios of workplace safety
and emergency services, which have two issues that are covered in this bill.
The bill is principally focused on issues around supporting victims, and can I place on record my
thoughts to all of those within our state that are victims of abuse and to their families who are dealing
with loved ones who have been victims of abuse. In my own community, like all communities, there
are many victims and there are many support services. I place on record my congratulations and thanks
to the work of those various support services that help victims. I think of those family members that
have not only had to grapple with the death of a loved one but have actually sought to help others, like
Bev and Noel McNamara, who have been stalwarts in the Knox community for decades. Every
Saturday up until recently Noel would sell sausages at Ferntree Gully Village, raising money for
victims of crime with the support of others in the community. I place on record my thanks and
commendations to people like Bev and Noel McNamara who give their time for nothing other than to
support victims and their families.
This is a very challenging issue. I genuinely understand that the government is introducing legislation
to try to fix a problem. However, as we have heard from victims and their families recently, there is
deep concern about this piece of legislation. I genuinely place on record that I understand that the
government believes that the legislation does fix a problem. However, I think it behoves the
government to listen to the views of those in the community who do not believe that this legislation
provides the support that victims need and to genuinely undertake further consultation with victims,
supporters and stakeholders who have a very strong view in this area. That is why I support the member
for Caulfield’s reasoned amendment, that this bill not proceed in its current form and that the
government undertake that necessary consultation to ensure we get this right. I say that quite genuinely
because I know that all members of the government are heartfelt in their support for victims, but we
need to ensure we get legislation like this right, because it is about the victims.
I say that from my own experiences in this house and my work, with the member for Broadmeadows
and the member for Thomastown, when we served on the parliamentary inquiry into institutional child
abuse, producing the Betrayal of Trust report. We had over 150 victims, family members and
stakeholders who told us their stories, who told us their views, and we grappled with ensuring that we
came up with a series of recommendations that did justice to those victims. It is very difficult for
legislators to get it right, because you are grappling with a range of emotions and a range of views. So
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I genuinely ask the government to take this piece of legislation away to ensure that that consultation
is undertaken. The government may well say they have already undertaken that, and I appreciate that.
But I just think in the circumstances it is important that if there are different views on the table, those
different views are heard and explored. If the government is still of a view that the legislation is correct,
then have that discussion with the stakeholders.
I would like to just come to another couple of aspects of the bill. Firstly, there are the changes to the
Forests Act 1958. This primarily deals with the capacity of Forest Fire Management Victoria staff,
who are the green-suited Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) staff who
fight fires in state forests on Crown land. With the implementation of Fire Rescue Victoria, through
the FRV legislation, there is the establishment of new fire districts in traditional CFA areas. As a
consequence of that, across regional Victoria the various fire districts under the new FRV boundaries
will include FRV districts on Crown land, which actually technically prevents, or potentially prevents,
DELWP staff from fighting a fire in an FRV fire district. The bill enables the two parties, FRV and
DELWP, to enter into an agreement to allow DELWP staff to fight the fire on Crown land, but more
importantly, to then provide them immunity against any activities they have been involved in.
This should have been fixed up when the FRV legislation was introduced by this government last year.
There have been a range of issues that have come out as a consequence of the FRV legislation, but
this is an area that should have been identified and resolved at that time. It was not. Technically
according to this amendment DELWP staff currently, if they are fighting a fire on Crown land today
in an FRV fire district, are not protected. They may not legally be allowed onto that site. If they are on
that site and there is any litigation, they will not be protected. It is important to fix that, and we accept
that. But it should have been done at the time when FRV was implemented. The amendment put
forward by the member for Evelyn sensibly says that if an MOU is reached between FRV and DELWP
for a fire district or multiple fire districts, that should be made publicly available, and we are seeking
for that to be made available so that people can see what agreements have been reached by FRV and
DELWP with regard to DELWP firefighters who are going to be operating on Crown land within an
FRV fire district.
Another area I just wish to draw attention to is in regard to workplace safety and amendments that
have been actioned with regard to the calculation of pre-injury earnings with respect to COVID.
Obviously as a consequence of COVID we are seeing reductions in hours and reductions in pay, and
the legislation before the house seeks to provide certainty for workers so that if they have received a
reduction in hours or a reduction in pay as a consequence of COVID, then that will not impact on their
calculation of pre-injury average weekly earnings. I understand and respect the intentions of what the
government is doing. It is not seeking to place an additional burden on workers who have suffered a
loss through no fault of their own but because they have suffered a downturn in income or hours purely
on the basis of COVID, and as we know, many businesses across the state have been closed during
the COVID period.
Stakeholders have identified some issues that need to obviously be addressed, though, in this space.
Concerns have been raised about whether or not these pre-injury average weekly earnings will
incorporate overtime, and there is an issue around whether or not overtime should normally be
considered for this purpose, given the fact that the intention of the legislation would normally be
around a reduction in ordinary hours, not a reduction of overtime. So I think that is a concern that the
government needs to take on board. Also there are issues around the length of the prescribed period.
Some concern has been raised as to whether or not it should only be limited to when the state of disaster
was declared in Victoria as opposed to a broader period of time, and I just place on record those
thoughts. Can I just say, though, that clearly when we are talking about workers compensation, what
the government could be also doing is not just dealing with this issue about pre-injury earnings but
more importantly providing relief, WorkCover relief, payment relief for businesses. Businesses have
suffered, businesses are still suffering and the government should do what it can in its power to provide
relief for businesses across the state in terms of WorkCover premiums.
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Mr McGHIE (Melton) (10:58): I rise today to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. I want to acknowledge the member for
Buninyong’s powerful contribution. Fundamentally when I have been reading through the materials
provided to us as members, the thing that really speaks out loud and clear in this legislation is this is
about giving power back to victim-survivors. Really this just sums up pretty much all of these
amendments. It is important that when victim-survivors’ control and power over their own lives have
been taken away from them, often by abhorrent acts, they know that our justice system and our legal
system will back them up to make things easier for them and not more difficult. The incredible bravery
that it takes to report and then follow through and go through the enormous legal process, which can
be very, very formal and quite confusing, can really take away a lot of people’s self-confidence. So
being able to give power back to victims by allowing a more simplified and reasonable response to be
able to self-identify that they were a victim and a survivor is something that is well worth our while to
address in this Parliament.
These amendments are about listening to victims—listening to what they want and really supporting
them. It is a response to victims and survivors of sexual assault who have raised concerns about how
the law operates currently and how it can prevent them from sharing their stories. We know from
having talked to victims and survivors that the empowerment from sharing their story, in their own
time and at their own pace, is really important for them and can really change their healing process
after such a traumatic event.
I want to thank the Attorney-General for her work on this amendment bill. This bill is not just about
giving back power to victim-survivors; it supports and strengthens a whole range of other measures
that are needed to update our current legislation—for example, there are a range of measures in this
amendment bill that support workers who have been injured during this COVID-19 pandemic. Their
circumstances are very different, and obviously we are in a very different scenario from that of a
worker who had been injured at work prior to COVID. The Andrews Labor government always stands
up for workers rights and the workforce to make sure that they are not disadvantaged.
This bill also seeks to modernise the area around defamation laws, which is well and truly needed. For
far too long wealthy and powerful individuals have sometimes used defamation laws to hide behind
and intimidate their victims. Flimsy arguments around defamation have been used to prevent their
victims from being able to speak about their experiences. This bill goes towards addressing that
injustice.
The bill also seeks to support victims through the role of the Victims of Crime Consultative
Committee, because this government is a government that listens. Those opposite went to the last state
election on a crime platform, and to some degree Victorians listened, because they well and truly
decided that it was the Andrews Labor government that was best to trust to manage justice. Victorians
rejected the dog whistling of race politics. Victorians overwhelmingly recognise that it is the Andrews
Labor government that they can trust to ensure that our justice system performs better.
This Andrews Labor government will always stand with victims of crime. We have seen that with
support for victims of historical sexual offences and victims of family violence. We have seen that
with this government’s response in that we have a Minister for Prevention of Family Violence. We
have responded so comprehensively to the recommendations set out by the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. We have a Minister for Victim Support and recognise the importance of providing
that support to Victorians.
We have invested in services to support victims. In the most recent budget we committed $26.5 million
towards victim support services, and since 2017 this government has invested over $48 million to
support and provide services for victims of crimes. This includes the intermediaries pilot program.
This program boosts frontline staff and increases the capacity of the Victims of Crime Helpline.
Intermediaries are skilled communications specialists who work with vulnerable witnesses—this
could be at a police interview or at trial stage—and they empower witnesses to give good evidence.
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Previously vulnerable witnesses and victims, child witnesses and those who perhaps have a cognitive
impairment really have not been given access to justice without an intermediary, so this program really
helps them navigate the criminal justice system, which can be so confusing and intimidating. The
budget also provided $6.9 million over four years for the child witness service. Once again, this is
specialist support to child witnesses and their families and really helps them navigate and prepare for
that criminal trial process, with debriefing and helping out post trial as well.
The Victims of Crime Helpline was provided $7.2 million from the budget over two years to support
victims and help provide additional capacity. During lockdown this important service has continued
to operate uninterrupted and continued to help those victims of crime with that essential support. We
have also seen the family violence restorative justice service established, and this was a
recommendation of the Royal Commission into Family Violence. Once again this government is about
supporting victims, helping them to talk about the harms they have experienced and to heal from the
trauma of family violence. It is an important part of victim-survivors’ recovery. These are all among
the reasons why Victorians choose to trust the Andrews Labor government when it comes to justice.
We have also seen some important reforms to protect victims rights. In 2016 the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 was amended. This allowed recorded evidence of sexual assault victims from the Children’s
Court to be used in appeals in higher courts and other related criminal or civil proceedings. We have
created a presumption against parole when a person is convicted of taking another person’s life and
does not assist in locating the body. This amendment is something that the community has really
supported and expected from their government. We have provided victims an independent advocate
with the role of the victims of crime commissioner and really strengthened the support structures for
victims of crime.
The bill has come about from listening to victim-survivors of sexual assault who have told the
government about how the law has impacted them and how it is currently impacting their ability to
share their stories. I would like to pay tribute to all those victim-survivors who have had the courage
to speak publicly about the trauma and the violence they have experienced. Sharing their stories is not
a source of shame; it is a sign of strength. It is only right and just that this government continues to
support them.
I am reminded of a constituent that shared with me her experience from many, many years ago, the
shame that she carried although no fault was hers and the courage she took. The healing started with
her being able to share her story with me. This was a brave woman who had carried her story for over
70 years. We were able to connect her with support agencies. This legislation allows her to be in
control of her story and to stop the suffering that she has had over that 70 years.
The bill amends the act to allow victim-survivors of sexual offence to be publicly identified if they
give written consent and without the need to go about hiring a lawyer and going to the courts to seek
permission and navigate once again that difficult process. This amendment really makes clear that
victim-survivors can self-identify, for example, online, which obviously is keeping our legislation upto-date and current with how society operates in 2020.
The bill also allows child victim-survivors to be identified provided they have been given independent
third-party support, such as from a doctor or a psychologist who is really trained in this area, to certify
that they understand the consequences of their decision and that they are happy for their story to be
shared. It ensures that they have the capacity to consent.
The bill allows for deceased victim-survivors and those who lack decision-making capacity to be
identified by the media, with the court’s permission. The Victorian Law Reform Commission’s
Contempt of Court report really makes clear that currently the law is complex, confusing and needs to
be modernised, and this is what this amendment seeks to do. Previously, since 1991, it has been an
offence to publish details that could identify an alleged victim of sexual assault. The offence was
intended to safeguard and protect the privacy of victim-survivors and really to prevent that fear of
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public identification occurring. The act allowed publication in specific circumstances and was
intended to give pathways for survivors to publish their identifying details, but we now know that this
part of the law is too complex. We know from hearing victim-survivors that it was too complicated
and too intimidating to go through the long process to be able to tell their stories. Ownership of their
stories and how they choose to tell them must be in the hands of the victim-survivors.
We have also seen a change in how society views sexual offending. We know unfortunately that our
society perhaps was not as supportive of survivors of sexual offences in earlier years, and thankfully
we have really changed as a society in how we view victim-survivors. It is of course appropriate for
the courts to continue granting permission to publish details where a victim-survivor does not have the
capacity to provide those details. I support this legislation, and I hope that victim-survivors are
empowered by this change and by knowing that their government has listened to them. I commend
this bill to the house.
Ms HALL (Footscray) (11:08): I am very pleased to be able to contribute to this bill. I would like
to start by acknowledging the contributions from the member for Melton and also the member for
Buninyong, who spoke very powerfully.
With this bill there is a lot to speak about, but at a very basic level I would like to start by talking about
my time working with victims at Victoria Police. Part of my role at VicPol in the media unit was to
work with victims to tell their stories, because personal stories are obviously a very important part of
finding an offender and also for victims to put an offence in their words. Every day we would hold
press conferences with victims of crime. I mostly worked with the homicide squad but also with the
sex crimes squad. It was a very difficult thing to see people having to relive their experiences, but I
also saw that it could be an empowering thing. This bill is about providing that extra support and
delivering justice for victims to extend their ability to share their stories without it being too complex
or overwhelming. I would like to acknowledge their bravery and thank them for being willing to share
their trauma, often so that it can help others.
As I mentioned, there are a number of components to this bill. One of the things that I would really
like to focus on is the defamation component. I think that is an incredibly powerful and important
thing. But first, this bill amends the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 to allow for a victimsurvivor of a sexual offence to be publicly identified if they give written consent, with no need for
permission from the court—and we have heard from many people today about how important that
is—and makes it clear that victim-survivors can self-identify, for example, online; it allows for
children who are victim-survivors to be identified, provided that a qualified, independent third party
such as a doctor or psychologist certifies that they understand the consequences and have capacity to
consent; and it allows deceased victim-survivors and those who lack decision-making capacity to be
identified by media with court permission.
The defamation changes in here struck me as something that is really consistent with some of the
things we have heard in the public domain over recent years, particularly with the #MeToo movement.
This bill makes important changes to modernise defamation law. Too often defamation law, we know,
is used by people who already have a lot of power to stop their deeds from being exposed. Whether it
is about sexual assault, harassment or a range of other misconduct, people need to have the ability to
write and publish matters that are in the public interest. Public interest, of course, can work both ways.
We have also seen examples, particularly over the last year—I can think of a couple of examples—
where perhaps media coverage has not been in the public interest of victims. Whilst it is important to
protect the reputations of people who have not done anything wrong and are defamed, there is a sense
that the law in this area is unbalanced and complex. It is important to show that the material published
actually does cause harm. Defamation laws should not just be a windfall for people who are already
powerful or wealthy.
In 2018 the Council of Attorneys-General reconvened the defamation working party to consider
whether the policy of model defamation laws was fit for purpose. Following extensive public
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consultation the working group made 19 recommendations to reform the model defamation laws. This
bill will amend the Defamation Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to implement the
model defamation amendment provisions. These reforms respond to the most pressing concerns raised
by stakeholders during the review and will significantly modernise defamation law in Australia.
The reforms seek to strike a balance between the need to provide fair remedies for a person whose
reputation is harmed by a publication and the desire to ensure defamation law does not place
unreasonable limits on freedom of expression, particularly regarding matters of public interest. Again,
I think the public interest defence being introduced in this bill is a really important thing. This bill
introduces a new public interest defence that protects defamatory matter where it concerns an issue of
public interest, and again, as I mentioned, that can work both ways. Often people are defamed in the
media when it is not in the public interest, and that can have catastrophic consequences. Where the
defendant reasonably believes that the publication of an issue is in the public interest, they can use this
defence. It will provide guidance to courts by including a non-exhaustive list of factors that the court
can consider when determining whether the public interest defence applies.
The bill also ensures that there is going to be a limitation period for defamation actions consistent in
its application to digital and non-digital publications. A new single publication rule will mean that the
date of the first publication of digital material is the date on which the material was first uploaded by
the publisher. I think this area of law is so complex for people who have been defamed that it is an
impediment for people to achieve justice, and it has been weaponised as well by people who have the
capacity to lawyer up. Then it is doubly challenging for victims—not only have they experienced the
crime, but they have also experienced the threat of defamation. As we have discussed before, telling
your story over and over again can retraumatise. So I think the one-year limitation period is a really
important component, and these amendments allow for the option to request an extension of the
limitation period, with an outer limit of three years.
The bill also introduces a new defence for peer-reviewed statements and assessments in a scientific or
academic journal and recognises the importance of academics and scientists being able to freely
express their views on matters that have been peer-reviewed, without facing the threat and costs of
defamation proceedings. This is a bill that does so much to put the power back in the hands of victimsurvivors, and I absolutely commend this bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (11:18): It is a pleasure to follow my friend the member for Footscray,
and I thank her for her contribution on this bill. I want to start by addressing some of the matters that
have been raised by the opposition during the course of this debate. It is a great shame that the
opposition are once again playing politics with victims, of all people. It is extraordinary. This bill has
victims’ choices and victims’ voices at its core. I would not expect the opposition to take my word for
it, but I am going to quote verbatim, because I think it needs to be read into Hansard, the statement
from the Director of Public Prosecutions, the independent DPP here in the state of Victoria, Kerri Judd,
QC. Her statement says—and I make it available to the house because I am quoting:
Each year, the Office of Public Prosecutions (the OPP) supports hundreds of victims of sexual offending, and
their family members, as they navigate the criminal justice process. Many of those cases include support to a
family where a person in their family is the victim of both sexual offending and homicide.
It has been the experience of the OPP that each victim and family member will hold their own personal view
about whether or not they wish for the victim to be publicly identified as a victim of sexual offending.
Some victims of sexual offending do wish to be identified in the public domain and to speak about their
experience. Other victims do not wish to be publicly identified, and where they have been identified in the
media as a victim of sexual offending, this has caused them a great deal of distress. Enormous distress and retraumatisation can occur, even in cases where a victim has not been specifically named, but the victim feels
that there is sufficient published detail about the case that may lead to their identification.
Likewise, in cases involving sexual offending and homicide, some family members do wish for the victim to
be identified as a victim of sexual offending. Other family members do not want this information in the public
domain. Other family members do not want the information in the public domain until they have had an
opportunity to speak to us—
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being the DPP—
and be informed in advance of the detail of that information. In some cases, not every member of a deceased’s
family will be unanimous.
It is preferable that victims and their families make this decision, not the media. The default position must be
to refrain from publishing until victims and their families have had an opportunity to consider their position,
give their consent or advise the court of their position.

I am just going to repeat that:
… consider their position, give their consent or advise the court of their position. Once there has been a
publication in a digital forum, it is impossible to completely undo the damage.

And the DPP went on in a second statement to say that:
It is important to correct a misconception about the current commentary surrounding the Judicial Proceedings
Reports Act.

She said:
The law as it currently stands prevents publication likely to lead to the identification of a victim of a sexual
offence, including where the victim is deceased.
The law does not prevent identifying them as a homicide victim.
As Director I have not sought to have this legislation enforced against victims and their families as it has not
been in the public interest to do so.
I have sought to have the existing legislation enforced when reporting or anticipated reporting has led to
distress to victims and their families.

And this is important:
The proposed Bill does not seek to change that position. Rather it provides mechanisms for victims and
families to be able to publish relevant information where they desire to.

I do not expect the opposition to take my word for it. I do not expect the opposition to take the
government’s word for it. But when the Director of Public Prosecutions, who lives and breathes these
matters every day, who sits completely independent of government, is adamant about what this bill
does and does not do, what I do expect is for the opposition to at least take heed of that advice, to at
least take notice of that advice and perhaps even to respect the independence of the office and perhaps
even take on board the fact that the professionals in the field have a considered view about these
matters—and the opposition takes a ridiculous view to try and disregard that professional advice.
I have got to say it feels a bit familiar. It feels a bit familiar because those opposite love taking on the
experts and assuming expertise where none is there to be had. They love pretending to be
epidemiologists, they love pretending to be senior criminal barristers and they love pretending to be
experts in all the fields that government traverses, and what they consistently refuse to do is accept
expert advice. This is patterned behaviour, the repetition of which is as devastating as it is predictable
because those opposite just refuse, on every single occasion where this comes up, to take seriously the
serious advice from those professionals.
Mr Wakeling: On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I do not know what the honourable member
is auditioning for, but perhaps you could draw him back to the bill that is at hand and not talking about
the opposition.
Mr FOWLES: On the point of order, Acting Speaker, I am addressing the reasoned amendment,
which takes a particular view about what this bill serves to do. In doing so of course I am allowed to draw
upon the professional opinions that have been voiced in the field, and that is all I am seeking to do.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Suleyman): Members, it has been a wideranging debate, but I
would just draw the member back to the bill.
Mr FOWLES: Thank you, Acting Speaker. Frankly, I am just unable to fathom how it is that the
opposition arrives at the view that there is a single view among all victims’ families. They purport to
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have spoken to victims, but they say that there is unanimity around these matters. What this bill does
is provide the flexibility for victims to chart their own path through disclosure. That is at the core of
this bill, and that is an affirmation of victims’ rights, not a derogation. That is the point that has sadly
not been understood by those who have moved a reasoned amendment to this bill.
The reality is, we know, that not all families want this detail released. We are empowering victims to
chart their own path through publication. It is a different age, a very different age, to what it was back
when some of these matters were first contemplated in the 1990s. With social media and the ability
for people to get their stories out, it is a very different age. It is a very easy age for media to very
quickly, through the digital assets that sit out in the field, gather up all sorts of data about anybody who
is putting their story into the public domain, and we need to afford those victim-survivors protection
at every single turn throughout these processes.
I just want to draw the house’s attention very clearly to this section of the Judicial Proceedings Reports
Act 1958, which has not been amended since 1994, and it was referred to by the DPP—section 4(1A).
It says:
A person who publishes or causes to be published any matter that contains any particulars likely to lead to the
identification of a person against whom a sexual offence …

That person who causes that publication is guilty of an offence. Now, the opposition have just
misinterpreted this section. The prohibition in this section applies indefinitely, even after the victim
dies. This bill does not change that; it does not, and the DPP—that independent expert advice—
confirms that position.
What we do not want to see as a result of this reasoned amendment is a delay to the non-court process
that victim-survivors are provided by this bill. We do not want to see that delay, because it is important.
The reasoned amendment would delay speedy decision-making for victims of crime, it would delay
changes to the laws of defamation and it would deny a protection needed by firefighters prior to this
fire season. There is a detailed process to consult with families to ensure that the law continues to
reflect contemporary behaviour and contemporary obligations. That is the process that will continue
to be ongoing, and the suggestion that this government does not have at its very heart the rights of
victims refuses to acknowledge, in fact, that we have a Minister for Victim Support, and I think one
of the first, if not the first, ministers for victim support in the nation.
The key amendment here is to make sure that victim-survivors who wish to publicly speak on the
abuse that they have suffered are able to do so without fear of prosecution, without fear of their story
being taken from them, without fear of being dragged through a defamation process by a litigant—
vexatious or otherwise. There are lots of stories that need to be told because it is a very important part
of the healing process for many of these victim-survivors. Our job in this place is to enable them, to
support them and to offer them every means to make sure that those important stories—and that
healing can commence. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (11:28): In preparing for today I was struck by the danger of
politicising this very sensitive issue. I was reminded that during my own campaign for the seat of
Hawthorn one of the six candidates was trotting around somebody from the victims of crime, who was
being taken to every shop in West Hawthorn and telling the story—sad story—of sexual assault, the
main point being that the judge only gave the culprit one year behind bars. I thought that we knew
nothing of the situation, circumstances and so on, but it was shameful that one of the six candidates—
I am not going to politicise it by saying which candidate—would use victims of crime as a way of
trying to beef up the ill-fated law-and-order campaign during that time. I am very conscious of the fact
that it is so important in lots of things, but particularly in something like this, that people are not used,
particularly at moments of deep grief and sorrow.
I am pleased to speak to this bill. Many in the Assembly, either in their personal experience or through
their outreach in the community, will have a close understanding of the effects of crime upon its
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victims. Whether through institutional abuse or in the criminal justice system more generally, the often
shattering effect of crime upon its victims cries out for our understanding and for the legislative
recognition and remediation that only this place can give. In both its breadth and detail the bill
addresses issues upon which there is, in my view, widespread community acknowledgement and
consensus that more should be done for the victims of crime, and this bill is doing just that.
The Andrews government will always stand with victims of crime and their families, whether it be in
supporting victims of historical sexual offences or victims of family violence. Indeed the first Victorian
government to have a dedicated Minister for Victim Support, as we have heard today from several
other speakers, was this government. This important role ensures that the needs of victims of crime
are consistently being heard around the cabinet table, around this place and in the halls of justice. It is
also, I think, worthwhile to note that since 2017 amongst other reforms in this area the government
has invested over $48 million in support and services for victims of crime, including improvements to
case management, extending the intermediaries pilot program, boosting frontline staff and increasing
the capacity of the Victims of Crime Helpline. It is upon this proud foundation that this bill is built.
In amending the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 the bill provides for the public identification of
a victim-survivor in a range of ways, and most particularly: firstly, to permit the public identification of
a victim-survivor of a sexual offence should they give written consent, without requiring permission
from the court; secondly, to ensure that victim-survivors are able to self-identify in a public way,
including online; thirdly, to identify child victim-survivors, but only when a qualified independent
expert, such as a doctor or psychologist, formally certifies that the child comprehends the consequences
of identification and has the capacity to consent; and fourthly, to permit the court to allow identification
by the media of deceased victim-survivors and those lacking in decision-making capacity.
It will be appreciated that different provisions will be necessary for those under the age of 18.
Accordingly the bill provides a detailed scheme as to self-identification for adults and for young
people. For adult victim-survivors the bill makes it clear that they may self-publish in ways which
identify them as a victim-survivor of a sexual offence. This may be done on social media, which is
thought likely to be part of their process of recovery and healing. The bill will specify that this conduct
does not constitute an offence. The capacity for a victim-survivor to self-publish includes the media
where the victim-survivor permits such publication and for their identification. However, it is
important to appreciate that even though a victim-survivor may have self-published their story and in
doing so have self-identified, their having done so does not constitute permission generally for a third
party to similarly publish. Instead the bill requires such a secondary publisher to prove, consistent with
the civil evidentiary test balance of probabilities, as we know, that prior written permission has been
granted by the victim-survivor. The bill’s provisions in relation to a self-identifying adult victimsurvivor do not require the prior approval of the court.
Allied to the provisions benefiting the survivors of sexual abuse are the bill’s amendments to the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996, to provide for the delegation of certain duties and authority of
the staff of the Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal, VOCAT. This body fulfils a vital social need in
providing valuable financial assistance to those in our community whose lives are affected by violent
crime. The tribunal hears of the consequences of such crime and, consistent with that act, has
jurisdiction to assist those found eligible in such areas as funeral and counselling costs; medical
expenses—for example, ambulance fees; damage to clothing and general damage; and where threats
are ongoing, relocation costs and security cameras.
It will be readily appreciated that not infrequently the need for such assistance is pressing, and while
much aid is forthcoming from the benevolent agencies in the community, the benefits able to be
conferred upon victims by VOCAT are of immeasurable benefit. More specifically the bill seeks to
remedy the current backlog of some 8000 cases, which has placed VOCAT under enormous pressure,
as you can well imagine. Centrally relevant is the fact of family violence being behind much of the
work which comes before VOCAT. The victim-survivors of family violence, already traumatised by
often dreadful experiences, stand in need of ready assistance. The present unfortunate position
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occasioned by the backlog of cases has meant delay and hardship and the risk of retraumatising adult
clients and their children at their time of need, and this has led to the practical solutions contained
within this particular bill.
The principal remedy provided in the bill is the creation of a new class of VOCAT staff titled ‘tribunal
officers’ and to allow the Chief Magistrate to delegate to those officers certain powers and duties
previously exercised only by the tribunal. Whether legally qualified or qualified by their experience to
undertake these higher duties, the tribunal officers will be empowered to obtain information and make
less complex the various award decisions that are handed down. It is considered that the efficiency of
the tribunal will be significantly enhanced by these reforms, which importantly will also further ensure
that the tribunal is a body accessible to the victims of crime. It is noteworthy that applicants before the
tribunal will not be disadvantaged by the creation of the tribunal officers role, as the existing review
rights to VOCAT are in fact maintained.
It is important to see these measures as part of the government’s ongoing reform. I am mindful of the
Victorian Law Reform Commission’s review of the workings and effectiveness of the VOCAT. The
VOCAT measures represent the Labor government’s commitment to implement and enhance the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family Violence. I commend the bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (11:38): It is an honour to speak on such an important bill. I might
at the outset make it clear that I do not feel it is my job to speak on behalf of victims, and I would
caution anyone in this chamber pretending to speak on behalf of victims. I was in the chair listening
to the member for Caulfield yesterday on this. He made a passionate contribution, but I did feel at
various points that it came across that he was speaking on behalf of victims. Well, can I tell you, Acting
Speaker, I do not know much about this area, but I know enough to know that victims have at least
one thing in common—that is, the devastation that has been caused to them by others by being a victim
of a crime. But that is about where the similarities end. They have differences of opinions, differences
of values and different nuances, so no-one should speak on behalf of them. They should be able to
make the decision that is in their best interests and accords with their values. So the opposition coming
here pretending to hold the Holy Grail of what a victim wants is really an affront to that victim’s
experience. We do not pretend to do that. We come to this chamber with this bill to provide the best
possible avenues for victims to make their own decisions while protecting those others on the road of
that decision-making matrix—so if there are multiple victims, for example.
I just wanted to start with that and go to the point that the member for Burwood made in his excellent
contribution, which is to listen to some of the expertise—again, which is expertise not replacing the
victim’s voice but expertise that should guide us as lawmakers in this area. I think it is worth in my
contribution quoting what the member for Burwood did, and that is the statement from the Director of
Public Prosecutions, Kerri Judd, QC, who said:
Each year, the Office of Public Prosecutions (the OPP) supports hundreds of victims of sexual offending, and
their family members, as they navigate the criminal justice process. Many of those cases include support to a
family where a person in their family is the victim of both sexual offending and homicide.
It has been the experience of the OPP that each victim and family member will hold their own personal view
about whether or not they wish for the victim to be publicly identified as a victim of sexual offending.
Some victims of sexual offending do wish to be identified in the public domain and to speak about their
experience. Other victims do not wish to be publicly identified, and where they have been identified in the
media as a victim of sexual offending, this has caused them a great deal of distress. Enormous distress and retraumatisation can occur, even in cases where a victim has not been specifically named, but the victim feels
that there is sufficient published detail about the case that may lead to their identification.
Likewise, in cases involving sexual offending and homicide, some family members do wish for the victim to
be identified as a victim of sexual offending. Other family members do not want this information in the public
domain. Other family members do not want the information in the public domain until they have had an
opportunity to speak to us and be informed in advance of the detail of that information. In some cases, not
every member of a deceased’s family will be unanimous.
It is preferable that victims and their families make this decision, not the media.
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And this is not in the director’s comments, but I will add it—nor should politicians make that decision.
Continuing with her statement:
The default position must be to refrain from publishing until victims and their families have had an
opportunity to consider their position, give their consent or advise the court of their position. Once there has
been a publication in a digital forum, it is impossible to completely undo the damage.

I think this is vital not because this person, this senior public office-holder in the state of Victoria,
speaks on behalf of victims but because that office has probably more direct experience with victims
and their realities and their experiences than anyone else in this chamber. So I think that office and
that office-holder speak with some authority around how we need to navigate this law. It is complex.
It is complex and it is important, and I think we have achieved the right balance.
I will go a bit to the elements of the bill that I think achieve that. The bill will try to ensure that victimsurvivors no longer need a court order to tell their experience, and I am conscious of the member for
Pascoe Vale’s excellent contribution in which she reminded us that some victims do not like the word
‘story’. To some victims—again, not all—it feels like it is a fiction, so I am going to try and call it
‘experience’. This bill tries to ensure that victim-survivors no longer need a court order to tell their
experience if they had given informed consent to being identified. We have heard from victimsurvivors how important and empowering it is for them to be able to tell their experience on their own
terms, and we have acted to ensure that the law can facilitate that. Closely related to this are the
measures in the bill to modernise our defamation laws, which others have spoken to.
The bill aims to speed up the decision-making on applications for financial assistance and enhance the
role of the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee and a whole range of the apparatus that is
established in bureaucracy and in law to support victims.
Unfortunately, as I said at the beginning, those opposite have chosen in a sense to play politics with a
very serious issue. The bill will make it clear that both adults and children may lawfully self-publish
information likely to identify them as victim-survivors of sexual offences, including on social media.
Young people and children under 18 will need the support of an authorised independent person,
naturally. The bill will clarify when a third person may publish materials that identify a victim-survivor.
In relation to most adult victim-survivors, publication will be allowed if a victim-survivor provides
permission in writing. As the Minister for Victim Support—and again, as the member for Burwood and
others said, we had the first Minister for Victim Support of any government in Australia—said, this is
a really important safeguard, providing written permission. In cases where the victim-survivors do not
have the capacity to provide permission themselves, it remains necessary for the court to retain a role
in granting permission. We will try and do further work in relation to making it even more accessible,
but who else would do so at this point, other than the court? It makes complete sense.
It is possible that the publication of the identity and experience of one victim could lead to the
identification of the other, and unfortunately we have seen this within families. If someone wishes to
self-publish details that lead to the identification of additional victim-survivors, they can only do that
where they have first obtained written permission from those other victims. This ensures the privacy
and anonymity of each victim-survivor and their right to determine when and how their experiences
are shared and how they are protected, not just to protect their right from us but to protect their right
from other victims. Everybody has a very personal and deeply held view about these things. As the
Minister for Victim Support said:
This is a very, very important part of this bill. Like most communities, there are diverse views on how these
things should be handled. As in the community of victim-survivors, there are diverse views about how public
details should be and how much should be exposed when it exposes somebody else who has been a victim
that may not want their story …

or their experience told. In a complex area we have to be guided by protecting the free will and agency
and the values of the people that we are trying to assist, not imposing them on those people. I have felt
to some extent that is what the opposition was trying to do. If you unpack what they are proposing, as
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other members have said, they are proposing one of two things: hold the bill to do further consultation,
even though they have themselves accused us of delaying it; or make these changes because they think
they speak for victim-survivors better than we do. We say no; neither is the case. This is an appropriate
framework for now—of course we are always open to augmenting and changing—to give the dignity
and respect to victim-survivors and their families and to do what is in their interest and accords with
their values in terms of telling their experiences. I commend the Attorney-General, I commend the
Minister for Victim Support and I wish this bill speedy passage for the sake of all families in Victoria.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (11:48): I rise to make a contribution on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020. This legislation is making changes to
a number of acts of Parliament. It introduces measures to include reforms to further the rights of
victims and their ability to speak of their experiences. It really strengthens victims of crime legislation
as well. In addition to this, it amends the Defamation Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958
in relation to the implementation of the model national code. There are amendments to the Corrections
Act 1986, the Forest Acts 1958 and various workplace legislation. A significant part of the bill does
go to the issue of supporting victims of crime. More particularly it relates to those victims of sexual
assault crimes and their ability to tell of their experiences should they wish to do so.
We have been told by the Attorney-General in her second-reading speech that the government heard
from many victim-survivors and their advocates as well as other stakeholders. This is a particularly
sensitive area and difficult for many to speak of. There are many victim-survivors who are adamant
that they want to speak of their experiences, and similarly there are others who fiercely want to protect
their right to privacy. Sexual assault victims have suffered extreme trauma, and so often they are
haunted by the experiences that come with them for the rest of their lives. I pay my respects to all of
those who have suffered in this way and acknowledge their right to speak. It is an important part of
their journey, but it also contributes to society’s better understanding of what is so often gender-based
violent crime.
I am advised that further work will be conducted in terms of wider consultations in the months ahead,
recognising that this can be such a complex area to legislate in. There are many differing views, and
we have heard a lot of those this week. I think it is really important that we take into account the range
of views, and I understand that the government is going to move on with even further consultation
because it is so important that we get this right. I would say to the Attorney-General: in doing this
please remember our regional areas. We too have all these issues. We have a centre against sexual
assault in Shepparton which does important work along with our courts, lawyers, legal aid—all these
organisations often work with and are very close to victims of crime as they go through their processes.
I have noted the reasoned amendment and the house amendments put forward by the member for
Caulfield, and I will not be supporting those. I think it is important that we get on with it, even though
there is more to be done. While this process perhaps could have been better managed—it seems to
have hit some hurdles this week and caused some upset and controversy generally in the community—
I do trust that moving forward we can come to a solution that will give people some better ways of
resolving these issues.
One of the complaints I have heard just on radio is that the need to go to court can be prohibitive in
terms of the costs of lawyering up, in a sense. I do think that this is an area where a victim’s right to
go to court should be publicly funded. Now, we do have legal aid and we do have victims of crime
services. If that is not the case, I think it is one area where this is not a case of means-testing people. It
is a case of people who have suffered greatly who are going to have to go through the trauma and who
need support and assistance—and often legal assistance—to do that. I think we should look hard at
providing a fund to enable that to happen as part of any further amendments going forward.
I want to make a few comments in relation to the Forests Act 1958. This current bill will enable the
secretary to enter into agreements with Fire Rescue Victoria relating to land which falls within the
zones that the fire services will manage. Risks of bushfires remain with us and will always be us. The
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devastating bushfires of the last Christmas period are still really fresh in our memories even though
they have been overtaken by so many other things during the course of the year. I want to raise
concerns about areas between Shepparton and Mooroopna that are currently at high fire risk. We have
had a wonderful season in terms of rainfall across northern Victoria in many parts. We have got
fabulous crops growing. The fruit season is looking promising despite the fact that we are struggling
to find the workers we will need to pick those crops. But there are many areas—roadsides, public
lands, even private properties—that have incredibly tall grass that is currently drying off. It will not be
long until we have over 40-degree days in our region, and it will be too late then to do anything about
removing, slashing, doing safe burning—these sorts of things.
Now, in between Shepparton and Mooroopna we have part of the Lower Goulburn National Park. It
is forest land. I walk there with my dogs on a very regular basis—and very carefully these days because
of the risk of snakes. But I have observed for myself and just last year took a trip with some of our
CFA officers to observe what was happening there. The tracks need to be looked at—they need to be
in a good state of repair so that fire trucks can get in—but more importantly there is a window now to
do something about clearing away tall grass. There are huge areas of young saplings that should not
be there anyway, because they impede the natural side of the forest, so there is work that needs to be
done, and I would ask the government to, in considering this, put in their minds future works that are
needed near regional areas. We only have to see what happened in California—town after town after
town burnt to the ground—and even here in Victoria and New South Wales with towns and many
houses in towns decimated. We are having fires like never before, and we need to be prepared for
them. Along the Goulburn River there are houses and suburbs effectively just on the other side of the
river where there is very overgrown forest. Gemmill Swamp backs onto—about from here to that wall,
say 50 metres—a whole row of houses. It would just go up like a bomb. It is so overgrown and so in
need of some form of forest management.
We have just seen the release yesterday of the Royal Commission into National Natural Disaster
Arrangements. The report was presented to the Governor-General just yesterday. It is otherwise known
as the bushfires royal commission—the one conducted by the federal government. I do hope we will
see the results of that soon, because one of the big issues where there is contention is about this issue
of slow burning, whether it be Indigenous burns or by forest or fire services. There needs to be clarity
about that. We do not need to just continue to have arguments about it and do nothing. There needs to
be a resolution.
Another issue I would just like to mention is that at the moment the Shepparton fire station is
completely being rebuilt. It has relocated; it is a new fire station. Shepparton’s is one of the few stations
that has had an integrated capacity between CFA and Fire Services Victoria, and they will soon be
moving into the new fire station. But people have contacted me about the fact that it was intended
always that the CFA volunteers would have a four-berth shed built on that same property where the
new fire station is currently being built. This has not happened. It is getting near completion, and I am
hearing from members of our community who have shown a lot of good faith in coming together to
give us an integrated fire service that they are worried it will not happen. And so I raise that just as
something that does need to be looked at. Somewhere in head office someone is not paying attention.
It needs to be attended to, and I would ask that the goodwill of people who have come together in the
Shepparton region to provide our fire services is taken into account. Issues of trust are very important,
and I regard that as being a very important issue in our community as well. So on that note I would
say that I support the bill.
Following speeches incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 27 October:
Ms COUZENS (Geelong)
I am pleased to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other Measures)
Bill 2020.
I want to thank the Attorney-General and her team for their significant work on this bill.
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This bill is about delivering justice for victims. It is about listening to what victims want and supporting their
needs.
This bill is responding to the concerns of victim-survivors of sexual assault who have raised concerns about
the impact of current laws on their ability to share their stories.
This bill will ensure that victim-survivors no longer need a court order to tell their stories if they have given
informed consent to being identified.
We have heard from victim-survivors how important and empowering it is for them to be able to tell their
stories—on their own terms—and we have acted to ensure that the law can facilitate that. I know the Geelong
community strongly support this.
Closely related to this are measures in the bill to modernise our defamation laws. We have seen in Australia,
and around the world, victims of sexual assault attempting to speak out about their experiences only to be
threatened with defamation proceedings.
There are a range of other measures in the bill to support victims.
The bill aims to speed up the decision-making on applications for financial assistance and enhance the role of
the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee to ensure it continues to provide a forum for victims of crime
to discuss improvements to policies and service delivery.
The bill also includes a range of other important measures to support injured workers during COVID-19 and
to ensure community safety and the safety of our prison system.
The Andrews Labor government will always stand with victims of crime. Whether it is supporting victims of
historical sexual offences or victims of family violence, we hear you and we see you.
I am proud that this Victorian government is the first to have a dedicated Minister for Victim Support. This
role ensures the needs of victims of crime are consistently being heard around the cabinet table.
The family violence restorative justice service was established by the department of justice following a
recommendation from the Royal Commission into Family Violence. The service supports victim-survivors
to talk about the harms they have experienced in order to heal and move forward from their experiences of
family violence. To feel heard and to have their experiences validated is an important part of a victimsurvivor’s recovery.
Victim-survivors of sexual assault have powerfully told the government how the current law impacts on their
ability to share their stories.
We pay tribute to those victim-survivors who have the courage to speak publicly about the profound trauma
and violence of experiencing sexual assault. It is not a source of shame. It is a sign of strength.
As the Victorian Law Reform Commission Contempt of Court report makes clear, the Judicial Proceedings
Reports Act 1958 is complex and confusing. It needs to be modernised, and this bill will implement the first
stage of a planned overhaul of that act.
Importantly the bill will also allow victim-survivors to tailor their permission—they can give permission for
some of their details to be published, e.g. their name, but not others, e.g. their image—or to limit publication
in other ways.
The bill will protect the identity of each individual victim to ensure that no victim can be identified without
providing permission for this to occur. In cases involving multiple victims the permission of each victim likely
to be identified by the publication must be obtained.
The bill also makes important changes to modernise defamation law.
Too often defamation law is used by the wealthy and the powerful to stop their deeds being exposed.
While it is important to protect the good reputations of people who have been defamed, there is a sense that
the law in this area was unbalanced and too complex. Defamation law should not just be a windfall for people
with already deep pockets.
The bill will introduce a serious harm threshold to deter trivial actions and prevent vexatious or oppressive
litigation tactics by claimants where no significant harm is suffered.
The onus will be placed on the claimant to establish that the publication of defamatory matter about a person
has caused or is likely to cause serious harm to the reputation of the person.
The bill will introduce a new public interest defence that protects defamatory matter where it concerns an
issue of public interest and where the defendant reasonably believed that the publication of the matter was in
the public interest.
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It will provide guidance to courts by including a non-exhaustive list of factors that the court may consider
when determining whether the public interest defence applies.
The bill also amends the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 to allow for the delegation of certain powers
and duties to specific Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal staff.
The purpose of this reform is to speed up the decision-making on applications for financial assistance.
The Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal provides financial assistance to victims of violent crime under the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996. Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal hears and determines
applications for financial assistance made by victims.
The financial assistance can cover expenses that they have incurred, or are likely to incur in the future, as a
direct result of the crime.
The creation of the role of tribunal officers will enhance VOCAT’s role as an accessible forum for victims to
seek financial assistance. It will allow for less complex matters to be dealt with in a more efficient manner,
while not compromising the quality of the decision-making process. Importantly applicants to VOCAT will
still have their existing review rights, including for a review of the final determination at VCAT.
The 2019–20 budget provided $3.2 million over three years to establish a team to design a new financial
assistance scheme for victims of crime.
The bill also amends the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015 to:
•

introduce renumeration for victims of crime representatives of the committee;

•

extend the committee chairperson’s maximum term of appointment from two years to three years;

•

extend victim representatives’ maximum term of appointment from two to three years; and

•

allow for the reappointment of members who are victims of crime for a further term of up to six
months.

The Victims of Crime Consultative Committee provides a forum for victims of crime, justice agencies and
victims-of-crime services to discuss improvements to practice, policy and service delivery.
These reforms will ensure victim-survivors have a powerful voice to government.
The bill will also amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 to ensure that injured workers are not disadvantaged in terms of their compensation
entitlements due to economic conditions of the COVID-19 pandemic.
We know that this pandemic has hit workers hard, and where we can alleviate some of the economic pressure
for injured workers we will.
WorkSafe has advised that this change will assist at least 200 injured workers.
The bill will clarify provisions of the Corrections Act 1986 to enter an arrangement with the commonwealth
relating to the commonwealth’s high-risk terrorist offenders scheme.
This commits a convicted terrorist offender who poses an unacceptable risk of committing a serious terrorism
offence at the end of their custodial sentence to further detention. These orders last for up to three years and
are reviewed by the court annually.
Some people go to great lengths to smuggle drugs and other contraband into the prison system, and with
prison visits suspended due to the coronavirus—COVID-19—pandemic, we’ve seen changes to how
prisoners attempt to bring drugs into prisons, with more prisoners attempting to smuggle them using mail.
This new law will cut off that supply route. Since March more than 990 drug items have been seized from
prisoner mail, compared to 144 items in the six months prior—or four a week before COVID-19 restrictions
to 38 per week.
COVID has seen a drop on the smuggling of contraband into the prison system.
Fire Services
With the commencement of the Fire Rescue Victoria in July of this year Victoria’s fire services have been
modernised and strengthened.
However, a number of consequential changes now need to be made operationally to ensure the seamless
coordination and interoperability of the fire services.
Now that the Fire Rescue Victoria act is in operation we need to refresh some of these arrangements and
ensure that operationally and legally they are fit for purpose.
This bill is about justice for victims and implements important reforms that victims themselves have asked
for.
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Finally, the bill strengthens community safety. It clarifies powers around the high-risk terrorists scheme and
boosts the powers of prison officers to intercept contraband.
I commend the bill to the house.

Mr TAK (Clarinda)
I am proud to make a contribution today in support of the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting
Victims and Other Matters) Bill 2020.
The bill will implement critical measures to support victims and ensure community safety.
We have heard from victim-survivors how important and empowering it is for them to be able to tell their
stories, and we have acted to ensure that the law can facilitate that.
The bill allows victim-survivors of sexual offending to tell their stories, without the need for court permission,
in response to victim-survivors of sexual assault through the Let Us Speak campaign.
This government has a proud history of supporting victim-survivors, and this bill is yet another example of that.
We saw that in the most recent budget, which committed $26.5 million towards victim support services.
And since 2017 the government has invested over $48 million in support and services for victims of crime,
including improvements to case management, extending the intermediaries pilot program, boosting frontline
staff and increasing the capacity of the Victims of Crime Helpline.
I am proud to be part of a government that stands with victims of crime, whether it is supporting victimsurvivors of sexual offences or victims of family violence or otherwise. I am proud to be part of a government
that listens to and stands with victims of crime.
The bill will make some important amendments to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958, which will
serve several important functions, those being to:
•

allow for a victim-survivor of a sexual offence to be publicly identified if they give written consent,
with no need for permission from the court;

•

make clear that victim-survivors can self-identify, e.g. online;

•

allow for child victim-survivors to be identified, provided that a qualified independent third party,
such as a doctor or psychologist, certifies that they understand the consequences and have capacity
to consent; and

•

allowing deceased victim-survivors and those who lack decision-making capacity to be identified
by media with court permission.

These are important changes.
We know that sexual assault is a crime that is widespread and a crime that can have such dramatic short and
long-term consequences for the survivor.
It is also vastly under-reported, underinvestigated, and underconvicted.
So we need to do everything that we can to support and empower victim-survivors.
So I am glad to support these amendments to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act.
Further amendments will be made to the Defamation Act 2005 and Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to
implement nationally agreed reforms to uniform defamation law.
Related to the measures responding to the ‘Let Us Speak’ campaign are amendments to modernise and
improve our defamation laws. These are being implemented across Australia. It is important that our
defamation laws require a plaintiff to demonstrate actual harm, so that the law isn’t just used to silence
people—particularly important in the context of victims of sexual offending.
Additionally, the bill will amend the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 to allow for the delegation of
certain powers and duties to Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal staff as well as amending the Victims of
Crime Commissioner Act 2015 to modernise the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee term lengths,
remuneration and reappointment.
These specific amendments are important to speed up decision-making on applications for financial assistance
and enhance the role of the Victims of Crime Consultative Committee so that it continues to be a forum for
victims of crime to discuss improvements to policies and service delivery.
There are several other amendments to acts included here, and I will just touch on these quickly.
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The bill will amend the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 to ensure that injured workers are not disadvantaged in terms of their compensation
entitlements due to economic conditions of the COVID-19 pandemic.
Also the bill will amend the Corrections Act 1986 to:
a.

support the functioning of continuing detention orders under the commonwealth high-risk terrorist
offenders scheme; and

b.

strengthen powers to deal with prisoner correspondence for security purposes.

And finally, it will amend the Forests Act 1958 to provide Forest Fire Management Victoria firefighters with
the legal authorisation to operate within the Fire Rescue Victoria fire district.
So there are a host of amendments there; however, at the heart of this bill is responding to the concerns of
victim-survivors of sexual assault who have raised concerns about the impact of current laws on their ability
to share their stories.
And as such, I’m proud to support this important bill and I commend the bill to the house.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell)
I am pleased to make a contribution to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Supporting Victims and Other
Matters) Bill.
This bill contains broad changes, including:
•

amending the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 regarding the identification of victims of
sexual offences;

•

amending the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 to provide for the delegation of certain powers
and duties;

•

amending the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015 to extend the maximum period of
appointment for committee members;

•

amending the Defamation Act 2005 and the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to change rules around
defamation law;

•

amending the Corrections Act 1986 in relation to certain detention orders;

•

amending the Forests Act 1958 to enable the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning’s forest firefighters to carry out specified activities within Fire Rescue Victoria districts;

•

making changes to what constitutes the relevant period for the purposes of calculating the preinjury
average weekly earnings of a worker accessing injury compensation in response to the effects of
the COVID-19 pandemic.

Given the complexity and nature of many of these changes, I would like to thank staff from the AttorneyGeneral’s office for their assistance in preparation for this bill.
I have listened intently to the debate in the chamber, and I would like to thank all members in this Parliament
and those in the community for their contributions, thoughts and feedback. Members of my community have
been very engaged in these changes, in particular regarding those within the Judicial Proceedings Reports
Act 1958. I have been heartened that the conversations have all had as centric wanting the best outcome for
victims and their families, as I’m sure everyone in this chamber would agree. I’m even sure that everyone
across the political spectrum has the same objectives in having victims and their families at the forefront of
our minds, but it seems the road getting there is less clear by way of this legislation and the amendments
proposed by the coalition.
Speaking to the proposed changes to the Judicial Proceedings Reports Act 1958 and the process of
identification of victim-survivors of sexual violence, I understand that these changes and indeed previous
changes are complicated and have ramifications in other ways within the legal framework. There are
obviously legal consequences that need to be worked through, and as long as the victims and their families
are central to any legislative reform, I think it is important that we do work through them as a society. The
consultation process will be complex, as will be any resolutions, and I would hope that victims and their
families will be provided with adequate support during this time.
I will touch upon a topic that has prompted many in my community to get in touch, and that is deceased
victims and the process of identification. I would like to put on record my sincerest condolences for the
devastating trauma associated with not only heinous crimes but associated information being in the public
domain for individuals and families; it would be absolutely horrifying. I agree that further work needs to be
done in this space, but I am pleased to see that this bill provides a framework for these families in terms of
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making decisions about what is able to be reported in the media surrounding these traumatic events. These
matters can be complex and complicated, dependent on the circumstances. I have thought in my head about
the trauma a victim goes through and their loved ones go through and about how one best contends with such
awful circumstances. But ultimately and eventually my strong position is that victims and their families must
have their voice if that’s what they want, and conversely if they wish to maintain anonymity, then this should
be their right. Whilst I have no issue with the intent of this legislation, I do remain concerned that there is a
concession that this bill by no means resolves the various issues previously highlighted and in that manner
about whether it is best to separate these important provisions and ensure a further bill is bought back into
Parliament after further consultation with and agreement from victims, victim groups and their families.
Moving to changes stepped out within the amendments proposed to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident Compensation Act 1985, I welcome these changes to ensure that
the workers who have been injured during the COVID-19 pandemic, and have subsequently endured reduced
hours, will be supported by the changes to their earnings calculations. Supporting people in these vulnerable
situations is a move I commend the government for.
I do hope that this commonsense approach will begin to apply to the government’s restrictions levels, as part
of the health response, for businesses who are similarly suffering reduced capacity on earnings. In particular in
my electorate there are several businesses that have not been paid any funds from the Business Support Fund.
They are enduring extensive restrictions on their operations and performing time-consuming mandatory record
keeping—all at an expense to their productivity and earnings capacity. It would be terrific to see similar changes
implemented to support them as they navigate through the pandemic response and road map.
Briefly, I would like to touch upon the amendments to the Forests Act 1958 to allow DELWP to enter into an
agreement with Fire Rescue Victoria relating to relevant Forest Fire Management Victoria personnel carrying
out fire management activities within FRV fire districts. So many of the changes we have seen to our
firefighting services this year has been met with consternation by my community, and I would like to again
point out that our firefighters are our absolute heroes, we cannot live safely without them, and they indeed
deserve our respect and consideration with any legislative reform. We are still working through a lot of the
issues that have arisen from FRV’s implementation earlier this year, and I would like to see more action from
the government in addressing these problems.
In closing, this bill really does present a broad range of changes, and I note the coalition have submitted
amendments and they will be considered within my deliberations.

Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (11:58): I move:
That the matter now be adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
MARINE SAFETY AMENDMENT (BETTER BOATING FUND) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HORNE:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:59): It is a pleasure to rise this afternoon to open the debate on
behalf of the opposition on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. The long
title suggests that this is a bill to provide for the establishment of the Better Boating Fund—and yes, it
certainly is—to facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades and continual maintenance of Victoria’s boating
infrastructure, and to provide funding for related matters. Well, frankly I think that is a bit of a stretch.
No disrespect to the parliamentary draftsmen, but there is nothing in this bill that facilitates urgent boat
ramp upgrades. There is nothing in this bill that will ensure continued maintenance of Victoria’s
boating infrastructure. And you only need to look at clause 1 of this bill. The first dot point of the
explanatory memorandum says it provides:
… for the establishment of a trust account to be known as the Better Boating Fund …

Yes, it does. And secondly, it provides:
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… for certain fees imposed by regulation in respect of marine safety to not be limited to an amount relating
to the cost of providing the service.

And that is all the bill does; that is it. It sets up the fund, and it basically provides some certainty with
regard to the rate of fees that are charged for licences and registration of recreational vessels, which I
think is rather interesting, because when you look at the second-reading speech, the Minister for
Fishing and Boating said:
The Andrews Labor Government understands that certainty and transparency are the foundations for
developing and maintaining a constructive partnership with the boating industry to improve safety, improve
facilities and promote growth.

Well, frankly, I do not think it sets up that constructive partnership. It is actually more in the nature of
a confidence trick, this bill. The minister went on to say:
This Bill will establish the Better Boating Fund …

Well, yes, we have already established it will; that is correct. But then it says:
… the Treasurer will transfer the equivalent of all revenue collected from marine licensing and vessel
registration fees into the fund.

That is not an accurate statement. You might even say it is a false statement, but I would not go that
far in terms of parliamentary language. But to suggest that the Treasurer will transfer that money is
not correct. The Treasurer might transfer the money in the context of the bill. The Treasurer might
transfer the money. The Treasurer certainly can transfer the money. The Treasurer may transfer the
money. But there is nothing in this bill that says the Treasurer will transfer the money. So the bill
provides no certainty for anyone—certainly not for the boating industry and not even for the
Treasurer—and it provides precious little in the way of transparency.
If we turn to the details of the bill, leaving aside clause 1, which I have already touched on, and
clause 2, which is a pretty standard commencement clause, we get to clause 3, which is almost the
entire substance of this bill—the establishment of the Better Boating Fund. So the bill establishes the
fund, as we have said. The bill establishes that money can be paid into the fund by the Treasurer—
money related to marine safety and authorised to be paid into the fund; I am not sure there is any, but
that can also be paid into the fund—and money that is appropriated by Parliament can be paid into the
fund, and investment proceeds. But of course that is any money authorised to be paid into the fund by
the Treasurer or the minister administering part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994, which of
course is normally the Assistant Treasurer and the Treasurer jointly. That is the point.
Now, the Treasurer or the Assistant Treasurer may authorise the $31 million that was referred to in the
second-reading speech, but equally they could authorise $31 000, or they might authorise nothing.
There is nothing in this bill that says the money that is raised from boating fees, registration fees and
licence fees must go into this account. Subsection (3) to subsection (5) of new section 271G basically
set up the purposes for which money may be paid out of the fund, and I think all of those things are
reasonable. I am not sure that there is sufficient detail in the reporting, but I will come to that in a
minute. But the purposes for which the money may be used is reasonable. Subsection (5) is in relation
to the appropriation of the money, which again is pretty standard.
Then we get to proposed section 271H of the principal act, the financial report of the Better Boating
Fund. The bill proposes that the total amount received be reported but not the sources of funds and not
the amounts. It proposes that the total paid out be reported but not any detail, and frankly the detail
reported could be something as simple as payments under section 271G, subsections (3) and (4), of
the Marine Safety Act 2010; it could be that simple. And that is not what was agreed. What was agreed
between the industry and the government was that there would be transparency, and there is nothing
in this reporting arrangement to transparency, except for a very slight nod in that the total amount of
fees received for registration renewal and transfer of registration of recreational vehicles and the grant
renewal and endorsement of the marine licences must also be reported. But in terms of the projects
that are undertaken, the extent of maintenance that is undertaken, the extent of money spent on safety,
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the extent of money spent on education—none of those things are required to be identified in terms of
the reporting.
But the particularly offensive provision here is the suggestion that it is adequate to report expenditure
from this sort of fund with a report prepared by the secretary and put on the department website. I
mean, that is just complete nonsense—not that I do not have faith in the Secretary of the Department
of Transport to prepare the report, clearly. It has got to be with the approval of the minister, and then
it is put on the website. It is not even included in the department’s annual report, so it could go up for
one day, 1 hour, 1 minute and be brought down, and the whole requirement is acquitted. These are not
documents placed online as are, for example, the answers to questions on notice, which go on the
Parliament’s website and are backed by a resolution of the house and would require a resolution of the
house for them to be taken down. All it requires is that the secretary, or whoever is in charge of
administering the department’s website, says, ‘Oh, we don’t need that anymore’, and it is gone. There
is no guarantee that it will remain published at all.
Clause 4 relates to fees, rates and charges. This is about making sure that it is reasonable to charge
more for providing those services than the cost of the service. For the avoidance of doubt, that is fine.
Clause 5(1) wants to substitute ‘from the’ for ‘for the’, which under some circumstances could be a
significant change. I should say, there does not appear to be anyone from the department or the
minister’s office in the chamber, but I was fully briefed, and I thank both the minister’s office and the
department for the briefing that was received. I was assured during that briefing that this is a correction
and not an amendment. That is my language, but that was the substance of the advice: this is a
correction, not an amendment, to the bill. And I take that advice on face value. Subclause 5(2) is again
cost of service versus charging for the cost of service—the avoidance of doubt. That is pretty
straightforward, and that is it. That is the bill. That is all seven pages, including the endnotes of this
bill. If you had been on Mars for the last two years, you might be wondering why I was harping on
about the lack of transparency and why it is not acceptable for the Treasurer to have control of the
funds that go into the account, so I need to go back a couple of years and just look at where the original
commitments came from.
On 9 September 2018 the Liberal and National parties announced that if they formed government they
would establish a ‘blue infrastructure fund’ and would return all proceeds of collected boating fees
into improving facilities for the boating community. We made the point at the time that on the basis
of the 2016–17 figures, which were the most recent figures available at the time of the announcement,
the current government had returned just 11.6 per cent of the total of $27.7 million annual boating
revenue that was received—11.6 per cent, so probably around about $3 million. The actual figure is
$3.23 million. Compare that with New South Wales, at the time spending $17 million annually, and
Queensland, $15 million annually. We saw there was an issue and we put forward a policy position
which was strongly welcomed by the boating community.
Some seven weeks later, on 31 October, the Premier held a press conference—it took him seven weeks
to get organised, ramp up the policy reels and work the policy out—and announced a very original
policy:
Labor will … make sure that every cent of licencing and registration fees is spent on boating safety and
facilities.

He said:
Labor will establish a Better Boating Fund …

But the important point here is: ‘every cent of licensing and registration fees is spent on boating safety
and facilities’. That was still the narrative when the bill was introduced. We have the media release
from 13 October from the Minister for Fishing and Boating:
The Victorian Government will deliver on its promise to reinvest boating fees directly back into the
industry …
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It is a shame that the bill does not actually say that. It continues:
The Better Boating Fund will ensure every cent of the approximately $30 million of boat licensing and
registration fees collected each year goes towards improving boating for all Victorians.

A very laudable sentiment: every cent goes to the fund. But again, there are no guarantees, and it
certainly does not deliver on that very, very clear promise made by the Premier in October 2018. It is
interesting that just three days later the minister wrote to stakeholders. The language had been dialled
back significantly because of course by this time the actual bill was out as opposed to the first reading,
so people could see exactly what the government intended. The minister said:
I am writing to inform you that we have introduced legislation to Parliament to establish the Better Boating
Fund … to ‘allocate proceeds of collected boat licence and registration fees to improve facilities and safety’
and to ‘establish the Better Boating Fund …

Twice in the same paragraph. But what is strikingly absent from this piece of correspondence is the
reference to ‘every cent’. There is no mention of ‘every cent’ anymore and not even some of the more
overblown claims of the second-reading speech. All of those are gone from this communication to
stakeholders because people can actually see the legislation for what it is, which is a fraud. It is not
just me that is saying this; the Boating Industry Association of Victoria last Sunday put out a media
release, and I will read a few parts out of it, not the whole release:
The Boating Industry Association of Victoria (BIAV) has rejected the State Government’s Marine Safety Act
Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 …

They have:
… responded to overwhelming stakeholder alarm … the bill does not fully deliver on the core aspect of the
2018 election commitment.
In the lead-up to the November 2018 election, Premier Andrews stood before boating stakeholders and
pledged that every cent of boaters registration and licensing fees will be returned to boaters to be spent on
boating safety and facilities. This has been re-affirmed on numerous occasions since, by the Premier as well
as by consecutive Ministers.
BIAV President David Meehan said the clear and articulated commitment—made both verbally and in
writing—from the Victorian Premier and Ministers, was that all $31m of boating fees collected would flow
into the Fund every year.
…
“There is no mechanism or wording in the actual amendment that guarantees the $31m+ fees collected from
boaters will flow directly into the fund. It establishes a fund, however with no guaranteed funding.”
Mr Meehan said.

And he is absolutely right—absolutely right. Frankly, this is classic Labor politics: promise whatever
you need to get over the line, to win the election, without ever having the intention of delivering on
that promise. Frankly, you would expect better from a bunch of grifters than we have seen from the
government in the way they have handled this legislation.
The boating industry association have, I understand, transmitted earlier in the week a set of proposed
amendments to the government that would resolve the situation the way they see it. I am not sure
whether there has been any further communication with the minister, but certainly the last time I spoke
to them there had been silence from the government. They are proposing in these amendments in part—
and I am not going to go through the detail of all of them, but I want to give a sense of my reaction to
them—that all money received from boat registration or marine licence fees for the year should be paid
into the fund. In other words, they are proposing a mechanism for hypothecation, which is clearly what
the intent of the policy was. Their proposed amendments would leave the Treasurer far too big a role,
from my perspective, and I understand that is probably a reflection of other legislation. My view is that
the Treasurer is not required to have a role with regard to this legislation; you hypothecate the funding
and move on and allow the minister to administer her department or her portfolio.
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The amendments go on to identify the purposes for which money may be spent. They propose a range
of proportions of money to be expended on particular categories: new boating facilities, the marine
search and rescue operations and training budget, education—all those sorts of things. While I totally
agree with the hypothecation aspect of it, I am not so enthusiastic about pegging particular proportions
of the funding to particular activities. It might be fine in 2020, but it may not be what is required in
2025 or may not be what is required in 2030. And we are not legislating for the next 12 months; we
are legislating for the next 20 years, so I think we do need to maintain a lot of flexibility in there. The
way you deal with making sure sufficient funds go to each area of need is by making sure that you are
consulting well with the sector—and I understand a round table is in the process of being set up, which
could well provide that consultation mechanism—but also by having transparency in reporting so that
if as a government you are not putting the money where it needs to go, it is clear to everyone that the
money is not being spent where it needs to be spent. That is the BIAV position. As I say, I agree with
some of that, but I do not agree with all of it.
So on the basis that the bill does not in any way, despite the claims of the minister, achieve the
outcomes that are claimed—effectively implementing the government’s election commitment—I
propose a reasoned amendment, which will be:
That all words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and redrafted to
provide for:
(1) a mechanism for the hypothecation of all fees relating to the registration, renewal and transfer of
registration of recreational vessels to the Better Boating Fund; and
(2) the substitution of the proposed reporting framework with a more robust, accountable framework that
includes direct reporting to Parliament.’

And just speaking without going too much into the details of that, I do want to just talk about how that
might look, should the government take up the very serious suggestions that I am making. The first
point of course is the hypothecation. There is no way you can acquit the promise that the government
made to the community without hypothecation of these funds. You just cannot do it in any other way.
To suggest that you can say, ‘Trust me. We’ll rely on the Treasurer to move those funds across’—that
is not sensible, and I would say the same thing regardless of who was in government. Treasurers have
their own sets of responsibilities, and giving priority to the Better Boating Fund, frankly, is not one of
them. Under the most positive circumstances, they can do it, but otherwise I think we will find the
fund will be clipped when times are constrained—and if they are not constrained now, I do not know
when they will be. So that is the hypothecation aspect.
I do also want to talk about the reporting arrangements, because I think they are very, very important.
We need to know the source, as I mentioned earlier, and the amount of all moneys that are paid into
the fund, not just the headline stuff. We need to know where the money is coming from. We also need
to know plenty of detail about how the money is expended. We need to know what the provision of
boating facilities has been by project. We need to know how much money is being spent on the
maintenance of boating facilities. We need to know how much money is being spent on providing
boating services for the public, on boating safety programs to the public, on boating education
programs for the public—
Mr T Bull: And where.
Mr MORRIS: and where, as the member for Gippsland East says—on the safe use of recreational
vessels and safe use of state waters and on administering the fund. All of those things are reasonable
expenditures, and I do not begrudge any of them, but we need to know how much is being spent on
each of them. We also need to know if there are any other moneys being expended from the fund.
And the final point, as I touched on in the reasoned amendment, is: reporting on a department website
is not reporting; it is a PR exercise. We need to have this report presented to the house. We need it
tabled in Parliament, and we need it to go into the parliamentary records so that there is a long-term
record—there is long-term evidence. Now, 31 October—I think that was the only reasonable date
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about the proposed reporting, and I think reporting by 31 October would be entirely reasonable. I do
not believe that is in conflict with the Financial Management Act, but the Parliament needs to know,
and more importantly, the public and the boating community need to know where the money is coming
from and where it is going to. This is an argument that has been going on for 50 or 60 years. We have
got an opportunity to fix it. The government had an opportunity to fix it by adopting our policy
position, but they have, to put it kindly, a flawed approach to the implementation of this fund.
I think, in conclusion, members today—and the government today—have a very, very simple choice
to make: do you support the reasoned amendment and keep the promise that was made to the boating
community, or do you persist with the confidence trick that is this bill? It is up to you.
Ms CRUGNALE (Bass) (12:25): I rise to speak to the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating
Fund) Bill 2020. My electorate is called Bass, a name that is synonymous with the ocean and
waterways. My constituents are coastal people and urban people that love nothing more than heading
to the waters for a myriad of water-related activities and experiences: windsurfing, kitesurfing, surfing
and stand-up paddleboarding; doing coastal walks; sitting in nature watching penguins come to shore,
shearwaters take flight and hooded plovers do their utmost to continue their line; and fishing from
shores, from jetties, from canoes and tinnies and from those boats of course with a further reach into the
deep waters of the Bass Strait, Anderson Inlet and Western Port Bay. There is an honesty and an art
about fishing—reading the waters, baiting the rods and monitoring the lines while studying the water.
‘Better boating’ does not sound like a very catchy election promise, but when you add the facts that
recreational boating supports more than 20 000 jobs and is worth $8 billion a year to the Victorian
economy, a whole lot of people are reeled in. Then when you add the number of boating
registrations—and that is increasing annually by around 2.5 per cent—you really have their attention.
And when you deliver on a promise and create a fund that ensures that every cent collected from
boating licences and registration fees is spent on improving facilities and safety for the boating
community, then everyone is listening. The fishing and boating communities will from now on have
surety of this funding, and the Better Boating Fund will be a trust account and inserted into the Marine
Safety Act 2010. The legislation will ensure that expenditure from the fund will be spent on boating
facilities, safety education and infrastructure, hardware, software, ramp improvements, apps with boat
ramp information, improved signage, weather information and safety alerts, information in an array of
languages best reflecting our amazing cultural community make-up, car parking, lighting and larger
trailer parking bays.
Annual reporting from the Department of Treasury and Finance will allow public scrutiny of
expenditure after the fund commences on 1 July 2020, and the report is to be published on or before
1 October annually. This government is committed to accountability, transparency and honesty.
Revenue will primarily be raised by the registration of recreational vessels and the moneys from
marine licences. We know that these licences contribute approximately $31 million a year, and as
boating becomes more popular we know this figure will surely grow. The legislation even specifies
that interest earned on the fund moneys will be reinvested into that same fund. Boating stakeholders
will be consulted when the fund is established to ensure that funding is distributed appropriately. This
month the Boating Industry Association of Victoria has stated that it is pleased to see the legislation
being progressed and has acknowledged that it is working with the minister. A boating strategy will
be developed, again to ensure that priorities are met and that the money is spent wisely.
This government cares about the future and getting it right. The Victorian budget 2019–20 included
$47.2 million for boating. The Port Phillip and Western Port boating infrastructure management
review was part of the budget, and it is great news that it has now been completed. For the first time,
this review will tell us how facilities are being managed, the number and condition of assets and how
we can better manage our boating facilities. It is not a centralised grab of assets, and there are no plans
to transfer assets to state ownership. Again, it is about accountability, transparency and honesty—to
know what we have as a community and how to best manage our resources, how we can create
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strategies to manage our boating facilities and ensure that they are protected for future generations and
how we can work with communities and explore options to get the best outcome for everyone.
We have certainly had some exciting improvements in my electorate of Bass. The Rhyll boating facility
on Phillip Island is one of the six that this government is upgrading with unprecedented investment, a
total of $39.6 million to upgrade facilities at six sites, and it is progressing very nicely. A heritage impact
statement is being conducted. There have been three draft concepts as well. The heritage impact
statement is just to make sure that we know the impact on the shipwrecks in the vicinity. An assessment
identifying Aboriginal values has been prepared, and construction is on track for mid-2021. In Cowes
work on the $1.4 million upgrade to Cowes Jetty has started and will vastly improve accessibility and
reinstate emergency vehicle access on the jetty, which was originally built in 1870.
In Corinella we have just celebrated the one-year anniversary of the opening of the Corinella boat
ramp—again another $1.4 million. Upgrades saw the number of boat ramps double from two to four.
This boat ramp is Melbourne’s closest deepwater ramp facility on the eastern side of Western Port
Bay. Pakenham, Clyde and other inland communities in Cranbourne and Berwick delighted in a day
on the bay earlier this year, and I am sure they cannot wait to get back when our metro and regional
communities unite again. Again, there is no centralised grab for resources. This project was overseen
by the Corinella Foreshore Reserve Committee of Management and is all about the safe use of
Victorian waters.
Boat ramp fees and annual parking permits have been scrapped, saving each fishing family hundreds
of dollars each year—all this as well as our Target One Million program, providing a huge boost to
fishing stock, a new native fish hatchery and better planning for fishing tourism. This government
cares about recreational fishing, and it would be fair to say that people who love fishing by and large
do not want the red tape. They want to hit the water and cast a line, and as a government it is our job
to make sure that they are safe when they do so.
This week we have been delighted that metropolitan boaters can relaunch their boats with no time
limit within 25 kilometres of their home, and I urge all boat owners to ensure that they have their boats
inspected and serviced. All Melbourne public boat ramps are open, and those in the regional parts of
my electorate have no restrictions on distance.
I do not need to tell anyone about how hard this year has been with the restrictions and the impact on
recreation and mental health. What I do need to say is that we have rounded the corner, that it is
improving and that if we stay safe in and out of the water then we should have a fine summer of fishing
and boating ahead of us—a summer where we can get out and enjoy the simple yet complex routine
of bait, cast, watch and wait. I am sure George Bass would be pleased that this Labor government
keeps election promises. Maybe he is metaphorically looking down from the open whaleboat he used
in Western Port Bay in 1797, congratulating this government for encouraging and supporting others
who love the sea. I just want to point out too the transparency around this whole bill in that it is
administered by the Minister for Fishing and Boating. The Treasurer collects the funds and has to put
it into the Better Boating Fund. Interest will be accrued, which means better things for boating facilities
right across the state. I am very much looking forward to this bill progressing to the other house as
well, and I commend this bill to the house.
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (12:34): It is a pleasure to rise to make a contribution on the Marine
Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. This is not what was promised, and for that
reason I support the reasoned amendment as moved by the member for Mornington. It was some time
ago now that the coalition announced a policy for a dedicated fund to support our boating sector. About
a month after that the Premier followed suit with a similar announcement. At that time, as the member
for Mornington pointed out in his opening contribution, he made it very clear that every cent of
licensing and registration fees would be spent on boating safety and boating facilities. This bill gives
no guarantee that that will occur. What we were seeking and what the boating community were seeking
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in this legislation was an absolute clear-cut promise: the hypothecation that was made prior to the
election. That is not what has been delivered here.
Additionally, as has been pointed out, in relation to reporting procedures the bill provides no
confidence that we will get the detail that we needed. We need to know, obviously, in what areas these
funds are being spent, but we also need to know in great detail where these funds are being spent. I
represent a rural electorate which is home to the Gippsland Lakes, a massive boating area. We need to
make sure that we are getting our fair share, and we need that level of detail in the reporting.
One would also ask why we are sitting here, almost halfway through the term, discussing this
legislation now. This was a pre-election commitment. Halfway through the term we finally got some
legislation before this Parliament to discuss. We finally got it, but it is not what was promised, and the
length of time that it has taken has left the boating fraternity sitting in limbo. That is why I support this
reasoned amendment.
I read a comment from the Boating Industry Association of Victoria of 25 October that states it rejected
the bill ‘in its current form’. Now, I have not heard a lot from the BIAV since then, but credit to them
for putting out that statement, because that is factual. It is not what was promised. But in the coming
weeks and as this bill transitions between houses, the BIAV needs to roar. It needs to stand up on
behalf of the massive industry that it represents. It needs to say to government members, both in person
and through the media, that this is not what was promised, and it must demand what was promised.
So too does the Victoria Recreational Fishing Peak Body (VRFish).
Now, I have not heard anything on this topic from VRFish in recent times. I do note that when the
government has had a positive announcement to make in relation to recreational fishing, maybe
allocating some fishing funds or the like, no sooner does the government media release enter my inbox
than—within 15 to 20 minutes—a VRFish media release magically turns up singing the government’s
praises. One would think that it might have been preorganised, because they are quite detailed media
releases that come very, very shortly after the government announcement. But here is an opportunity
now for VRFish to really put its stake in the ground and go into bat for that fishing and boating
fraternity—and there is a very close correlation there; we all know that.
I am very much looking forward to VRFish, again, really standing up and putting a stake in the ground,
making sure that it stands up for all of those recreational fishers, many of whom own boats, to make
sure that they get the best deal for their sector. I am certainly looking to both those organisations doing
so over the next two weeks while this bill is between houses and we have a chance to amend it and get
it right—presuming the motion does not get through, which we know is unlikely. We do have an
opportunity between houses to fix this and deliver to that sector what was promised. We have that
opportunity, and those industry organisations really need to stand up for their membership.
I want to address another matter now, and that is the removal of the boat ramp and parking fees. Those
councils that were charging fees—predominantly the councils around the bay—made it very, very
clear that they were charging those fees for the upkeep of boat ramp maintenance, car park
maintenance and the jetty facility maintenance attached to those facilities. Hobsons Bay council in
particular, on their own website, made it very, very clear that they charged those fees for the
maintenance of those facilities.
Now, I will draw a couple of analogies here. The Hobsons Bay council and the Frankston council have
two shire-run boat ramps each—very popular, very well frequented. East Gippsland Shire Council, in
my electorate, has 24 boat ramps that the council funds the upkeep and the maintenance of—and the
additional car parks. So when I raised this last year, when I was the shadow minister, the minister of
the day told me that the support for rural and regional councils was under review. We were going to
pay the money to these metropolitan-based councils for the maintenance and upkeep of their ramps,
but what we were going to pay to rural councils was under review.
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So yesterday I lodged two questions on notice: I want to know how much, as an example, Hobsons
Bay and Frankston are going to be paid for the upkeep and maintenance of their two ramps each and
what East Gippsland Shire Council is going to receive for the upkeep and maintenance of its 24 ramps.
Because we know that rural councils are struggling enormously in comparison to some of their
metropolitan-based cousins, who have a much higher population and rate base to draw on, and I do
not want to see a situation where we are funding some of the more wealthy councils for their boat
ramp maintenance and upkeep and we are not funding to a similar level the rural and regional councils
that are battling. Rural and regional councils are battling through COVID, and in my electorate through
bushfire, and I know the member for Polwarth in recent years has had fire impacting on his electorate
as well. It decimates your tourist season. They have enormous challenges, so let us not forget that. If
we are going to pay some councils around the bay for the upkeep and maintenance of ramps, it has got
to be fair across the board and it has got to be equitable. If we are going to pay these councils a lump
sum for two each, by gee, my council should be getting a good drink out of this and all the other coastal
councils around rural and regional Victoria as well that have to maintain these facilities.
I very much look forward to that coming from the minister. It was under review 12 months ago. I
would hope that that review has been done and that we can now get some absolutely concrete answers
on the level of support that is being offered to rural and regional councils. Let us hypothetically say
they were going to do it on a ramp-by-ramp basis. Well, if we look at East Gippsland having 24 and
Frankston having two, the ramps need a similar level of upkeep. They need a similar level of
maintenance. We should be getting 12 times more in East Gippsland than what Frankston or Hobsons
Bay are getting. Let us just put that to the side for the moment and let us be fair and reasonable about
it. I reckon just the same amount. Let us make sure East Gippsland and Wellington and the councils
in south-west Victoria and on the Bellarine get a similar amount to what we are subsidising this boat
ramp upkeep and maintenance in these marginal seats around the bay. We need some equity. So before
the end of this year I would hope that the minister would stick to the time line and answer those
questions and give us some clarity and ensure that funding across all councils in Victoria is fair.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (12:44): It is with some pleasure this afternoon that I rise to
speak on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. In fact I do very much as
an avid recreational boater—I have a boat licence, and I indeed own a boat—enjoy taking the
opportunity to get out on the boat to enjoy our fantastic Victorian environment, to get out on Port
Phillip Bay or to explore our fantastic internal waterways throughout Victoria. And as the member for
South Barwon, one of a number of Geelong seats, I of course have a very active boating community
that live within my electorate; indeed all of the Geelong electorates have very, very active recreational
boaters. This not only is a fantastic opportunity for our locals to be able get out and enjoy our
environment, to get out and boat, to go fishing, to go kayaking and the like, but also it has I think an
under-recognised and important value that it brings to our tourism economy. Many people take the
opportunity to travel down to the broader Geelong area, to the Bellarine, to the Surf Coast and to
Geelong itself, to be able to access our fantastic waterways, and when they are here within our region
they also take that opportunity to visit our fishing shops to update their equipment before they indeed
get out on the water. And it very much adds to the tourism offering of our local economy.
As has been noted, the Victorian Andrews Labor government took to the 2018 state election a
commitment to recognise the important contribution of boating as a recreational activity and indeed
all of the various infrastructure requirements to be able to put in place the safe opportunity for people
to be able to launch their boats and to be able to safely retrieve their vessels after they have spent time
out on the water. Indeed part of the commitment that we took to the Victorian community was that we
would establish a dedicated fund for the purposes of supporting this important part of our sector and I
think in many ways a part of our economy that perhaps has been under-recognised and, I would argue,
undervalued for many decades. The then minister, Jaala Pulford, recognised this. She of course wrote
some very important policy initiatives to better support recreational boating, to better support
recreational fishing and the like, and today we are here debating legislation that very much underpins
this recreational activity, this important tourism activity for our community.
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Now, I have had the opportunity over a number of decades to have a connection with the Torquay
Angling Club, the Torquay Marine Rescue Service and in many ways equally the surf lifesaving clubs
within my local seat, and all of them provide a marine-rescue-type service, whether it be very
immediately in the surf breaks, which the surf lifesaving clubs do, or indeed the marine rescue service,
which provides an important offshore marine rescue service to an area effectively from Queenscliff,
the entry to Port Phillip Bay, right through to Apollo Bay.
I have had the opportunity to interact with them, to hear of the challenges and of course the
opportunities to participate as volunteers in that particular marine rescue service. I very much want to
acknowledge the Torquay Marine Rescue Service. They are volunteers. They have daytime jobs, but
of course they get called out at all times, typically when things at sea go wrong. It is typically not when
the weather is nice and things are calm; it is generally when things are quite dangerous, when the seas
are big, and at all times of the night and day. They provide a valuable service when recreational boaters
get themselves into trouble for various reasons. I wish to acknowledge them and acknowledge the
dangerous environment they work in in keeping us all safe.
Just in conclusion on this bill, this is an important election commitment. We are delivering on what
we said we would deliver. This is an important recreational activity for my local community, but it is
also an important economic activity, because we draw people from throughout Victoria to our region
to enjoy our blue water, to enjoy our coastal waters, and of course when they come they spend their
money locally, they stay in our hotels and they enjoy our cafes, our restaurants, our pubs and our bars.
I think this particular infrastructure fund will be important for underpinning their recreational
activities. It will underpin their safety in being able to launch and retrieve their vessels, and it will
support the growth of this important sector, this sector that is enjoyed by tens of thousands of
Victorians, but also I think it is probably worth hundreds of millions of dollars to the Victorian
economy, as people go about their recreational boating, their recreational fishing and the like. Of
course our region not only has a substantial number of recreational fishermen and recreational boaters,
but it also has, obviously, a substantial portion of our economy underpinned by professionals in the
broader boating sector.
This particular election commitment I know was well received in my community, and I am sure it was
well received in many parts of the state of Victoria in the lead-up to the 2018 state election. I am keen
to see it progress through both of the chambers so that we can implement it and we can continue to
support this important part of our economy, this important recreational pursuit that is enjoyed by many,
many Victorians. I commend the passage of this bill to the house, and I look forward to us establishing
the fund and seeing recreational fishing and boating continue to enjoy the support that this government
can offer.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:54): I rise today to talk about the Marine Safety Amendment (Better
Boating Fund) Bill 2020. It could have another line: ‘Once Again Ripping Off Country Victorians
Bill 2020’. It was interesting to hear the member for South Barwon, my neighbour. We share some
pretty spectacular spots to put a boat in the water. Of course he did spend most of his time talking
about the advantages of putting boats in the water, and that we are in furious agreement about. There
is no doubt about the ability for regional towns and communities to benefit from active, safe and viable
access to our waterways and our lakes—in the case of my wonderful electorate of Polwarth, the lakes,
the rivers, the coast, the whole thing. We have got everything to choose from. And yet that cost, that
burden, falls continually back on local communities and councils.
What we have seen this government do in a sort of mystic mist is they have gone out to the boating
community and gone out to the fishing community and said, ‘We’re going to make boat ramps free.
We’re going to make it more accessible. We’re going to support recreational fishing. We’re going to
put money into a boating fund’. They have said lots about the funds and the mechanisms they are
going to put in place, but let us look in detail at whether any of that has actually happened. They have
made it free in the city around Port Phillip Bay, where there are 6 million people in close proximity.
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They had created a system to pay for boat ramps. They had local councils there that charged them and
looked after them. There was a mechanism. Out in the country we mainly have free access. Granted,
we do not have nearly the volumes, but we had a system in place.
What they have done now is they have said, ‘Everything’s free in Melbourne. We’re going to create
this slush fund’. As one of my colleagues said earlier, the City of Kingston has two boat ramps. The
government is too embarrassed to tell us how much money it has given them to look after two boat
ramps. And yet in our regional electorates we literally can have tens of boat ramps. Just in my own
town of Colac there is one on a river and there are two on the lake—just in one town. And I have got
lakes everywhere. We have got the coast everywhere. We have got the situation down in Lorne where
that community has pleaded for years to have better and safer access to the sea there for both rescue
purposes and others. So there is a huge demand. We have got the situation at Apollo Bay harbour
where 80 per cent of the harbour can no longer be used. It is in dire, dire need of maintenance. We
have had the car park fixed up down there, once again thanks to the shire stepping up to do that.
But what this bill does is it allows the government to continue to charge the 197 000 boat owners their
kicker for putting their boat in the water. Licensing is a well-recognised mechanism, but what this
government has done is say, ‘The Treasurer will decide ultimately how much of that money goes in
to look after and continue the boating facilities that the boat owners are expecting’. This is a terrible
situation, because as a member of PAEC, the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, I heard
evidence last year time and time again that this government continues to raid those honey pots. It took
the money from your registration to help prop up the budget. It took money from WorkCover to help
prop up the budget. So why on earth would any sensible-thinking fisherman or recreational waterskier
for a moment think that a government that has now racked up so much debt and is floundering to try
and pay for its overblown tunnels and pay for its out-of-control contact testing and tracing? We heard
the Premier today talking about how he is still trying to wind the mouse up in the wheel to get his
computer system for contact tracing going. These are priorities of the government—rightly so,
particularly on contact tracing—but they have run out of money and this is just going to be another
little honey pot that the Treasurer is going to reach over and grab. The poor boating community are
going to have their hard-earned cash, their weekend enjoyment, taken from them.
What is even worse for us country people is that the government are committed to topping up the city
boat ramps and city facilities because they took away their capacity to have some ongoing funding
through fees and charges. They are going to get the money, and we poor buggers, we poor people out
in the country, are going to be left with underfunding and a lack of facilities for it. And there is no
doubt, absolutely no doubt, in any right-thinking person’s mind that there will come a time when the
Premier will stand up or the Treasurer will stand up and say, ‘We’ve got surplus funds in the boating
facility. We’re not prioritising it this year, so we’re going to give some of it back to consolidated
revenue’—and that is the great risk.
There is so much to be done in the boating and recreational fishing area. For example, we can only
launch 1 per cent of our trailer-based boating fleet on any given day. There are 3500 car parks for
197 000 boats.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny): I am sorry to interrupt the member for Polwarth, but
it is time now to pause for lunch. You can continue with the call when this legislation is next debated.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.01 pm.
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 27 October.
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Members
MINISTER FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORT
ASSISTANT TREASURER
Absence
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (14:01): I rise to inform the house that today I will answer
questions for the portfolios of public transport, roads and road safety; and Assistant Treasurer,
regulatory reform, government services and creative industries.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
COVID-19
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (14:01): My question is to the Minister for
Health. Under current restrictions in regional Victoria outdoor religious ceremonies are limited to
50 people plus a faith leader; however, hospitality venues are allowed to host 70. Can the minister
please explain the public health advice that justifies treating people of faith with harsher restrictions?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (14:02): Can I
thank the honourable Leader of the Opposition for his question, and can I thank particularly the faith
leaders of Victoria’s diverse faith communities for the excellent way that they have engaged so
constructively over the course of this global pandemic. Many people have looked to our faith
communities for certainty and support and, can I say, practical support to get them through this
pandemic, and I want to, on behalf of all Victorians, thank those faith communities.
In regard to the specific matter that the honourable Leader of the Opposition raises, the public health
advice has been consistent and clear. The honourable Leader of the Opposition talks specifically in
regard to the differences in regional Victoria. So in regard to regional Victoria, under the current
arrangements there are more generous, in a comparative sense, restrictions in place for outdoor
religious faith services and ceremonies, as opposed to indoor faith services. In regard to the relative
public health advice as to which set of locations are governed across the wider spectrum of how the
public health advice deals with gatherings more generally, the inescapable reality is that some locations
are rightly regulated and constructed in such a way as to make sure that there are licence systems in
place, and I do not think anyone is talking about licensing faith communities.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the question clearly relates to why outdoor gatherings
of faith communities are treated more harshly than outdoor gatherings at hospitality venues, and I ask
you to bring the minister back to answering what is a critical question for many, many Victorians.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is being relevant to the question.
Mr FOLEY: So, as I was indicating, by marking the really important role not just in regional
Victoria but all of Victoria that our faith communities have played during the pandemic and the careful,
gradual easing of coming out of those restrictions, the public health advice that the government has
acted on has always been consistent, based on the data and reality of how different kinds of venues
and different kinds of events—be they faith, be they sporting, be they community, be they indoor or
outdoor—are subject to different regulatory arrangements. In regard to how faith communities are
quite rightly concerned about making sure that they get the opportunity to practise as a community
their support for each other and their faith, the truth of the matter is that no-one is looking to how you,
on an industrial or regulatory scale, seek to impose licence arrangements or other arrangements based
on what you could reasonably expect in, for instance, hospitality, those arrangements on—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the question simply goes to why people of faith have
got harsher restrictions for outdoor gatherings in regional Victoria than do people attending a
hospitality venue and what the public health basis is for that. In 18 seconds people of faith would like

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE AND MINISTERS STATEMENTS
3134

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

the minister to actually answer the question: what is the public health basis for treating them more
harshly than people going to the pub?
The SPEAKER: Order! I remind members they do not need to repeat the question when raising a
point of order. The minister was asked if he could explain the public health advice in relation to this
matter, and he is explaining the public health advice.
Mr FOLEY: Thank you, Speaker. As I was indicating, the public health advice has been consistent,
has been based on the science and has been based on the regulatory arrangements that are placed on
different kinds of gatherings across different kinds of circumstances. On that basis, we stand by the
science.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (14:06): Tony O’Sullivan is the owner of
the Comics Lounge in North Melbourne, which has been operating for 21 years but shut its door back
in March due to this government-imposed lockdown. Tony has said:
We have been told that we can open for 20 people. The venue holds 500 people.
How is it fair that the café across the road can open for 20 people when they have space for 30 people?

Tony also says:
We need help or Melbourne will lose The Comics Lounge forever.

Minister, why can’t larger venues such as the Comics Lounge have attendance based on density limits
and the size of the venue rather than an arbitrary number?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (14:07): I note
the supplementary question has pivoted from regional outdoor faith venues to metropolitan indoor
comic venues, but allowing for that, I am more than happy to address the honourable Leader of the
Opposition’s question. The same principles behind my substantive answer apply to the supplementary
question. It is based on the science and the data and the careful, cautious, measured reopening of
venues. Having got to this point where Victorians have sacrificed so much, including the Comics
Lounge and a whole range of other significant venues right across both metropolitan Melbourne and
regional Victoria, and having put so much on the line, the careful, measured delivery of public healthinformed measures are going to be stuck to by this government so once we open, we stay open safely.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (14:08): I am very pleased to be able to report to the house
and to all Victorians that there are just 76 active cases of the coronavirus across our state today, with
three new cases since our update yesterday. One of those cases is a confirmed positive, and there is a
detailed public health response being put around that family. Indeed that began many days ago, when
that particular person, a close contact of today’s case, tested positive. Two of the three new cases are
the subject of detailed examination by an expert medical panel—and we note that some might be
troubled by that. An expert medical panel will be looking at whether they are in fact genuinely
reinfections, which would make them rare on an international basis, or whether it is a case of shedding
the virus. We will update the community in good time on that question.
I want to thank the 24 135 people who got tested over the last 24 hours, and moreover the
127 000 people who have been tested over the last week. There were almost 50 000 tests in the last
two days, and I want to thank each and every one of those individuals for coming forward and getting
tested and being quick about it too. The key point here is to get tested when you have got even the
most minor symptoms—to do it quickly, to not be going about your business, unwittingly infecting
many other people who in turn infect many more. You have got to go and get tested, and you have got
to go and get tested today if you have got any symptoms whatsoever.
Members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS: Instead of this sort of inane commentary from others, I will thank each and every
one of those more than 127 000 people in the last week who have gone and got tested. They are critical
to our strategy. And with the weekend coming up I would just ask—a personal appeal as the Leader
of the Government and in other capacities as a dad, as someone who lives in the suburbs of Melbourne,
as a proud Victorian—every single person this weekend: if you have symptoms this weekend, do not
put it off until Monday. Get tested this weekend, and we will protect you, your family and every family.
COVID-19
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (14:10): My question is to the Minister for Health. Minister, I wrote
to both the chief health officer and the deputy chief health officer on 17 September and made
subsequent follow-ups on 24 September and 2 October, and I raised a further follow-up with you on
13 October. After nearly seven weeks we are still waiting for answers. Why does the minister continue
to reference health advice as a basis for wearing masks for solo activities yet refuse to release the
advice to Victorians?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (14:11): Can I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question and through him can I thank the regional Victorians
who have done such an outstanding job in delivering a COVID-free status to regional Victoria,
particularly after the partnerships with regional Victorians—the people of Kilmore and Shepparton in
more recent times—in the period covered by the honourable member’s question. I would refer the
honourable member to the local public health unit in the Goulburn Valley that was at the heart of those
two responses. I would thank the people of Kilmore and I would thank the people of Shepparton for
the manner in which they went about that process. I would highlight the role masks played in that
process, and I would particularly note—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, on the issue of relevance, whilst I appreciate the minister
praising the people of Kilmore and Shepparton, the question was very specific—about releasing the
health advice, the written document that actually says why people need to wear a mask for the health
benefit when they are doing solo activities like walking the dog or fishing or playing golf.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is being relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr FOLEY: Thank you, Speaker. As I was indicating, the people of regional Victoria have done
an outstanding job in driving down the numbers. From all of the most recent reports, be it the 14-day
average or the actual figures, regional Victoria is essentially COVID-free. On that basis, it is no doubt
still a high risk in our community, and it is still a highly infectious global pandemic that moves swiftly
and silently throughout our community. In that regard, whether it be in regional Victoria, Melbourne
or anywhere else—
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, can I reinstate the previous point of order because I do
not believe the minister is answering the question at all. It is about releasing the specific health advice.
The minister constantly says, ‘We are making decisions based on the health advice’. I think Victorians
deserve to be brought into his confidence and actually be shown the health advice so that they actually
understand what is behind it rather than just having someone saying it all the time. Let us see the facts
as to why you need to wear a mask for solo activity.
The SPEAKER: Order! The first part of the question was: why does the minister require people
to wear masks? The minister is being relevant to the question.
Mr FOLEY: Thank you, Speaker. In regard to the important role that masks play, it is not just me
saying this as the Minister for Health, or indeed the honourable Premier or any number of specialists
in this field, be they epidemiologists, be they public health experts; it has been in fact the chief health
officer who on numerous occasions over the course of this global pandemic has publicly stated in
numerous forums, be they in the media, be they in academic circles—
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Mr Walsh: On the point of order, Speaker, the minister has referenced the chief health officer. The
chief health officer could at least have the courtesy to respond to his correspondence with the written
information as to what the health advice is. It is not a secret society in Victoria. They are supposed to
actually put this advice out.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr FOLEY: And indeed, far from it being a secret society, every day the government goes through
a highly transparent process of answering questions of which this particular question has been a regular
fronter upper, to the point where the chief health officer, numerous epidemiologists and numerous
public health experts—including, can I say, Dr Fauci from the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention yesterday at the University of Melbourne seminar, which I had the privilege of being a part
of—have indicated that the mask-wearing culture that has been part of the Victorian government’s
response has been at the heart of the success of driving down the infection rates to the point where
Victoria is able to open safely and stay open. I will take Dr Fauci’s word before I take the words of
others with less understanding of this issue.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (14:16): Minister, regional Victorians have done their part in driving
down case numbers yet onerous restrictions still remain in place. As of today, as you have said,
regional Victoria has had no COVID cases for 14 days, meeting the criteria for moving to the last step
of the Premier’s road map. Why won’t the minister recognise regional Victorians have met the
government’s criteria and move regional Victoria to the last step?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Health, Minister for Ambulance Services, Minister for
Equality, Minister for the Coordination of Health and Human Services: COVID-19) (14:16): Again, I
rise to speak in support of the outstanding work that regional Victorians have done to show not just
each other, not just Victorians but the people of Australia their leadership. I can inform the honourable
member that particularly when it comes to Shepparton—if the member for Shepparton were here I
would particularly call her out for praise—the way in which that community has responded has on a
national scale been noticed.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Without the assistance of the member for Gembrook.
Mr Walsh: On a point of order, Speaker, regional Victorians will take the minister’s praise with a
grain of salt if he does not actually answer the question he is being asked. I would ask you to bring
him back to actually answering the question as to why, when regional Victorians have met the criteria
to get to the last step, the minister will not actually do that.
The SPEAKER: Order! The minister is being relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr FOLEY: I was in the process of indicating that the honourable member for Shepparton and
her community have led the way in the precise response that the Leader of The Nationals is talking
about to the point where Dr Alan Finkel, the chief adviser to the national cabinet in this space, has
praised that community as a model response and has shared that amongst other jurisdictions as to how
our system is working and how the community of Shepparton is leading the nation.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Minister for Community Sport,
Minister for Youth) (14:18): Today I rise to give thanks to the many multicultural communities that
make up our great state and for the resilience and determination they have shown during the
coronavirus pandemic. The Andrews Labor government is committed to always supporting our state’s
multicultural and multifaith communities, but especially at this most challenging of times. Two
months ago our government invested $14.3 million and established a CALD communities task force
to support interpreter and translation services, targeted engagement activities and culturally tailored
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outreach and welfare support. This investment has stretched to 112 community-led organisations,
which have in turn supported more than 14 000 people during the pandemic. I would like to thank
Victoria’s multicultural community leaders for their invaluable contribution during this time. Thank
you for helping keep Victorians safe during the pandemic by partnering with us through the CALD
communities task force. Thank you for helping keep Victorians connected through online events for
which our multicultural festivals and events program is providing more than $800 000 to support
148 organisations to deliver their events online. Thank you to our multicultural media organisations
for keeping CALD communities informed with vital health information in language, for which I was
pleased to announce $500 000 to 43 multicultural media outlets across Victoria, enabling them to
increase broadcasting capability and reach. And thank you to our multicultural seniors organisations
for keeping people in touch with each other during a time which has been very isolating for many and
to which we have been proud to provide $2000 each as part of a $2.1 million investment to reduce
social isolation and to foster social connections for our multicultural seniors. This past year has been
unprecedented, but our community spirit, our strength and our resilience have shone through.
VICROADS LICENCE TESTING
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (14:20): My question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, so
I am assuming to the Premier today. Thousands of young Victorians who have desperately been
waiting to get their learners permits are being told that there are no new bookings being accepted. How
many days, weeks or months does the Premier expect young people to wait until they can get their
learners permit and start to practise driving safely?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (14:21): I was starting to think that I might not get a
question this week! I am very pleased with these acting arrangements—for the purposes of safety of
course. I can say to the member for Gembrook that as a father of an 18-year-old who has not quite got
his hours up yet this is something that is very important not just to my family but to many families—
many families across the board. As I understand it, we have put in place a whole range of different
settings. We have made extra investments to do more online, to have more appointments. It is
unavoidable, though, that when we have for the purposes of keeping families safe—
A member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS: I am happy to take the matter on notice, then, if you are not interested in the
answer.
Mr Battin: On a point of order, Speaker, when answering questions in the house it is a requirement
that the answers are factual. In a briefing with VicRoads recently it was actually revealed by VicRoads
when you are talking about the fact of delivering online, they have said that it is unachievable in the
near future, whilst the Premier wants to use that as a reason that people are going to get their licences
back—
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order.
Mr ANDREWS: Given that the member for Gembrook is perhaps a little less interested in the
answer than he is in stoking division and playing games, I will be more than happy to take this matter
on notice, and I will ask the minister to correspond with the member for Gembrook in writing.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (14:22): With the Premier’s disinterest in young people trying to get
their licences and learners in Victoria, I ask why thousands of young people who have their L-plates,
who have completed their 120 hours, are now waiting to get their P-plates. With thousands of young
people struggling to find a job, why are you making it harder by denying them the opportunity to get
a drivers licence?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (14:23): Let me just take issue with one of the comments
from the member for Gembrook. The only thing that we are disinterested in is playing politics with
this pandemic, because it just does not work. What I would say to the member for Gembrook is that if
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he is asserting that this is not a wildly infectious virus, have a look around. If he is asserting that we
could simply have had a business-as-usual approach to these arrangements every week, every month
of 2020, well—
Mr Battin: On a point of order, Speaker, if the Premier is asserting that he does not want to answer
that question and answer the question for young people who are waiting to get their licences so they
can get a job maybe he should just sit down.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has the call.
Mr ANDREWS: As I said, Speaker, playing politics, and not even being particularly good at it,
does not do much for our fight against this virus. We have had to make changes because safety is
important, and despite the eloquent urgings of the member for Gembrook we will not be cutting
corners on this. We will be doing this properly. He is not interested in my answer, so I will get him a
further answer on notice. He can be furnished with some facts rather than the political games that he
is intent on playing every day of this pandemic.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: FAMILY VIOLENCE
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (14:24): Today I rise to update the house on the Andrews Labor
government’s ongoing commitment to keeping Victorian women and children safe from family
violence. Despite the pressures of COVID-19 we have continued to implement the royal commission’s
recommendations and to work to ensure Victorians can access the support they need when they need
it. Today we celebrate another milestone in that important work. Since we began rolling out the Orange
Door network, more than 100 000 Victorians have been referred to or sought help from these services.
That includes almost 40 000 children. I am very proud to inform the house today that another network
has started operation in Loddon, with the primary site being in Bendigo. This brings our total to seven
networks across the state, with 10 more well underway. The Loddon network will include further
access and outreach points for Echuca, Maryborough, the Macedon Ranges and Loddon shire.
But the model is more than just bricks and mortar. The key here is the networked nature of the model,
whereby the Orange Door plays a coordinating role—a coordinating hub role, if you like. Many will
never need to set foot in the actual physical premises of the Orange Door as we create an
interconnected service system across our state, of course underpinned by the very important process
of information sharing. It is about ensuring that victim-survivors do not have to continually repeat their
stories and that perpetrators of violence are held to account.
We have invested some $448 million in the Orange Door network as part of our record $2.9 billion
investment to address family violence—more than every other jurisdiction in Australia, including the
commonwealth, combined. But this is not about money; it is about lives. Every week in Australia a
woman dies at the hands of her partner or former partner, and many others live with the trauma of this
each and every day. We know reform like this is complex and that we need to be in it for the long haul.
This work is crucial, and it is saving lives.
HOPETOUN P–12 COLLEGE
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (14:26): My question is for the Minister for Education. In 2019 I visited
Hopetoun P–12 for the first time and was introduced to the unfortunate condition of the school’s
science and food tech rooms. The Andrews government prides itself on its commitment to education,
and I acknowledge the enormous amount of funding that has been invested over the past six years to
give Victorian kids the facilities they need for a high-quality 21st-century education. But what is
evident when you step inside those classrooms is that Hopetoun P–12 has been left behind.
Unfortunately to date successive governments have not invested in Hopetoun P–12’s facilities. Last
year in response to a question from me you committed to visiting Hopetoun P–12 to inspect the school,
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but to date you have not been able to visit as a result of COVID-19 restrictions. Will you, Minister,
commit to funding this upgrade in the 2020 state budget?
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for the
Coordination of Education and Training: COVID-19) (14:27): I thank the Independent member for
Mildura for her question. Can I acknowledge at the outset the advocacy of the member for Mildura in
terms of education. Since she was elected to this place as an independent voice in Mildura, we have
had someone who is passionate about education and the transformative role that it plays, particularly
in regional Victoria. I do acknowledge the many conversations that we have had and the many times
the member has raised the needs of Hopetoun P–12 College with me.
Before I do get to the substantive question, can I take this opportunity to pay tribute to the school
community at Hopetoun P–12: to Graeme Holmes, the principal; the school staff; the teachers; the
support staff; and all the students. This has been such a difficult year, and you have seen the school
going to great lengths to keep the primary kids engaged in their learning and celebrating special days,
the years 10, 11 and 12 following their face-to-face timetable through the period of remote learning
and whole school assemblies where the captains are leading them and talking about their experiences
with remote learning. So please pass on my thanks to the school community.
Back to school capital and your point about successive governments: there is a stark contrast—
$7 million the last time the Lib-Nats were in office; $24 million in the Andrews Labor government’s
first term for Irymple Secondary College, Merbein P–10, Mildura West Primary School and Red Cliffs
Secondary College. But as the member outlines, there is more to do, and I absolutely acknowledge
that. To that end the Independent member for Mildura knows that we have recently allocated
$1.059 million from the Infrastructure Planning and Acceleration Fund to plan, design and document
a major upgrade of this terrific school. These projects were identified as a priority, and just last week
the school attended the Bricks and Mortar workshop, which provides training for principals and school
leaders in the capital works program. All of this planning ensures that when funding is provided in a
future budget, they are ready to go.
Now, in terms of future funding, the Treasurer will kick me in the calf if I make any budget
announcements today, so I cannot do that. But my message to you and my message to the Hopetoun
P–12 school community is that this is a priority, and the Andrews government has a record of finishing
what we started. This is an important project, and I will continue to work with the member and the
Hopetoun school community.
Ms CUPPER (Mildura) (14:30): The design of the food tech and science rooms is clearly outdated,
and it is highly concerning that Hopetoun children do not have the same access to quality facilities that
other kids do. Will you contact the school as a matter of urgency—you may have already answered
this, but for the sake of confirmation—to give them some reassurance that you have heard their
concerns and will fix their school?
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for the
Coordination of Education and Training: COVID-19) (14:31): Thank you for the supplementary
question. Not only will I contact the school and give them that message of reassurance that we will
finish what we started, that we do not just start planning, that we know that there is more to do at
Hopetoun, but now that we are just about to open up and be able to travel from metropolitan Melbourne
to regional Victoria, I look forward to visiting the school with the Independent member for Mildura
and talking directly to the school leadership council and the community about their needs. We know
that the most important thing is what happens inside a school, the quality of the teaching, the quality
of the learning. But we know that facilities do make a difference—providing 21st-century facilities to
match the wonderful teaching and learning that happens at Hopetoun P–12 College. So I certainly look
forward to visiting the school in the near future.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS: NEW SCHOOLS
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for the
Coordination of Education and Training: COVID-19) (14:32): I rise to update the house on how,
despite the challenges of COVID-19, the Andrews Labor government continues to deliver the 100 new
schools that we promised we would build across Victoria by 2026, ensuring that every Victorian
student has access to a great local school. We are on track to deliver this commitment, with 14 schools
to open on day 1, term 1 2021, and I am delighted to update the house on the progress of each of these
schools as well as advise the chamber of their official names.
We have recently completed 21 schools. There is Keelonith Primary School in the Minister for
Community Sport’s electorate; Docklands Primary School, for which I know the Minister for Health
has been a long-time advocate; Eynesbury Primary School in the member for Melton’s electorate; and
Oberon High School, a brand new school that is being relocated, which I know the members for South
Barwon and Geelong are pleased to see completed. Edgars Creek Primary School in the member for
Thomastown’s electorate reached practical completion just yesterday. Of the remaining schools—
Ramlegh Park Primary School and Edenbrook Secondary College in Bass, Aintree Primary School in
Kororoit, Cranbourne West Secondary College in Cranbourne, Footscray High School’s Pilgrim
campus, Gaayip-Yagila Primary School in Yuroke, Garrang Wilam Primary School in Tarneit,
Orchard Park Primary School in Gembrook and Riverbend Primary School in Werribee—all are
forecast to be complete next month, well ahead of day 1, term 1 2021.
But there is always an alternative. There is always a choice. We made a commitment for 100 brand
new primary schools by 2026. We are well on our way. The alternative was not 100, was not 50, was
not 25, was not 10; it was four—absolutely pathetic.
SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:34): My question is to the Treasurer. The Treasurer told Neil Mitchell
on 4 May 2015 that we cannot keep business cases in the dark. Will the government release the
business case, if it has got one, for its Suburban Rail Loop before committing funds to begin
construction?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (14:35): I thank the
member for Ripon for her question. The Suburban Rail Loop will be a city-transforming, once-in-ageneration piece of infrastructure. The member has raised the question: why have we not yet released
a business case? Well, the obvious point to make is that we took a pretty substantial plan to the people
of Victoria around the development of the Suburban Rail Loop, and of course that work is ongoing.
The government has already taken to the people of Victoria what our plans look like. We are
proceeding to deliver and develop the proposal. But be under no doubt, the people of Victoria were
given an indication, were given an option, about whether they thought this piece of infrastructure stood
up against the paltry offering that those opposite had. This was a visionary, city-shaping proposal—
Ms Staley: Speaker, my point of order is that I just need some clarity from the Treasurer. Is he truly
saying that a multibillion-dollar project does not have a business case?
The SPEAKER: Order! It is not an opportunity to re-ask the question. The Treasurer is being
relevant to the question.
Mr PALLAS: Just to be very clear, the government is continuing to do the work around the
development, both the design and delivery, and of course there are the innate and obvious values of
such a vital project for the state of Victoria. The work is still going on in the development of that
business case. The member is asking: will it be delivered? This project will be delivered. We sought
and received a mandate from the Victorian people. We take the commitments that we give to the
Victorian people seriously, and we will deliver it. This is a vital project for the wellbeing of this city.
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It will ensure public transport becomes a standard form of movement around the city rather than into
and from the city. It will provide an orbital rail link right around the city of Melbourne. It is vitally
important, and as a government we will continue the work around the design, delivery and of course
the business case and planning for this vital piece of infrastructure.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:37): Given the cost overruns and waste in the Murray Basin rail project
and the Metro Tunnel project, and the failure of the Treasurer to rein in these costs, what additional
oversight has the Treasurer considered to ensure that a project of the financial scale of the Suburban
Rail Loop does not devastate Victoria’s finances for generations to come?
Mr PALLAS (Werribee—Treasurer, Minister for Economic Development, Minister for Industrial
Relations, Minister for the Coordination of Treasury and Finance: COVID-19) (14:38): The greatest
cost is an opportunity lost, and those opposite know all about that. They are experts in things that they
did not do. As a government they underwhelmed with their inactivity and inertia. This government
will not waste opportunities. We will continue to take those opportunities and drive value for the
Victorian taxpayer, but ultimately ensure that these vital pieces of infrastructure are delivered not only
for future generations but also for the future economic prosperity of this state.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for the Suburban Rail Loop, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (14:39): Many
Victorians will likely be taking advantage of the Melbourne Cup Day that is coming up to take a wellearned long weekend break. But the Andrews Labor government and the thousands of people working
on our level crossing removal program will be taking advantage of this long weekend to remove
another five dangerous and congested level crossings in five days.
Over this weekend level crossings at Evans Road in Lyndhurst, which I know the member for
Cranbourne is particularly excited to see removed, and also level crossings at Moreland Road in
Brunswick and Reynard Street, Munro Street and Bell Street in Coburg, all on the Upfield line, will
be gone for good. I acknowledge the hard work of the member for Pascoe Vale on these projects as
well, because there are two new stations at Moreland and Coburg that will be open before the end of
the year. By Wednesday morning, trains will be back running and traffic moving more freely like
never before at these five locations. There are two level crossings on Bell Street—Bell Street, Coburg,
and Bell Street, Preston—and we are removing both of them. Getting rid of both of them will transform
how traffic moves around the north of Melbourne and make safer communities at the same time. I
know the member for Preston is also working on these level crossings—and the member for Northcote.
We are all very proud of our level crossings on this side of the chamber.
With five level crossings going over the next five days, we will have removed 43 dangerous and
congested level crossings in Victoria—a terrific achievement—but we are not stopping there. Over
this period of time we have had construction going on 20 level crossing sites. Guess how many will
be left when those five are gone over the next five days? Fifteen—15 level crossing works will be
going on across 15 different sites. Fifteen is a great number, because there are 15 more level crossing
works going on across a range of sites across Melbourne. The member for Malvern opposed the one
in his electorate. We are getting on and removing level crossings all over the city.
Mr T Bull: I would like to raise a point of order over some unanswered questions: question 4498
to the Minister for Housing—that was due last week; question 3606 to the Minister for Industry
Support and Recovery; question 3616 to the Minister for Planning; question 3522 to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change; question 3521 to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety;
question 2407 to the Minister for Health and question 2406 to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety—these go back to June; question 2400 to the Minister for Small Business; question 2399 to the
Minister for Workplace Safety; going back to March, question 1849 to the Minister for Small Business
and question 1847 to the Minister for Planning; and going back to last year, nearly 12 months ago,
question 1377 to the Minister for Disability, Ageing and Carers. Speaker, these are matters that are all

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
3142

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

important to my electorate, and I would encourage you to have the ministers respond in a more timely
manner.
The SPEAKER: We will follow those matters up with the relevant ministers for the member.
Constituency questions
FOREST HILL ELECTORATE
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (14:42): (4687) My constituency question is to the Minister for Health.
Minister, when will the government provide a detailed pathway forward and related information for
contact sports providers to enable them to recommence operating in a COVID-19-safe way? I have
been contacted by a constituent who operates what was a very longstanding and successful martial arts
training business in the Forest Hill district. I am also aware of several other local martial arts schools
that have previously been operating successfully for a long period of time. These businesses have been
devastated as a result of the COVID-19 shutdown, having been closed for many months now. Sadly,
the operators of these businesses cannot see a pathway forward given that the government’s latest
changes to the restrictions in place in Melbourne announced earlier this week do not allow for any
contact sport and recreation. These businesses have always operated in a professional, well-managed,
safe way with very clear risk management policies and procedures in place. They are places where
young people and adults of all ages were able to attend in a safe and professional environment to learn
important martial arts skills and self-discipline and increase fitness. These businesses are desperately
waiting for clear guidelines to enable them to recommence operations in a COVID-19-safe way, which
I am sure they can.
MACEDON ELECTORATE
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (14:43): (4688) My question is for the Minister for Solar Homes and
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. It is great to see solar installers back at work,
and I am very pleased at the success of the government’s solar homes program. This program is
helping Victorians take control of their energy bills by rolling out solar panels, solar hot water or solar
batteries to 770 000 homes in Victoria over the next 10 years. As the minister knows, my community
is passionate about taking real action on climate change, and this program will cut Victoria’s carbon
emissions by almost 4 million tonnes. That is the equivalent of taking 1 million of Victoria’s cars off
the road. Household solar is expected to generate 12.5 per cent of Victoria’s 40 per cent target for
renewable energy by 2025. My question to the minister is: can you please tell me how many
households in Macedon have so far benefited from this fabulous program?
GIPPSLAND EAST ELECTORATE
Mr T BULL (Gippsland East) (14:45): (4689) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Small Business, and the information I seek is: what is being done to address the bushfire recovery
concessional loans scheme issue? Now, this loan scheme was set up, obviously, to assist those who
were impacted by fire, but I am advised that as few as 10 per cent of the applications have been
successful. In other areas interstate up to 80 per cent are approved. Now, Rural Finance is seemingly
being unreasonably risk averse in its assessments of these applications. Among the criticisms are that
we went through three years of drought in East Gippsland leading up to the fires, and they are using
those financial figures over the last three years to rule out these applications. We look like having a
terrific spring and a good season, so I would ask Rural Finance not to be wedded to these very strict
guidelines that are ruling so many out and to actually help our people who need these loans approved.
MELTON ELECTORATE
Mr McGHIE (Melton) (14:46): (4690) My constituency question is to the Minister for Prevention
of Family Violence, and I notice the minister is at the table. The Andrews government has
demonstrated a continued commitment to keeping women and children safe and investing in vital
family violence services throughout the coronavirus pandemic. It has a strong record of almost
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$3 billion in investment and having acquitted more than two-thirds of the 227 recommendations of the
royal commission. The Orange Door network is a central part of this reform, ensuring that those
experiencing family violence have access to the support that they need.
In the year ending March 2020 the City of Melton had 2647 family violence incidents. This is not a
statistic that anyone is proud of. This year public health directives have made it extra challenging for
victim-survivors of family violence to access support services. Victims often have a very short window
where they can safely access a service—for example, after dropping children at school. Minister, how
will the rollout of the Orange Door network across our state better support Melton residents
experiencing family violence?
EILDON ELECTORATE
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (14:47): (4691) My question is for the Minister for Education. The Panton
Hill Primary School community is fuming that their school budget has been savagely cut by the Labor
government. Will the minister intervene and reverse this cut and support Panton Hill as a rural school?
Without any forewarning, at the end of last term the school received a letter stating that they were
subject to a $116 000 budget cut, as they have been classified as metropolitan. This cut is equivalent
to the cost of one teacher and will almost certainly compromise their education program. The
classification makes no sense. Everyone is at a loss as to how a school like this that is not on sewerage;
is dependent on a waste water treatment plan; has no access to mains gas, relying on LPG delivery for
heating; cannot get its mail delivered; and has a bushfire shelter, with bushfire infrastructure and a
consequent bushfire at-risk register rating, is not considered rural. The Panton Hill township has no
public transport and has one general store. It is rural.
SOUTH BARWON ELECTORATE
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (14:48): (4692) My constituency question is to the Minister
for Education. My electorate of South Barwon is one of the most rapidly growing communities across
Australia and shows no sign of slowing down. This growth is primarily driven by couples, young
families and first home buyers, who will no doubt in the years to come need first-class education for
their kids. I am pleased to say that a great deal of investment has been made by the Andrews Labor
government in these schools. My question is to the Minister for Education: how much capital
investment has been made since 2014 in my schools?
PRAHRAN ELECTORATE
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (14:48): (4693) My constituency question is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and I ask: what is the latest information on the upgrade to South Yarra station? I note
that works have begun to widen the front entrance, which is no doubt welcomed by commuters as it
will prevent the overcrowding that was occurring on a daily basis. But there was disappointment when
the local council voted to stop the upgrade to the tram stop, which prevents people with a disability,
parents with prams and other people with mobility issues from accessing the station once they have
got off the tram. Residents would appreciate an update on the progress of getting the tram stop built.
Of course there is more to do beyond the proposed stage 1 works: more entrances and making Yarra
Street safe for pedestrians. We know there is a full master plan that was developed for the site. I would
encourage the minister to make that public so the community can see it and comment on it. I welcome
the start of the works. I am looking for a further update on works and encourage further upgrades in
the upcoming state budget.
BUNINYONG ELECTORATE
Ms SETTLE (Buninyong) (14:49): (4694) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Disability, Ageing and Carers. The Victorian government has a $5 million Community Food Relief
Fund, which provides grants of up to $75 000 to local community organisations supplying food to
Victorians in need. Ballarat’s Food Access Network brings together 22 groups, including Ballarat
Community Health, the Ballarat Foundation, Ballarat Health Services, Ballarat Neighbourhood
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Centre, the Salvation Army, Ballarat Community Church, Open Food Network, Uniting in Ballarat
and Ballarat YMCA, to collaborate on how to best provide food for those in need. I met with them
recently to discuss the Community Food Relief Fund and encourage them to apply for a grant. Last
week I visited the Breezeway Meals Program, run by Uniting in Ballarat, and was told that they are
now producing 3000 meals a month, where it was 2000 a month ago. I was pleased to write a letter of
support for their application to purchase new equipment, which will increase their capacity to sort and
distribute food. I ask the minister: when will the applicants be advised?
Following questions incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 27 October:
HASTINGS ELECTORATE
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (4695)
My question is directed to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the information I seek is: will
the minister commit to funding the police officers needed to open the Somerville police station in next month’s
state budget?
I have repeatedly called on the minister for police to put aside petty politics and finally open the badly needed
Somerville police station. Built by the coalition state government in 2014, this state-of-the-art police station
still awaits its first local police officer.
Unfortunately my requests have fallen on deaf ears, while at the same time local crime has escalated and our
overworked Hastings police officers are stretched more thinly every day.
At 10.00 pm on Friday, 16 October 2020, on Baxter-Tooradin Road, Pearcedale, a 22-year-old lady was
travelling home from work when she was forced off the road by a car driven by two males, who blocked her
car in and then tried to force their way into her car.
Fortunately, the young lady had her doors locked and thought quickly enough to drive her car up and over the
gutter and along the footpath, escaping her attackers.
This shocking incident has left this young lady terrified. It is hoped these perpetrators will be caught quickly
and before they try the same thing on another unsuspecting driver.
The community deeply respects and appreciates the work our local police do. However, it is essential that we
have a visible police presence with adequate resources to keep our community safe, and I seek the minister’s
urgent assistance to rectify this worsening situation.

NORTHCOTE ELECTORATE
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (4696)
My question is for the Minister for Local Government.
What support is the state government providing to local government to ensure hospitality businesses are
supported through the funding we are providing councils under our outdoor eating and entertainment package?
The Northcote electorate is home to one of the most incredible hospitality scenes in Melbourne.
Vibrant and diverse, our many cafes, restaurants, bars and pubs are the lifeblood of our community. But we
know the hospitality industry has been one of the hardest hit during the current pandemic.
As part of our $87.5 million package to support outdoor dining, we’re providing $29.5 million to local
councils so that they in turn can support our hospitality venues at a time when they need it most.
Minister, I’ve spoken to many local business owners and they want to see this money directly supporting our
local venues in a way that is transparent, practical and flexible.
We are doing our bit to cut red tape so businesses can begin trading now that restrictions have eased, but I
want to ensure this additional funding is flowing to where it is needed to give these traders and our local
economy the kickstart they need.
And as an aside, minister, I very much look forward to getting out to our local cafes this weekend to celebrate
with them in the sunshine.
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MARINE SAFETY AMENDMENT (BETTER BOATING FUND) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (14:51): It is great to come back to the crease straight after lunch and
resume this scintillating debate. But rather than a scintillating debate, it is an exposé once again on this
government’s two-facedness when it comes to trickery and treachery to country Victorians when it
comes to handing out largesse. We have the member for Mordialloc up the back there. He was gloating
at how much money he is going to get out of this fund. It highlights again that this will be a porkbarrelling measure from this government to keep a few lonely and seedy seaside suburbs around
Melbourne in their grip while the hardworking fishermen and recreators and the tourism industry in
rural and regional Victoria will suffer at their hands. We talked before about what a raw deal this
looked like for anywhere outside of a couple of marginal seats in Melbourne, and the government was
quick in its second-reading speech to talk about how it was very, very keen to make sure that boating
stakeholders have transparency in this. This legislation could not be any less transparent if it tried.
It is not just me saying that. It is not the boat users of western Victoria and it is not the people that
come to some of the best lakes and rivers and coasts in Australia that think this. Let us see what the
Small and Medium Enterprise Association of Australia said about this. What did they say, representing
the manufacturers of boats and boating supplies? What did they think of this legislation? They said:
… today highlighted that small and medium businesses and the entire boating, fishing and PWC sectors in
Victoria had every right to be livid over the decision …

I mean, that is language that I use—‘livid’. They are absolutely disappointed about a key election
promise to absolutely guarantee that every dollar from boat registration goes back into looking after
boat users. Why are they livid? Well, these are the facts. The boating industry infrastructure is so
degraded in Victoria. Did you realise that only 1 per cent of the trailer-based boating assets in Victoria
can ever get into the water on any one day? There are only 3500 car parks and spaces for
197 000 boats. We are not even close. At 1 per cent, it delivers nothing. But it is not only the people
that build the boats and look after the boats, it is the Boating Industry Association of Victoria. What
did they say? They have responded to ‘overwhelming stakeholder alarm’. They are alarmed at what
this bill will mean to the boating industry and boating infrastructure. It is the key movers and shakers
in this industry that are concerned because this government went to them at the last election promising
to do one thing, and guess what? They are doing the complete opposite. They are just playing funny
buggers with the money that these people are paying in good faith to be reinvested back into the
boating industry.
We talked about this just before the lunch break. We heard last year in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee that this government has no shame in taking money from one organisation where
people have paid their fees, when people pay their licence fees, their third-party insurance, their
Transport Accident Commission fees and their WorkCover fees, all these fees and premiums that
hardworking Victorians put to one cause—the Treasurer has great delight in yanking those fees out of
what they are intended for. They are happy to take it away from safe workplaces, they are happy to
take it away from making our roads safer and now they are going to have great delight in taking it
away from the boating industry, from recreational fishermen, from waterskiers and from people that
earn a living out of going out onto the water and catching fish. They are going to rip money and safety
from these people to help top up their budget, and this legislation is nothing more than that. It is nothing
more than a cheap money grab, and it highlights how desperate this government has become, because
we are talking about a fund that is only around $31 million and they are happy to raid that to try and
balance their budget.
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Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (14:55): It is great to rise and speak on the Marine Safety
Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 and follow the member for Polwarth, who has given the
most passionate contribution from the Leader of the Opposition’s chair right there. He has got fired up
the most and got a bit of a pulse, rather than what we have seen from Mr Fifteen Per Cent on that side
of the chamber over the course of this week. They have forgotten the Premier, and they have gone to
ministers that are not here—that has been the quality of their week. But at least the member for
Polwarth gave a little bit of a counter—a little bit of passion.
It is a chance to be excited and get up about a fantastic investment in Victoria. We are seeing those
fees, those launch fees and parking fees, being returned to or not taken from families, which means
that more families in my community are saving money and able to get out and enjoy that recreational
experience. There is nothing more fitting for our community, nothing more telling that we are starting
to get back on track and seeing restrictions ease, than when you go over the Nepean Highway and look
over to the boat ramps along the Mordialloc Creek. There is nothing more telling that we are back on
track—and the member for Carrum would know this—than when you go over to the Patterson River
and you see all the boats launching there, all the trailers there and people getting out there as they go
out of the mouth of the Mordialloc Creek or go out from the Patterson River. It is a beautiful sight to
see, as is going for a trundle down on the beach to see all the boats out there and to see all the families
doing all they can and friends being COVID safe but getting back out on the water and doing what
they love and cherish.
It has been a tough year, and this is a real hallmark of our community—our boating, fishing
community. That is what Bayside is about; that is what our community is about. There is not a street
that you go down in the Mordialloc electorate where you will not see a tinnie waiting to go out when
you go chatting to locals or you are travelling through the streets. A lot of that recreation time and a
lot of that mental health and wellbeing time is spent with friends or families or generations that have
grown up around our patch, around the bayside area, and particularly around the Mordialloc Creek
area. That is our culture, and that is our identity. Mordialloc has always been a centre for gatherings
of community, from Indigenous communities, the Boon Wurrung people, who frequented the Carrum
Carrum swamps all the way up to the mouth of the Mordialloc Creek for 60 000 years, to the village
community and the fishing and boating community that we enjoy, love and cherish today. That is our
cultural identity right there, and that is where it is a meeting place in modern times—right in our patch.
It was a really proud moment to join with the Premier back in the 2018 election and commit to
improving the boating and fishing outcomes for our local community—to see a commitment to
upgrade boating ramps in Mordialloc and to make sure that we can get more people out into our local
community and enjoying what we love and cherish. We do not want the infrastructure in our
community to be a physical barrier to getting out into the bay and enjoying what we love and
appreciate. Families have been doing it tough over the course of this year with the impacts of the
coronavirus pandemic, and the fees and charges that will be saved from launching and parking will be
really significant for families. Some will save hundreds, and that is really significant to them, not
having cost be a barrier to everything that they love and cherish. I think that is a really important
hallmark of this bill and the work that was done in making that commitment, and I want to
acknowledge the great work done by the former Minister for Fishing and Boating in the other place,
Jaala Pulford. It was a real joy to get out there and recognise that commitment with the deputy mayor
at the time, Steve Staikos, Rex Hunt and a number of the Mordialloc Creek community to
acknowledge that investment that was going to be made and the significant impact it would have on
our local community. The fishing and boating community were pumped up. Jaala Pulford was a great
advocate for their community. They were pumped up; they were around. The member for Gippsland
South was not invited, but I am sure he would have loved to have got down there. He is free anytime
to come down and have a piece of fish and chips anytime he wants to come down and see the
Mordialloc crew. It would be my shout, and the member for Forest Hill and anyone else can come
down anytime they want. It is a great patch, and we will have you all.
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It was a great announcement that day in recognition of all the work that had been put in. It would be
remiss of me not to mention the outstanding work of the Mordialloc Creek community. They are a
wonderful group of people who have come together to form a coalition of community organisations
from the Mordialloc Motor Yacht Club, the Mordialloc Boating and Angling Club and a range of
different stakeholders, linking in with Bluey’s Boat Hire—all these different participants in the
Mordialloc Creek. There is a need to have a longer term vision to support boating outcomes through
there, and it has been great to work with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
to try to look at the longer term strategic elements to make sure that we always keep the health,
prosperity and beauty of the Mordialloc Creek—obviously it runs all the way through the
Eumemmerring Creek as well—that it is as beautiful as it can possibly be in the future and that we
have a pathway into the future for maintaining and upgrading the Mordialloc Creek for years to come.
The work that has been done to coordinate all those government agencies and the City of Kingston
and the work that they have done with mooring fees and alike has been absolutely outstanding.
Looking at the reasoned amendment that has been put forward here by the member for Mornington
has been quite interesting. I was listening intently to his contribution, and what might be telling is those
opposite might be used to breaking commitments. Those opposite, when you do not write something
down in legislation and absolutely enshrine it—I mean he was going through this scenario of ‘coulda,
woulda, shoulda’. That might have been their modus operandi when they were in government, when
they needed to put that up, but we made a commitment to the Victorian people and we are honouring
that commitment, because all those fees will be returned. We will be supporting our communities and
our boating communities and upgrading the infrastructure that is required. Those opposite have put
forward this—well, I would not say it is reasoned at all; it is about 150 words, it is a bit of a rabble and
it is a bit of a word salad. All it is is another delaying technique and an attempt to frustrate further.
That is the thing about this bill; it is about ensuring that support for boating and fishing, that those
recreation outcomes are supported into the future and that infrastructure does not hold back those
outcomes. These are some of the most significant contributions that will be made to upgrading various
facilities into the future.
It was great to get an update recently from the Better Boating crew and to jump on a chat on Teams
and go through the upgrades to parking that they envisage, where the upgrades to the Mordialloc
boating ramp will be undertaken and what the pathway forward is. There is real excitement in our local
community for this investment and for this upgrade and what it will mean going forward and into the
future to make sure that we deliver on these commitments. I am really excited about this fund being
established and what it will mean into perpetuity. It took a Labor government to implement this—a
Labor government to make sure that we are supporting boating and fishing and those outcomes as
well. It was a Labor government who was determined to make sure that the community and
recreational outcomes for our boating and fishing communities were supported into the future by
waiving those parking fees and those launching fees. At the time there was just great excitement,
enthusiasm and optimism for that into the future. That is what this bill is about. It is another example
of the Andrews Labor government investing in our local communities and honouring our
commitments to the Victorian people. We said we would remove launching fees, we said we would
remove parking fees, we said we would upgrade a range of boating ramps and we said we would do
Target One Million and make an investment in supporting people to get out there, throw out a line and
enjoy everything that they love and cherish about our local community.
I want to once again emphasise, in concluding on this bill, just the appreciation of our local community
during this COVID period. I know a lot of people have been so patient and have stuck with the
restrictions during this time. Just to see, when the 25-kilometre radius requirements and rules were put
into place, what it meant for people to get back out into the bay, what it meant for people in my local
community to get back out there with their families and with their friends, to see the joy and the hope
for summer and to see the catches coming back in at the Mordialloc Creek and at the Patterson River—
normality coming back after some of the COVID-19 challenges that we have faced this year could not
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have been any truer than watching out over the Patterson River and over the Mordialloc Creek and
seeing those boats go out.
I was out at the Mordialloc pier, and the amount of people who were waving and going out, dangling
a line off the Mordialloc pier and then taking the boats out—the optimism, enthusiasm and smiles on
people’s faces to get back out there to do what they love and cherish and how they spend their
recreational time—makes me proud to be part of a government that is supporting those recreational
outcomes, that is supporting our community and making sure that we can get more people out into the
bay. I look forward to this Better Boating Fund being established and these upgrades being delivered
for the Mordialloc electorate.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (15:05): I would like to begin my contribution by
congratulating the member for Mordialloc, because he has done something that is not terribly common
for those opposite—that is, he has actually been honest in what the government is doing with this
legislation and this broken promise. In criticising the comments of opposition members on this bill, he
just said, ‘You may operate by making sure these things are in legislation, but we don’t, because we
made a commitment in 2018’. He has just confirmed for us all that, in effect, the government is still
saying, ‘Trust us, we will deliver this commitment that all boating and marine licence fees will go into
boating infrastructure’. The very clear reality of this piece of legislation is that that is not what it says,
and the member for Mordialloc has just confirmed it.
We have yet again a government that has broken its promise. It said it would put all this in, and now
it has provided a piece of legislation—do not forget that it is the law of the state once this legislation
goes through—that says, ‘You might put it all in. You might put all the fees that boaties pay into this
fund. You can put it all in’. The member for Mordialloc and the government are arguing, ‘We will put
it in’, but the legislation does not say that it must. It does not say that.
The boating fraternity I think is actually pretty let down. The member for Mordialloc talked about how
much they welcomed it back in 2018. Yes, they did. They really were very excited, just as they
welcomed the opposition’s blue infrastructure fund, which promised the same thing. The member for
Mordialloc might want to go and speak to some of those boating industry figures right now, because
they are not that happy at all. Indeed I had an email from a manufacturer this week who is ropeable at
how the government has let them down on this particular issue.
I am surprised, to be honest, given the Labor Party has been in government for 16 out of the last
20 years—17 out of the last 21 years it just about is now—that they have been done over by Treasury
again. It is good to know, given that the budget was blown long before bushfires and coronavirus this
year, that Treasury got rolled time and time again. But it is good to know that Treasury has still got
some power, because one thing I have learned in my time in politics is that treasuries, whether they
are state, federal or otherwise, hate hypothecation. They do not like having any money raised that has
to go to a particular outcome, and very clearly in this case, despite what the government promised at
the election, despite the fact they have been in government for so long, when the election was run and
won and they went to Treasury and said, ‘This is what we’re going to do’, and Treasury said, ‘Oh, no,
sorry boys and girls. No, we don’t like hypothecation, so you’re not going to do that’, and that is why
we have got this piece of legislation today.
It is worse than that, because the government made significant commitments to boaties right across
the state. It said it would govern for all of the state, and yet what it is actually doing is removing fees
on boat ramps and car parks across metropolitan Melbourne, and it is doing it where those fees are
charged in regional Victoria, at least in the one I know of in my electorate. Port Welshpool previously
did charge fees, and those fees have now been removed. But what it has not yet committed to is equity
for all those people in Victoria and all those who pay for boating facilities such as boat ramps, car
parks and the like, because we still have not got a commitment from the government, despite removing
fees and subsidising the facilities at places like Hobsons Bay and Frankston and the like around Port
Phillip Bay, to do so for rural and regional councils that run those facilities.
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If I go back to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee last year, we had the then minister,
Minister Pulford, before us, and I asked about this. I said, ‘Effectively, Minister, you are subsidising
boating facilities for Melbourne areas. The councils there will not have to pay for them, and you will
remove the fees that are currently charged?’. ‘Yes’, she said, ‘that is exactly what we are doing; that
is our commitment’. I asked if she would also be then subsidising councils that currently do not charge
fees for boating facilities in regional Victoria, and I asked the question, and I quote:
So just to be very clear: you will fund the maintenance costs for all councils across the state for the costs that
they incur for boat ramps, whether or not they charge fees?

The answer from Minister Pulford was:
That will all be considered as part of the review.

So it was just a review. There is no commitment to actually give some equity right across the state
here. I have been talking to my councils, and that still has not been addressed. Now, I know with South
Gippsland, I mentioned Port Welshpool, where previously there were fees charged at the Port
Welshpool boat ramp. It is one of the busiest in Gippsland, and the government has to its credit
provided $60 000 last year and again this year to offset the loss of those fees at Port Welshpool. But
there is no commitment going forward and there is still no commitment to reimburse those councils—
South Gippsland, Wellington, and all those in Gippsland and regional Victoria—for the costs that they
incur in looking after boating facilities. So I call on the government to fix this issue.
Indeed South Gippsland shire at its meeting in June noted the actions taken in response to its council
plan initiative with respect to infrastructure assets and—I quote from a newsletter at the time—
resolved that it:
Continues to advocate to the Victorian Government for ongoing funding support for the maintenance of
boating facilities on Crown Land under Council’s Committees of Management.

So it still has not been addressed, and it is something the government should do, because not only is it
ripping off boaties but it is ripping off rural and regional ratepayers if it does not do that. If it is doing
it for the city, it should be good enough for the country as well.
For our boaties—whether they are fishermen, whether they are people out enjoying the great outdoors
and getting out and waterskiing or simply tootling around the Gippsland Lakes—we have fantastic
opportunities for those with boats in the electorate of Gippsland South, and I can think of where there
are facilities. There are facilities at Lake Wellington. There is a boat ramp at the port of Sale. There
are boat ramps at Port Albert, at Mcloughlins Beach, at Port Welshpool—which I mentioned—and at
Sandy Point. There is Tarwin Lower, there is Venus Bay and there are numerous others. I think there
are 15 boat ramps in Wellington shire and about nine in the South Gippsland shire. We have great
opportunities, and our boating fraternity loves those. That was one of the key questions people wanted
to know during lockdown. During the first and second stages of restrictions they wanted to know from
me whether they could go fishing, whether they could get the boat out.
So the government needs to actually ensure that the facilities that our boat users utilise are up to scratch,
in line with the both the government’s commitment and the commitment that the Liberals and
Nationals made in 2018 as well, but it actually needs to do that on an equitable basis. I go to the
minister’s second-reading speech, and I quote again:
Our boating stakeholders have told us that they demand certainty …

It goes on a bit further down:
The Andrews Labor Government understands that certainty and transparency are the foundations for
developing and maintaining a constructive partnership with the boating industry to improve safety, improve
facilities and promote growth.

Well, they do demand certainty. So do our councils. So do those other organisations that manage
boating infrastructure, and they not only demand that the government actually meets its commitment
by actually changing this legislation to ensure that it does in fact deliver every cent of boating and
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licence fees back into the Better Boating Fund but also demand that there is equity across the state and
that regional councils and indeed regional ratepayers are not disadvantaged because this government’s
sole focus is on metropolitan Melbourne and in particular Port Phillip Bay. We heard the member for
Mordialloc talking about the launch, and it is very instructive, where that launch was and what was
done there. It was all about Port Phillip Bay, and it is time this government realised that there are
Victorians outside the tram tracks, there are Victorians outside of the greater metropolitan area and
indeed the vast majority of boat ramps and boating facilities are in regional Victoria, whether they are
on the great Murray, whether they are in the beautiful Gippsland Lakes, whether they are along the
Ninety Mile Beach or through South Gippsland as well and the Bass Coast. These areas deserve the
support of the government as well. I am reminded regularly of the Premier’s commitment that he
would govern for all Victorians. If he truly is going to govern for all Victorians, and if all those opposite
are going to continue to govern for all Victorians, they must amend this legislation to make it fair to
all and to actually deliver the election commitment they made.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (15:15): I am absolutely delighted to be able to contribute to this debate
on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. I want to thank the member for
Mordialloc for reminding me about that launch that we did of the fund—the free boat ramp launch
with the Premier back at Mordialloc Creek. It was an incredible day, and there were boaters and
fisherpeople who were not only from Mordialloc—there were many from Carrum; there were many
from all over Victoria. It was a tremendous day, and it was really, really well received. Of course we
made a clear commitment to Victorian recreational boaters to allocate all the proceeds of collected
boat licence and registration fees to improve facilities and increasing safety for the boating community,
to establish the Better Boating Fund to facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades and continual maintenance
of Victoria’s boating infrastructure.
That is exactly what this bill is doing. It is a small bill, but it is an important bill. It is a bill that clearly
establishes the Better Boating Fund. I have to say, having heard the reasoned amendment being moved
by the member for Mornington, I think it is time that they got on, supported us and supported the
Victorian boating community in making sure that every single cent from marine and boating licences
and fees goes straight back into boating and making boating better and safer for Victorian families.
This is what the boating community demands, and it is absolutely what they deserve. I am so proud to
be able to stand here today to talk on this bill and to say, ‘This is what we’re going to be delivering’.
I think it is telling too that we heard those opposite talk about the fund that they were going to
introduce. They had the opportunity to introduce this fund. They did not do it. They had the opportunity
to make boat launching free, and they did not do that either. So now is their chance; here is their
opportunity. Get on and support this bill. They can support the fishing community and the boating
community and make boating better for this incredible community right across Victoria, or they can
keep being mischievous and they can keep playing games. If they want to do that, they can do it, but
let us get on and deliver on this commitment to our boating community.
My community actually plays a really big part in this. I am really fortunate in my electorate to have one
of the busiest boat launch facilities, if not, perhaps, the busiest, at the Patterson River. It is a beautiful
area. I have to say I heard the member for Polwarth disparage my launch facility on the Patterson River,
and I heard the member for South Gippsland say that funding is not going to the regions and it is all
going to metro seats. I am very proud to stand up to advocate for more funding for the Patterson River
and the launch at Carrum, and I will do that. It is the busiest launch facility. It deserves to be upgraded.
It deserves to be safe. It deserves to be a fantastic facility for a huge, huge community.
In fact we have seen fantastic upgrades down there. We have had our car park upgraded. We have got
additional signage. We have got line markings. We have got facilities for the community. We have
got improved boardwalks and fishing platforms. We have got ramp cameras down at Launching Way
at the Patterson River. I remember that the former Minister for Fishing and Boating, Minister Pulford,
came down to visit earlier this year when we actually launched the boating app. This is a fantastic app.
If you have not had a look at it, get on. You can go online, or you can download the app. It actually
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shows you vision from the ramp cams, so you can see—I think it is refreshed every 5 minutes or
something—the boat launch facilities at what might be even 400 sites across Victoria. It is incredible,
and it is a really, really useful tool. It gives emergency information, and it gives weather warnings and
updates. It is fabulous. It is really good, and I want to see it rolled out even more. But of course down
at Launching Way I want to see further investment. We have got our work underway currently to
develop a master concept plan for the area, which is going to be just fantastic.
Can I just also acknowledge Victoria’s recreational boat users. I know that the last couple of months
have not been easy for them, and they have observed the restrictions. They were not able to get out on
the water, and I know how difficult that can be because personally I know just how good getting out
on the water is for your health and wellbeing. So I acknowledge the sacrifice that was made by
thousands and thousands of Victorian boaters over the last couple of months. Having said that, I hope
that they are now getting out there—getting back out on the water—and of course they can do that for
free. No longer do they have to pay launch fees to get out on the water, and again that was a fantastic
commitment by the Andrews Labor government to abolish those launch fees and the boat ramp
parking fees as part of our election commitment—and we delivered on that promise. So now
recreational boat users can launch for free at over 35 public boating facilities right across the state,
including at Patterson River. This year it is actually the second season that Victorian families can get
out there for free. For some of them it means not having to pay the $15, or whatever it was, to launch
each time they wanted to launch, or for others it might be the yearly permit which actually can save
them several hundred dollars. So that is a lot of money for bait and tackle, and it is a lot of money to
support these families to get back out there on the water.
Having acquitted that election commitment to remove the launch fees and to make it free to launch,
this bill will now acquit another really important election commitment, and that is the Better Boating
Fund. We are delivering on it with this bill. We have heard that this bill will establish a legislated trust
account to be known as the Better Boating Fund. It is a dedicated trust account, and it is established
under statute—and that is important. It is established in accordance with the Financial Management
Act 1994. It will have a very specific and legislated purpose, which is for better boating, and it will be
subject to strict and public reporting.
On top of the reporting requirements that are already stipulated in the Financial Management Act, the
department will be required to make publicly available a report every year which sets out exactly how
much money was raised from the fees—so the marine and vessel licensing fees—how much money
is paid into the fund, how much was paid out of the fund, what it was spent on and how much is rolled
over, and that is pretty important information. It gives transparency. It gives certainty to the boating
community. This is what the boating community demanded. It is what they deserve, and it is what we
are going to deliver.
The establishment of the Better Boating Fund is about making the boating experience better for
Victorian families. We want to see more people get out on the bay. We want to see more people
visiting Gippsland Lakes or getting out on the Murray or to Phillip Island, Geelong, Bellarine. There
are so many places to get out and enjoy, and with that we want to see the businesses that surround that
boating community grow. We want to see more jobs created as well. It is going to be really important,
I think, as part of our COVID recovery that we see this industry grow and that we see it support those
families. It is so important. In 2018–19 recreational boating generated just under $8 billion to
Victoria’s economy, supporting more than 22 000 jobs. This is significant, and as I said, this industry
is going to play quite an important and significant role in our COVID recovery. So the Better Boating
Fund will go straight back into maintaining and improving existing facilities, building new facilities,
contributing to boating safety and boating education and ensuring safe use on our waters with things
like dredging.
Can I also give a shout-out to the Carrum coast guard, who are on the Patterson River. They do an
extraordinary job in supporting and looking out for recreational boaters and fishers across the bay.
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They work really hard. It is a full volunteer organisation, and I know how important this fund is to
them because they want to see the boating community supported.
This is an important milestone in the history of boating in this state. It is a really important milestone
in this government’s agenda to make better boating, to improve the experience of boating for Victorian
families, to support the boating community, to support the industry that surrounds this boating
community, to contribute to growth in the regions, to encourage tourism to our regions, particularly
regional Victoria, and to support the growth of jobs as well. This bill will give the boating industry the
transparency and the certainty that they deserve, through the legislative reporting requirements, as we
work to make our boating facilities better and safer for thousands of Victorian boaters. I commend this
bill to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (15:25): I rise to speak on the Marine Safety Amendment
(Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. I will begin by saying that this was a commitment made by the
Liberal-Nationals: that we would put all the money that comes in from licensing and registration into
infrastructure for jetties and infrastructure around the lakes and coastline in recognition of the ageing
infrastructure and the understanding that we have of the importance of tourism, the importance of
recreational fisher men and women and the importance of boating. It was no surprise that pre-election
the Premier also matched that commitment. But the point that is needing to be made today is that he
did not match that commitment, because what he said and what he has done in this bill are very
different. The fact is that he promised—and I quote from the Premier’s announcement:
… every cent of licensing and registration fees will be spent on boating safety and facilities.

In this very bill that is actually not what it does. They have used very, very clever words to say that the
Treasurer might or may or can. Really, it is a way of tricking the community into believing that they
have an intent. We will watch and we will see, and we will see many of these funds go everywhere but
into the infrastructure needs that were promised, that we had a very strong commitment to and still do.
I look at the opportunity that has been missed in this broken promise from the Andrews Labor
government. I only have to look down the south-west coast to Warrnambool in fact, where we have got
a breakwater. It is a very important piece of infrastructure—important to the local economy and the
tourism industry and certainly a feature of our community—but it needs a lot of structural work to be
sound for the future. So will we ever see a commitment from this government to use these funds, of
which we will not see the amount we should initially? Will we see these funds come down to the southwest? We also have got the boat ramp at the breakwater, which has been an issue for a very long time.
It has had many studies done on it. The designs have been drawn up; it is ready to go. My plea to the
Andrews Labor government is to think about the trouble we are having with COVID and the challenges
we have got for tourism and to think of our region. In the budget please fund the work that needs to be
done on the breakwater, and it would be a really good boost for our local tourism sector and local
economy for the shovel-ready project of the boat ramp in Warrnambool to be funded in this budget.
There is also the issue that comes to mind of infrastructure needs in other parts of my electorate, such
as over at Nelson where we have got a shed sitting on a jetty. The shed is quite old. It is just a little
shed. A guy by the name of Brett Carson actually operated a boat hiring venture out of there. It has
actually been a bait and boat shed for about 50 years. Now, Brett has been there for some years and
his cousin before him. He has just had no end of trouble asking the government to understand his
business. They have decided the building should be condemned. They locked him out on 1 July and
he is now operating nowhere. They have not committed to where he can go to run his business. He
has actually been left languishing. It is not up to local committees of management to come up with
funds. That is what these funds should be for. This situation in particular should be fixed immediately,
because little places like Nelson on the Glenelg River are where people go to fish, to have a lovely
relaxing holiday with canoes, to hire boats with the kids. These are services that people like Brett offer
to the whole of the region. Having those activities for young families to go and do when they visit
towns like Nelson keeps those towns very attractive and viable. So it is very disappointing to see that
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this fund, the Better Boating Fund, which was established so all that money could go back into those
infrastructure projects and towards boating safety, is simply not going to happen. But what is really
disappointing is that the people of Victoria continually have these promises made to them and those
promises are then broken.
I mean, another one of the broken promises that springs to mind is the Murray Basin rail project. I
remember the Premier down in Portland actually talking about the project and how it would be of great
advantage to Portland as the grain that comes from the northern part of the state would have the
opportunity to go to the three ports and it would be competitively able to happen that way. But because
of the current infrastructure, Portland is at a significant disadvantage to the port of Melbourne and the
port of Geelong. This was a project that the Premier promised. They had $440 million—$220 million
from the feds and $220 million from the sale of the Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria, half of
which they held back—and now it is all wasted. The project has been botched. Not only that, but the
capacity of that rail is less than when the government first touched it. So that is an extraordinary
statement—that someone can say they are going to fix something, and they have a go and they do such
a bad job that they have got less capability than before they began. And now—how about this—they
actually have the audacity to ask the feds to come in and fix the problem and wipe up the mess.
But I know I am going to get called back—
Members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines): Order! It would be good if people could take their
conversations outside while the member is on her feet.
Ms BRITNELL: Thank you, Acting Speaker. I was discussing the fact that we have got broken
promise after broken promise. And when we are really looking forward to being able to help projects
in Victoria—particularly projects on the coastline and on the lakes, where we have at the moment the
issue around COVID causing such challenge in the communities where tourism plays a massive part—
it is very disappointing. I was actually just referring to another broken promise, the Murray Basin rail
project, and how the government has botched it and it is now worse than it was before they began.
It is nothing short of disappointing, but it is not surprising because we have been seeing lots of
hoodwinking and lots of stunts that demonstrate that what we are being told is going to happen is not
what does happen. And there is no better example than this one today, with the promise of transparency
as well. I have not even mentioned that, but in the bill there is no way we can even know where into
the future the projects that do get prioritised out of this Better Boating Fund are even going to be. So
how can we monitor the progress of what we are going to get as a community—our return on
investment for that money that the boating people are actually putting into this fund—and where they
are going to get the return on that for their activities? I do not think we will ever know, because that is
clearly the intent of the government: to make sure transparency is the least obvious activity that will
be able to be achieved.
I might finish up by saying that it is really important that the government takes some time to recognise
the importance of tourism, particularly down in South-West Coast, where we have taken a big hit. I
think it was reported last week that over 5000 jobs will be lost from the region, which is an
extraordinary amount, so let us put some effort into building projects that are ready, like the boat ramp
at Warrnambool. Let us get on with putting Brett Carson back into business by building him a shed so
that he can start his business again instead of leaving him high and dry with nothing. Let us get the
breakwater fixed. I mean, this is a project that requires I think around $10 million to ensure it is
structurally sound for the future. These are very important projects, and I think there is no reason why
in a few years time these people who spend their money on the licences and who have been promised
that the money will go back 100 per cent into the Better Boating Fund should not actually see that
there have been some outcomes. Unfortunately it looks to me from the way this bill has been structured
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that they have absolutely no intention of delivering on that promise to the recreational fishermen and
the boating community of Victoria.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (15:35): I rise very heartily to speak on the Marine Safety
Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. From the outset, I have to let everyone know that I am
a keen fisherperson, although I do not have too much luck. But as many other members have said, it
is a great pastime even just to get out on the water. Being in a coastal setting, just like the member for
Mordialloc, the member for Carrum and the member for Nepean here, we have the most idyllic places
to sit there and not catch a fish—and maybe get on the beers occasionally—that you could think of.
I have listened to some of the contributions from the opposition, and some of them just do not make
sense. We will get to that in a second, but this government did commit to make boating better for
hundreds of thousands of Victorians that partake in this growing, popular recreational activity. It is
huge down in Frankston. On a good day, when the tide is great and the weather is great, you will see
the Frankston boat ramp just absolutely packed. Of course that gives us a few implications when we
have a COVID situation, but it is a very popular pastime and many, many people have everything
from a tinny to boats worth a few million down there, I think.
A member: Where else but Frankston?
Mr EDBROOKE: Where else but Frankston? Where else would you rather be? I know a lot of
people that fish in Frankston, but my first interaction with the fishing fraternity as a member in
Frankston was when a guy called Glenn Cooper—or as they named him in Frankston, ‘Guru Glenn’—
turned up to my office. Imagine this bloke—he is about my height, pretty stocky, 55, handlebar
moustache, tatts, gold rings—comes in and he says in his gruff voice, ‘I want to see the member’. I
am thinking, ‘Oh, jeez. Okay. My day might be about to go downhill in a very severe way’. He has
got a plastic bag with him, and I am a bit, you know, ‘Whoa, jeez, what’s happening here?’. He goes,
‘I just want to present you with this’, and I am thinking, ‘Oh, no, tell me it’s not a horse’s head, it’s
not dead ducks or whatever’. And Guru Glenn passed me this snapper—well, it might have been a
pinky. It was about 2 foot long, and we shared it throughout our office staff. He said, ‘I just want you
to know that we have the best recreational fishing in Frankston, and we want you to back us in’. And
I said, ‘Well, mate, that isn’t a problem’. We are quite good friends now, Glenn and I. But since then
we have seen the rebuild of the Olivers Hill pier. We have seen the Target One Million program roll
out. Lots of kids in Frankston have got the Target One Million drink bottles and fishing rods. Of course
the Target One Million program is to get 1 million recreational fishers up and running. We have got a
new fish cleaning table, which was very well received.
We have even improved the Frankston Pier, which unfortunately got blown away in a storm. Some
people might remember seeing on the news when an unfortunate cameraperson caught a journalist
who decided to report from the pier, which was probably about 10 square metres, floating in the ocean.
He decided to jump on it, and he fell on his butt.
A member interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE: I think it was Seven. It might have been Nine. Anyway, we have also scrapped
the boat ramp fees for the ramp and scrapped the fees for the parking as well.
That is the thing about fishing—Guru Glenn’s fantastic group of people who run programs for disabled
kids. They are pretty happy. But I can tell you, just sitting here and listening to the coalition talking
about how we will not put 100 per cent of funds from fishing licences and boat registration et cetera
into the better boating and fishing funds is farcical, because we are the government that has shown that
we do what we say in many ways but also in the recreational fishing space. You can see that in
Frankston. You can see that in many areas.
If you had to ask some of our fisherpeople in Frankston and our recreational boaters, though, what the
coalition did in their four years, I think they would probably say, ‘Zero, zilch, nada, donuts. We got
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nothing. We didn’t even get a chance to speak to anyone’. That is what I am hearing. So to hear
coalition members now stand up and have the absolute audacity to say that we will not do what we
said is quite funny.
Now, the government is not just saying, ‘Trust us’. This legislation does lock the government into
being accountable for the delivery of this commitment. If this bill is passed, the fund will commence
on 1 July 2020, and deposited into the fund will be all revenue from vessel registration and marine
licences. It will be spent on agreed priorities, and this will happen next year, well before the next
election. So the question remains: why would you bother bringing a bill into this house if you are not
going to follow through with it? I am sure no-one in the opposition could answer that with a reasonable
answer today.
Now, we have also had some questions about the reporting requirements, and they include how much
revenue is raised, how much money will be paid into the fund, how much was paid out of the fund
and how much money is carried forward. The opposition would have you believe that the report will
be published on the Department of Transport’s website for 2 minutes and then removed. Well, that is
not the case; it will be actually up there for 12 months for everyone to see. It is transparent. It provides
clarity on the spending as well. So I would be game enough to say that they are mistruths that have
been put across by the coalition today.
The reasoned amendment also does not really make sense, because to point out what you perceive as
a flaw in a bill and then to put forward a reasoned amendment that does not do anything to mitigate
that flaw or fix that flaw does not make sense to anyone. The coalition today has done that in two
ways. They say that the government should deposit into the fund only the revenue generated by vessel
registration fees, which is only $14 million. We are talking about putting $31 million a year into that
Better Boating Fund. This is our commitment. Their commitment is $14 million. The reasoned
amendment does not go anywhere near making up that $31 million. It is literally half. The second very
strange thing about the reasoned amendment is that opposition speakers have talked about how they
think those reporting requirements are inadequate, but the reasoned amendment does not actually
suggest any changes that could take place to make that better. So one would naturally reason that what
is happening here is the opposition is playing games.
If they really wanted to get on board, they certainly would support this bill going through, because
from what I am hearing the main argument against this bill is the fact that it is not written in the
legislation that we will put 100 per cent of funds into the Better Boating Fund. I can tell you now that
everyone on this side who has spoken, the ministers, the media releases that have come out, they all
say that, and this government will stand by that promise to the tune of $31 million a year. And if you
do not believe it, have a look around you. As I have said, there is the Frankston Pier, the Olivers Hill
boat ramp—just in my patch, that is—the fish table, Target One Million, scrapping boat ramp fees,
scrapping boat ramp car parking fees. It is already happening. There is a culture in this government
that when we say something, we get it done, and we have already started that.
I very much look forward to being able to go out soon, whether it be at Mordialloc, whether it be at
Carrum, whether it be down at Nepean—I love Nepean. I am not sure about Sunbury, though; I have
heard the MP there is not very good at fishing. I very much look forward to visiting these places and
regional places all over Victoria to make sure that we increase tourism and make sure that these
communities that rely on the tourism that is generated from recreational fishing and boating feel the
love. Some people like to travel overseas, and I am one of those people as well, but being able to go
into your own patch and just grab a rod—whether it be going out into Bass Strait, whether it be off the
eastern seaboard, whether it be hanging a line off Frankston Pier—is a very enjoyable pastime, and it
is a great time to bond with your children and other people as well.
A very last thing: the member for Mordialloc did mention before that the fish and chips is on him, and
I would encourage all members in the bayside area to encourage all their friends to come and take the
member up on that. If he thinks he has got the best fish and chips, he has got to prove it. Then he can
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come down to Frankston, and I will introduce him to Vic’s fish and chips. He can say g’day to Vic as
he slams down one of Vic’s souvlakis and a minimum chips. We do not put the chips in the souvlaki
in Frankston, by the way, member for Mordialloc, but it is very enjoyable. Fresh fish, snapper—it is
great. But even if you do not fish, this bill is fantastic for recreational boaters, and I am sure it is going
to be very well received when the money goes back into the community.
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (15:45): I rise today to speak on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better
Boating Fund) Bill 2020. This legislation delivers on some key promises made by the Andrews
government with regard to recreational boating—some key promises that had a particular relevance
to the Nepean electorate at the 2018 state election. Recreational boating is an important part of the
lifestyle enjoyed by both residents and visitors to the electorate of Nepean.
Across the state there are more than 400 000 marine licence holders, and many more Victorians enjoy
recreational boating alongside licence holders each year. The election promise the Andrews
government made in 2018 for recreational boating was the outstanding commitment to abolish boat
ramp parking fees and launching fees—a promise which has been kept and was delivered in the 2019
state budget. Many members have benefited from that: the member for Mordialloc, and the member
for Frankston. The member for Carrum made a good contribution, the member for Bass made a
contribution, and I hope the member for Burwood makes a contribution on this one. He has big boating
facilities in Burwood.
Mr Fowles interjected.
Mr BRAYNE: That is right. This legislation is the result of a lot of hard work by the government,
but also the result of a lot of negotiations between all the local government areas and the Victorian
government. I thank the CEO of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, John Baker, for his work in
seeing the peninsula as one of the first local government areas to take advantage of the free boat ramps.
As a result of this policy access to the boat ramps became free across the southern Mornington
Peninsula, including the ramps at Rye, Safety Beach, Sorrento, Tootgarook and Anthonys Nose, in
time for the summer period last year.
I remember at the 2018 state election standing at the pre-poll chatting to the many thousands of people
that came through who wanted to vote early. I was admittedly quite shocked by the sheer number of
people who were boaties and fishers who raised this promise with me and were excited to see it come
into effect. A small financial reprieve for a favourite activity went down quite well with them. As
someone who spends a lot of time out in the water but nowhere near enough time on the water, I was
pleased to hear that so many people in Nepean get the time to do so. I had heard the announcement
made on Talking Fishing with host David Kramer and the Premier, discussing the many merits of
giving our fishers this financial win. The positivity from many locals only rose from there. Indeed
Nepean is tied with Greater Geelong in having the most licensed vessels by local government area.
The Andrews Labor government has also delivered on a major upgrade for the Rye Pier, committing
$500 000 to improve access for everyone who comes down to enjoy the water. Rye Pier is the absolute
icon of the southern Mornington Peninsula, and is a much-loved destination for both locals and visitors
who wish to experience and enjoy the rich marine life and calm waters that lie just off the pier. I have
been snorkelling there quite a few times courtesy of my mate Brenton. Regrettably I have still not
spotted the local stingray there.
The Rye Pier upgrade involved the rebuilding of the lower landing and the construction of a new ramp
to improve access for visitors and locals of all abilities, ensuring that access to the water is suitable for
everyone. This new section of pier was also constructed locally on the Mornington Peninsula,
supporting jobs in the local economy. The pier upgrade came off the back of substantial investment in
upgrades along the Rye foreshore, including the rebuilding of the Rye boat ramp and the investment
in the upgrade of the kids playground. The investments which the Andrews government has made in
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areas of Nepean such as Rye have played a vital role in ensuring that the township remains a place to
be truly proud of.
I was so pleased to stand with then Minister Pulford back in May 2019 to announce this long-needed
upgrade to this iconic pier and to launch the opening of the free upgraded Rye boat ramp. Although
everyone there was extremely windswept, including Jaala’s and my hair, but in particular Cr David
Gill’s hair—who looked as though he had just touched an electric fence—the many local boaties down
there that day were ecstatic to see the upgraded ramp.
In addition to Rye, the Andrews government committed $39.6 million in 2019 to upgrade boat
facilities across the state, including the Hastings boat ramp. I trust the member for Hastings will greatly
enjoy that. A key issue which has been raised by recreational boaters over the past several years has
been to ensure that the revenues collected from licensing and registration fees are returned to the
industry to improve facilities and boating services. It was in this context that the Andrews government
made the commitment to abolish ramp fees.
This legislation therefore continues the delivery of improvements for boating by establishing the Better
Boating Fund, a trust account which will transfer the equivalent to the revenue raised through licensing
and registration fees. It will ensure that this money is spent on the improvement of boating facilities
and services, a figure of approximately more than $30 million per year. The consolidation of access
revenue from licensing and marine vehicle registration fees into a single trust fund will provide greater
transparency and certainty to the use of this revenue for the benefit of the boating community.
This legislation authorises expenditure from the fund on the following: provision and maintenance of
boating facilities and related services; boating safety and boating education; the safe use of recreational
vessels; and the safe use of state waters. This reflects a recognition that keeping boaters, snorkellers
and marine life safe in the water is absolutely essential, and education around boat safety is equally as
important as the upgrade of the facilities. The specific details of funding allocations from the Better
Boating Fund will be determined through the development of a Victorian recreational boating strategy,
which will be designed in consultation with key industry stakeholders to ensure that funding priorities
are transparent and reflect the overall goals of this fund, which are to improve boating facilities and
safety within the industry.
This legislation also includes extensive provisions to ensure financial transparency is provided with
the use of the funds in the trust. As such the legislation requires that the Secretary of the Department
of Transport publish an annual report by 1 October each year subject to approval by the minister
responsible. This report will include the total amounts of money paid into and out of the Better Boating
Fund, the quantity of funds in the trust which are being carried over to the next financial year and the
total amount of revenue received for the registration of marine vessels and the renewal of licences.
This will ensure that there is full disclosure over where the funds in the trust are being spent and that
the amount of revenue being collected from licensing and registration fees is being replicated in annual
transfers to the fund.
Throughout the consultation process for this legislation the desire for transparency was deemed crucial
by industry stakeholders and necessary to ensure that this fund achieves its stated purpose of ensuring
that revenues from boating are being reinvested into the boating community—in particular the boating
community in the Nepean electorate on the Mornington Peninsula. Further to this, the legislation
specifies that all interest earned on funds being held within the Better Boating Fund is required to be
paid into the Better Boating Fund. Finally, the amendments specified in these clauses will serve to
remove all doubt that fees specified in regulations made under the existing act will not be limited to
merely covering the cost of providing this service. This is necessary to ensure that there is clear legal
authority for fees to be set and maintained at a level that generates revenue over and above the cost of
providing regulatory services. This ensures that the excess revenues from licensing and registration
can effectively and transparently be used to fund and support recreational boating beyond simply
covering the costs of marine safety regulation.
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The experience of 2020 has been devastating for tourism and recreation right across the state of
Victoria, but particularly on the Mornington Peninsula. This deadly pandemic has seen months of
lockdowns in order to combat the threat that this virus poses to the community, and more than ever it
is vital for businesses that we can go into summer with the confidence to trade, relax and take part in
the activities which we have been unable to do now for so long.
Additionally, it is undeniable that 2020 has had detrimental mental health impacts on many people, in
particular young people. Knowing this, it is important to make a note of the many health benefits of
being out on the water. For instance, according to online news site Insider, psychologists Mark
Wheeler and Nick Cooper suggested that angling is an effective way of reducing symptoms of posttraumatic stress disorder. They found that one fishing trip reduced the symptoms of PTSD among war
veterans by 30 per cent. In the UK a research report by Angling Research said that most anglers, 87 per
cent, listed rest and relaxation as the main reasons they take part in the hobby. Ninety per cent of the
anglers surveyed said that escaping crowds and noise was another important reason. Additionally,
there are suggestions that fishing could even be good for one’s love life—so get fishing, member for
Narre Warren South!
I have no doubt that for the many hundreds of thousands of visitors who come down to the Mornington
Peninsula over the summer recreational boating will be a key activity. For this reason, our boating
community deserves improvements that will one day lead to the best facilities in the country.
Delivering on the Better Boating Fund is the continuation of the efforts the Andrews government has
already made to ensure the improvement of the recreational boating experience. I commend this bill
to the house.
Ms CONNOLLY (Tarneit) (15:55): It certainly gives me a great deal of pleasure this afternoon to
stand in this place and join my colleagues to speak on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating
Fund) Bill 2020. Now, as I have been sitting here today, I have had to listen to those opposite continue
to carry on with another tragic boohoo moment about Victorians. Today it is about the boating
community, and I cannot help but think I would never want to be sitting in a dinghy or a rickety old
tinnie with that lot sitting opposite. Their lacklustre attempt at trying to scare Victorians into believing
that somehow we have broken an election promise is just about as unbelievable as the cheap
Halloween decorations my kids stuck up in the front yard yesterday. Not one cent from licences and
fees was put directly back into boating when the coalition was in government. You had every
opportunity to establish a dedicated fund, but you failed to do that.
Let me say in very plain terms: this bill is going to establish the Better Boating Fund, and the Treasurer
himself will transfer the equivalent of all revenue collected from marine licensing and vessel
registration fees into this fund. This money will then be spent on agreed priorities. Now, those opposite
standing to talk on this bill trying to tell us that our government is not delivering on its election
commitment is just more hogwash. What a fantasy land those opposite continue to live in. Now, I do
not want to stand here and talk about negative things. We do not do that on this side of the house. I am
going to turn my attention to something that I know that everyone in this chamber will agree with, and
that is our beautiful state of Victoria. We are a state of wonderful vistas and gorgeous sites, and dare I
say it, we were the state that created the first ever hashtag of ‘wanderlust’.
I am pretty proud to admit that when it comes to holiday seasons Barwon Heads is a favourite spot for
me and my family. This afternoon we have heard a lot about the beaches and the bays and the rivers
of those south-eastern suburbs, but now that the member for St Albans has entered the chamber we
can talk about the western suburbs—this side of the bridge. Barwon Heads is a favourite spot for my
family and me, and we have got great memories of pitching a tent there with hundreds of other families
from right across Victoria, the Barwon Heads Caravan Park sitting there on the glorious river. In fact
I will take this opportunity today to confess that I never thought I would be smiling and reflecting upon
those camping memories, because when I was a kid we never had the opportunity to go camping on
holidays. My father being a milkman, school holidays and public holidays were the busiest times of
the year for him and continue to be. I am sure I am not like a lot of other mums out there when I say it
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took me quite a bit of time to get used to roughing it with two kids in a tent in the throes of toilet
training. Yes, yes—fond memories indeed of Barwon Heads. It is in the summer—and I know all
Victorians are looking forward to this summer like no other—that we see the boats out en masse in
the ocean and fishing in the bays.
Now, I grew up in Kingscliff in northern New South Wales, a very sleepy little village and certainly a
far cry from the tourist destination that it is now. Just like other coastal towns in the regions, part of its
appeal is for holidaying away from the big cities and getting away from suburbia and out onto the open
water. In the summer city dwellers would drive up in their caravans with their boats for some quiet
fishing or to their holiday homes. In many ways the sandy coastlines of Kingscliff are not too different
from the beautiful coastal towns on the Bellarine or in Gippsland, and in fact one of the other reasons
I particularly love pitching the tent down there in Barwon Heads is that I am reminded of one of my
favourite Aussie TV shows, the much-loved SeaChange. Indeed Pearl Bay was very similar to the
Kingscliff I grew up in: the beaches, the townsfolk, very much the corrupt councillors and of course—
how can we forget—those greedy developers wanting to overdevelop the coastline at any cost.
Ms Spence: Was there a Diver Dan?
Ms CONNOLLY: How can we forget Diver Dan—or Max?
We know how important fishing and boating are to so many Victorians. Over 400 000 Victorians
across the state hold a marine licence, and I am very pleased to say around 4000 to 6000 of those are
actually residents of Wyndham. Now, the revenue from these licences is equal to approximately
$31 million a year. Not only this, but the benefit of recreational boating to the economy is about
$8 billion a year and creates over 22 000 jobs in Victoria. Now, whilst my electorate of Tarneit, we all
know, is not a coastal electorate, we all still really enjoy the thrill of being out of the water. Fortunately
for us there is a lovely strip of coast nearby, in Werribee South, and of course Werribee South is one
of the 35 boat ramps that our government has removed fees from, saving boaters up to $315 a year.
This was something our government promised at the last election—to make boating cheaper and more
accessible for Victorians—and would you believe it, we did it.
As we begin to emerge from a lockdown and return to a more COVID-normal setting, I know many
Victorians are going to be really eager to get back out on their boats and go fishing for a couple of
hours. They have put in a monumental effort getting through this second wave of restrictions, because
often being out on their boats is what makes them most happy—and I would not blame them for that,
because, I mean let’s face it, there is something absolutely magical about being out there on the water,
whether you are in a boat with a fishing rod in your hand or, like me, bobbing away in the local creek,
in the waves, watching my kids, who are either throwing sand at each other or pretending to be
mermaids and dolphins. But we are all drawn to the water in some way or another.
Now, a couple of weeks ago I was contacted by a local constituent, and I will change his name here
today and call him John. He reached out to my office because, like so many Victorians, he was
grappling with the impacts of this lockdown. His daughter lives interstate and his parents in regional
Victoria, and for months he has been practically cut off from seeing his family. And as my parents still
live in Kingscliff, where they would not even know there was a global pandemic, it is a feeling I know
all too well. Among many things, John told me how much he missed going fishing as a pastime, when
these activities were not permitted. As hard as it was, John knew he had to do the right thing—he had
to do the right thing for our community—and because of the sacrifices of people like John we are now
in a position to open up safely. If I was talking to John right now, I would be telling him, ‘I know these
last couple of months have been a challenge, but because of the sacrifices that you and every other
Victorian have made we have taken our first steps, and they are huge steps into our new COVID
normal’. I would also say, ‘And mate, you can now get back out there and drop a line’.
These victories have only been possible because of Victoria’s collective effort to contain the virus. But
just as we made good on our promise to scrap boating fees from public boat ramps, this bill is also
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going to make good on the promise we made to the boating community—the establishment of that
Better Boating Fund. Now, our government got amongst the Victorian boating community, and we
listened—we listened to what they had to say—and what we heard was that for all the money they
paid in fees and licences, they were not getting bang for their buck. What they told us was the system
needed to invest back in the facilities that they were using, and that is why our government has
promised to implement the Better Boating Fund. That is exactly what we will do.
This fund will collect the proceeds from boat licence and registration fees and allocate them to
improving facilities and safety for the boating community. These funds will be used to deliver on
recreational boating priorities, including boat ramp upgrades, new facilities, maintenance, boating
safety and boating education. This bill builds upon our government’s impressive record on delivering
for Victorian boat users. With me now having adapted to camping, by the river in Barwon Heads, I
might soon be ready to get out there on a boat and tackle my fear of seasickness, which is probably
why I do not have an actual boating experience I can share in this place today and with my local
community. But in all seriousness, we are a government that is not only delivering on an important
election promise but in doing so we are actually going to make sure that the money paid by boat users
goes back into their facilities, and they can get that bang for their buck that they talk so passionately
about, because at the end of the day every single one of us deserves to feel that we get what we paid
for. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (16:05): What a pleasure it is to join and follow the member for
Tarneit’s contribution. I rise today to speak on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund)
Bill 2020, and I also echo the sentiments on this side of the house from the previous speakers.
We have heard that this bill will seek to establish the Better Boating Fund. It will ensure that funds
collected through boat licensing are reinvested into the industry. Every dollar of these fees will go
back to the boating community. The fund will be very important to pay for improvements such as boat
facilities and services. I am not much of a fisher, I must say, and I was reflecting on my childhood as
the member for Tarneit was speaking about her childhood and I do agree. I certainly was not a camper
as a child, and I do not recall my parents being campers much either. But I am a good cook, so that is
a positive in all of this. Getting back to my electorate of St Albans, let me say up to 4000 locals have
registrations, so we are a big supporter and of course we enjoy the fishing industry. So I would say
that my electorate of St Albans is certainly a supporter of the fishing industry.
This legislation will fulfil a key election commitment, as we have heard today. Based on the last
financial year the fund will have close to $31 million, and every single dollar, as I said, will go back
into the fund to upgrade, maintain and improve safety and education. It has been part of a consultation
process involving forums and of course a ministerial round table. This will give a boost, more
importantly, to the Victorian recreational boating strategy. Of course our government is delivering for
all Victorians and most importantly the Victorian boating and fishing community.
I just previously spoke about my local community being really passionate fishers and boaters in my
electorate, and I have to give a special mention to Wizz Fishing of St Albans. He is a local, and just
last week on his very attractive Facebook page he notified us all that he had caught his first brilliant
snapper off Altona. As I said, Wizz is a local avid fisher and a regular face on the local fishing scene.
He provides useful updates on his page, and most of my local residents are extremely supportive of
his page.
I do want to also note that I have heard some stories from my locals who attend the annual Hooked on
Portland festival. It draws many of my locals. I have heard their stories in relation to their activities
during this time on the Portland foreshore. Of course another fixture to many of my locals is Port
Welshpool, and hearing some of their stories, they do really enjoy being out in regional Victoria
supporting the local economy. As part of these activities the fishing industry does provide over
22 000 Victorian jobs. It plays a big part in tourism and most importantly, as I said, that drives the
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economic recovery. After COVID it will play a big part. This bill will do just that; it will play a big
part in rejuvenating and most importantly providing affordable and free opportunities for families.
We have heard of the great work that the Minister for Fishing and Boating has done. We have
abolished the boat ramp fees to 35 ramps across Victoria. We have established Target One Million,
which, I tell you, is to the excitement of some of my St Albans fishing lovers and an initiative to get
more Victorians fishing more often. Our government has invested $35 million in opening hundreds of
kilometres of river frontage for camping and fishing, releasing more native fish into suburban lakes
and waterways, and programs to get not only our retirees but also young members of our community
into fishing. We are doing all that we can to make sure that the fishing community and industry
continue to grow and prosper.
I am cautious that there are a number of speakers after me, so I do want to give some time to my fellow
speakers, but I will say that this legislation is real, is significant and makes an impact not only on
everyday Victorians and on my constituents in St Albans but also on regional Victoria. Building
investment in jobs, the economy and tourism is extremely important from this point onwards. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon—Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Regulatory Reform, Minister for
Government Services, Minister for Creative Industries) (16:11): I am delighted to make a contribution
on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. This is a really important piece of
legislation that is before the house, and I do commend the minister for bringing it forward, because it is
an important opportunity to recognise the fact that fishers and boaters do make a significant contribution
to our state. To ensure that you have got an appropriate funding regime whereby they are able to engage
in this pastime without being unduly penalised, I think, is an important matter.
I do note I have got the reasoned amendment before me that has been moved by the member for
Mornington, who is at the table. In all my time with the member on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee I never thought that he was a fan of hypothecation of fees in relation to registration. Maybe
I have missed that. Anyhow, I am somewhat surprised that he has moved that reasoned amendment
with a focus on hypothecation, but I did miss his contribution earlier, so perhaps when I review
Hansard tomorrow—a bit of lazy Friday-night reading—I can come across that and educate myself
about that.
Acting Speaker Edbrooke, when I walked into the chamber earlier today I came up and spoke to you,
and I asked whether the Greens had spoken, because we know that if there is any political party that
opposes the pastimes of working people it is the Greens political party. And they are not here. They
were due to speak, and they are not here. I am reminded of that great saying, ‘Hard work never killed
anybody’. I think the member for Prahran has determined that hard work may not have killed anybody,
but in the member for Prahran’s case, why take the risk? It is Thursday afternoon and he is not here. He
has clocked off for the day. It is an opportunity to come in here and say why you do not think this is a
good bill, why you hate people who hunt, why you hate people who fish, why you hate people who
drink and why you hate people who have a punt. I mean, it is in the party platform. It is what they
believe in. They do not believe in these things. But, look, with the opportunity of participating in this
great institution, this great pantheon of debate, where we have come forward and we bring forward our
ideas, where we represent the interests of our communities and where we have the opportunity to have
that free-flowing exchange of ideas and the ability to turn around and say, ‘Well, in relation to this piece
of legislation I think that it’s great’ or alternatively ‘I don’t agree with it for these reasons’—well, we
are here. It is Thursday afternoon and I am here. The Minister for Community Sport is here. The
member for Mornington is here. We are here. We are working. Right? We are always here working.
You hear from the Greens that they want more transparency. They would have us sitting here all the
time. You know why? Because we are the ones here working and they are out there skiving. It is
Thursday afternoon and they have clocked off. They have just gone. They have disappeared, and they
are not prepared to come in here and make the case. You know why? They do not respect the institution
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of the Parliament. They think they are above the Parliament. They think they are better than the
Parliament, and they are not. This great institution has served us for centuries. The Greens political party
have got the life span of a fly; right? They have just been here and they will be gone—and they will be
gone before too long. This great institution will still be here. This great pantheon of debate will still be
here long after I have gone, long after you have gone. The member for Mornington may still be here.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr PEARSON: It is possible. Do not write this man off is what I say. Do not write him off.
The Parliament will still be here, but these slackers, these people who just do not respect the institution,
they will be gone and they will be forgotten because they have made no contribution to the place. Like,
come on, earn your pay packet. You are getting paid next week; do you not want to sort of say, ‘Well,
look, I came in here, I rocked up, I made a contribution, I said a few things, I did a few things, I spoke
on behalf of my community—the people who elected me to come to this place’? No, they have
knocked off. God knows where they are. They are probably out the back sipping on a soy latte, because
at this hour on a Thursday afternoon they would not be drinking sauvignon blanc. They would not be
having a whiskey. No, they have clocked off. It is just very disappointing. It is very disappointing.
Mr Fowles interjected.
Mr PEARSON: Well, given the fact that the Greens political party oppose the pastimes of working
people and they are opposed to the consumption of alcohol, as would be my experience—although
they are very, very vocal when it comes to drugs and allowing the legalisation of illicit drugs—I do
not think they would be getting on the beers this afternoon, member for Burwood.
But I respect the institution. I respect this place. I am so honoured and I am so grateful and I am so
fortunate that my community chose me to be here. I get to play a bar of music in a great Labor concerto
while I am here. I have a brief opportunity to come here and have a say, and then I will go. But I
respect the fact that I am here and I respect the great opportunity that has been bestowed upon me, and
I do not take for granted for one moment the great privilege and honour that someone like me, someone
from my background, has in being fortunate enough to be here. Those opposite have the opportunity
to be here and they squib it because they do not respect the institution.
Now, I am mindful of time—and I feel so much better now. I do want to give a shout-out to Martin
Corkill, current vice-president of Essendon Anglers Club—an absolute legend of a bloke. He is a good
friend of my good friend the member for Sunbury. An absolute legend—he is the sort of bloke who if
you broke down on the highway and Marty rocked up, you know you would be right. You know you
would be either getting to the pub or you would be going home to the missus. He is one of those blokes.
He is an absolute champion. He loves the Essendon Anglers Club. He loves the mighty Maribyrnong
River. He spends a lot of time in my electorate, but he is very fortunate to live in the great electorate
of Sunbury—a ripper bloke, an absolute champion. Bills like this are for Martin. It is for working
people. It is the right thing. It is the decent thing. You know, if you do not believe in bills like this,
come in here and say why you do not agree with them, but do not be out the back sipping on your soy
lattes on a Thursday afternoon. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (16:18): I am delighted to be speaking to this bill this afternoon. There
have been some fine contributions from members previously, but I want to thank the minister for
bringing the bill before the chamber this afternoon. I welcome the opportunity to speak on something
that floats the boats of so many constituents across Victoria and in my district of Ringwood as well
and creates better boating facilities. Can I preface my contribution this afternoon, prepared at a rate of
knots, by saying that I hope it is not too much of an ordeal to all concerned. Boating, as many of my
colleagues have indicated previously in their contributions, is a popular recreational activity, and is a
wonderful recreational pastime and is important to all aspects of our mental health, our physical health,
our physical wellbeing and our general health. It is one of those things that many people enjoy as a
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recreational pastime. That means that supporting activities like boating is an important part, a
mainstay, of the agenda of any state government.
Recreational activities like boating, we know, also support jobs, and that is what we are about on this
side of the house. There is a whole web of supply chains that intersect with the recreational boating
and fishing sectors. We think about the tourism industry, we think about the waterskiers, we think
about the wakeboarders. I have not actually been wakeboarding, but I know that many people enjoy
pastimes like that. In fact recreational boating contributes directly and indirectly around $8 billion to
the Victorian economy—so it is not to be dismissed lightly—and it creates tens of thousands of jobs
for Victorians.
We have carefully navigated our way through to reforming the provision of boating facilities in
Victoria by consulting with important stakeholders, the representatives of the boating community, and
even locally it has been a pleasure to liaise with many people who are keen anglers in my district—
there are many people in the east and even though we might be a little far from the bay we have got
keen angling clubs in our neck of the woods. It has been great to liaise with them, and I know our
government has done that.
The question rightly asked by the boating community in Victoria is: why take a punt on their
registration fees and charges and the way they are spent? They have long lobbied for the establishment
of a fund to see the revenue that is collected from boating more closely linked to the investment in
boating infrastructure. To this end, as many of my colleagues have noted, the bill provides for a
dedicated fund, the Better Boating Fund, to be set up and for the Treasurer to transfer the equivalent
of all revenue collected from marine licensing and vessel registration into that fund. It is estimated that
this fund will take in around $31 million a year, an amount that will only grow with the promotion of
recreational boating activities across our state.
It is part of a broader overall boating strategy that the Andrews Labor government has. I note that once
the consultation with stakeholders process has been completed, the decision on how to best spend the
proceeds of these funds will be determined. But rest assured the process will be entirely aboveboard,
so to speak. It is a policy that is firmly from this port side of politics, and once it weighs anchor we
will see greater investment in boating infrastructure, on track with the growth of boating and
recreational boating in Victoria, and that is a very good thing. We will be progressing the boating
strategy through the first half of next year, after which there will be further clarity on how the Better
Boating Fund will be acquitted and spent.
On giving guidance on the priorities, as a number of my colleagues have said, they want certainty that
boating and related infrastructure will be properly supported. They want transparency in how that
support is administered. They want accountability on how money is spent on boating facilities—‘No
ship, Sherlock’, as you might say. That is just what this bill, as part of the Andrews Labor
government’s overall boating strategy, will do.
To change tack slightly, let me respond to some of what the reasoned amendment proposes, as some
of my colleagues have. Let us get to the facts. Let us get the facts on the record. It is noted that under
the Baillieu-Napthine coalition governments not one cent from licences and fees was put directly back
in to boating. They had every opportunity to establish a dedicated fund but failed to do so—surprise,
surprise. We are getting on with delivering on our promise, which will put back every cent raised into
making boating more accessible to people, providing transparency where needed.
When the bill is passed it will commence operation on 1 July 2021, and when it sails through the
Parliament I note that the starting balance will be equal to every cent of revenue collected through the
issue or renewal of marine licences and vessel registrations in the 2020–21 financial year. It is a bill
that will enable the delivery of yet another Andrews Labor government election commitment.
I want to note some of the contributions of members in this chamber. Acting Speaker Edbrooke, you
yourself spoke about the snapper down Frankston way. The member for Carrum noted the significant
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work at Patterson River at that launching facility and the work that is being done there. The member
for Bass mentioned the significant recreational boating community in her electorate, the importance
of boating to her and her community and her ongoing advocacy for anglers and recreational boaters.
The member for South Barwon informed the Parliament, perhaps somewhat foolishly, that he owns a
boat. I cannot remember being invited for a trip out in the bay down his way before.
Mr J Bull: Still waiting.
Mr HALSE: That’s right. As the member for Sunbury says, I am still waiting, and I look forward
perhaps over the summer to the member for South Barwon inviting us to enjoy the boating down his
way and to cast a line. The member for Mordialloc spoke about the fish-and-chip crew—I have not
heard about that before, but that is alive and well in his district—but also he spoke, importantly, about
the larger vision for boating and recreation across Victoria and the importance of boating and
recreation across Victoria.
So it is a real pleasure to speak to this bill this afternoon. As a keen angler myself and someone who
enjoys getting on a boat, particularly in the warmer months, I am delighted the government has brought
this bill before the house. It is a bill that makes sense from bow to stern, and without going overboard
I commend it to the house.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (16:28): I am very pleased to also have the opportunity today
to speak in support of the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. As we have
heard from a number of my colleagues and indeed those opposite, many of whom have electorates
that are waterside, this is a very important bill for them and their constituencies—indeed perhaps for
you, Acting Speaker Edbrooke. Representing the electorate of Pascoe Vale, we have a lot of keen
boaters, but we are not what you would describe as waterside. Having grown up in Lilydale, boating
was not something that as a child my family engaged in much at all other than, ironically, when we
went to the Mallee to visit my cousins in Donald—not a part of Victoria well known for boating. But
they did have a waterskiing boat, and other than in times of severe drought there was a lake that they
would routinely take this boat out to. So as a 12-, 13-, 14-year-old I very much enjoyed learning to
waterski with them up at Donald. Indeed later when they moved to Benalla the boat went with them,
and waterskiing in Nillahcootie and other places was something that I very much enjoyed. Boating,
fishing and indeed camping, other than an annual trip to the Lakes Entrance caravan park, were not
things that my family engaged in, but I know from my cousins and my now in-laws that boating and
fishing is something that in many families is a key part of their cultural identity.
For many, these activities are a lifelong hobby, a sport or a chance to spend quality time with family
and friends. Indeed as I describe boating as a sport, I am reminded that when I was chief of staff to the
then minister for sport, now the Deputy Premier, I did partake in sailing lessons on Albert Park Lake—
again, not something that I was particularly good at. I was probably more renowned for capsizing the
boat rather than making it go in the appropriate wind direction, but nonetheless I did give it a go.
Boating brings people from metropolitan areas to the regions and it connects people in regional areas
with their communities, and certainly this is something I experienced through my extended family.
Boating gives Victorians the opportunity to appreciate the great outdoors, a chance to enjoy all of our
beautiful coastline and rivers, natural environments and the incredible tourism opportunities that our
great state has to offer. Importantly, the popularity of these activities provides so many opportunities
for the growth of our economy and for the growth of the number of jobs that we achieve in our state.
Indeed in these difficult economic times this is particularly important. Supporting and developing this
sector with our hundreds of thousands of Victorian boaters well and truly puts Victoria on the map,
and it is an important part of our recovery going forward.
We are fully aware also of the need for the utmost levels of safety in boating right across our state, and
this is important in areas of participant experience and education as well as the condition of our public
boating facilities and the monitoring of our waterways. Our government has worked hard to deliver
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for our boating community and to provide for better boating across our state, and this bill represents
yet another part of delivering on that commitment for Victoria.
In working to improve and deliver boating in Victoria, this bill amends the Marine Safety Act 2010 to
provide for the establishment of the Better Boating Fund. The bill works to set out the moneys that
can be paid to the fund in addition to determining which money in the fund is to be expended, as well
as associated reporting requirements. The bill determines the purpose for which the money in the fund
may be used, including the provision and maintenance of boating facilities and services for the public,
the provision of boating safety education and promotion programs for the public, and the safe use of
recreational vessels and of state waters.
In terms of reporting, the bill imposes reporting requirements on the Secretary of the Department of
Transport. The secretary will be required to publish an annual report on 1 October every year, subject
to the minister’s approval, and this report will detail financially the money paid into and out of the
fund, the fund allocations and purposes of the fund and the amount of money to be carried forward in
the proceeding financial year. Reporting will also include the total amount of fees received for vessel
registration and the issue and renewal of marine licences.
Finally, amendments in this bill also provide clarity about the fact that fees specified in regulations
under the Marine Safety Act will not be limited to an amount related to the cost of providing a
regulatory service. This amendment will be necessary in making sure that the bill provides clear legal
authority for fees to be set or maintained at a level that generates revenue over and above the cost of
the provision of the regulatory services.
I will not speak for too long, because I know many of my colleagues are also keen to speak on this
bill, but this bill is about providing for better boating across our state. The bill is about delivering better
boating for over 400 000 Victorians who hold a marine licence, for their families, their friends and
those who participate alongside them, and for all of those Victorians who might be wishing to take up
this great recreational activity in the future. It is also about delivering for the benefit of our coastal and
waterway communities. Our government knows what an important part recreational boating plays in
the lifestyle of all Victorians as well as what benefits it provides for our economies. For regional
Victorian areas like the Gippsland Lakes, the Murray and Lake Eildon, we know the particular role
that boating plays in local tourism and in the livelihood of these communities. On the jobs front,
recreational boating provides over 22 000 jobs directly and indirectly to Victorians.
With the needs of and advocacy from the Victorian boating community front and centre, our
government committed at the 2018 election to make boating better through a range of improvements,
and this bill by no means stands as the beginning of our government’s delivery on boating
improvements. We have already been hard at work in delivering our commitments to the Victorian
boating community. Such improvements have included delivering on our promise to make public boat
ramps free across Victoria. Our government has removed fees from over 35 public boating facilities
in Victoria—locations such as Altona, Queenscliff and Phillip Island—and indeed at the last election
when I posted in relation to these commitments on our Facebook page, they were certainly extremely
well received by the local community in Pascoe Vale, despite our lack of proximity to the water.
Removing these fees makes recreational boating cheaper and therefore more accessible to the
community. I am very pleased to commend this bill to the house.
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (16:35): I am very excited to speak on this bill today, the Marine
Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020, and I do appreciate the vast array of experience
of my colleagues and the opposition on this, because fishing and boating is something that I think all
Victorians have at some stage come into contact with. It really is one of those family pastimes that I
think many have enjoyed. And I will come back to that, because I do have some family stories that if
I do get time I will regale you with, Acting Speaker.
Mr Fowles interjected.
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Mr FREGON: I know you are waiting for that, member for Burwood, and I will just make you
wait a little bit more because it will sweeten the deal that touch. I think the first important thing to
touch on with this bill is obviously the amount of people in Victoria—over 400 000 Victorians—that
hold a marine licence, and there are many, many more that interact with our fisheries and with our
coastal towns. These towns revolve around fishing, boating and the related activities. We heard from
the member for Nepean earlier, and obviously in his area there is a definite one-to-one relationship
with his constituents and every part of the coastline. There is not a lot of coast in Mount Waverley, I
will give you that, but I have heard from a number of constituents during the course of the pandemic—
which obviously has had an effect on recreational activities like fishing and boating—who have come
to me and are waiting to be able to get back to the coast. One in particular who I recall told me that
fishing is the thing that he loves, and he has gone so far now that he is now catching carp in Scotchmans
Creek, which I thought was pretty inventive, because it is a fairly small little creek—but apparently
there are carp in there. So you can actually fish in Mount Waverley, which is something I did not
know, but it just proves we have got it all in my patch.
I think the important part of this bill that I would really like to reflect on is the fact that we are delivering
yet another commitment that we have said we are going to do. If you go back a couple of years, when
I was lucky enough to be given this seat, part of the deal was: ‘What we say is what we’ll do’. And
again we are showing that that is true, and you can be with us. That is how you can make the sorts of
promises where you can say that, and then once you do it people will believe it the next time you say
it. And I think that the re-election of the Andrews government in 2018 proved that that is the case.
You can compare that to other governments, maybe the federal government, where we hear a lot of
announcements but do not necessarily see that coming to fruition. Now, maybe these things take longer
than some of us are prepared to wait. But I think it is very important to, yes, make the announcements
about what you are going to do but to actually follow up. And this bill follows up. I can recall even
last year, when I had a number of constituents call me about boat ramp fees saying, ‘When’s this
happening? When’s this happening? When’s this happening?’, I was very, very happy to call them
and tell them that it had actually happened. Again it just reinforces that ability to tell people, ‘Yes, this
is what we’re going to do. And now we’ve done it’, which is a lot better than standing up and saying,
‘Well, what we’re going to announce today is that we’re planning to announce the things that we’re
about to do once we’ve finished the planning to announce the things that we’re planning to do, and
that’s what we’re announcing today’. I mean, that is a very nice little word salad, but it does not
actually achieve anything.
I am mindful, when we are talking about fishing and boating, of one of my favourite films that I have
mentioned a couple of times in this house before, The Castle. You have got that scene in The Castle
where they are going to Bonnie Doon and they are all in the car and chanting, ‘We’re going to Bonnie
Doon’. And the reason they are going there as a family is that it is their special place. I think we would
all remember the little scene with, ‘Ah, the serenity’. It really brings down when they go out in the
fishing boat that it is family time. And as I said before, in my younger years we would go out with my
grandfather, good old Lindsay Fregon, and he would take us fishing. For many years my parents would
join up with some family friends of ours and we would go down to Metung, which might even be in
the Bass electorate, I am not sure, or is it just one over?
Ms Crugnale: Gippsland South.
Mr FREGON: Gippsland South. Right, well, a shout-out to the member there. Good old Metung!
We would be there every year and we would go fishing, and I have some very, very fond memories. I
am not much of a fisher myself these days. I am happy to reacquaint myself, and I think given that we
are poking towards a Christmas where we are going to be telling everyone, ‘Please go and visit
regional Victoria, please put some money into the tourism industry because they, like everyone else,
have been doing it tough and we have so many fantastic places to go in regional Victoria’, this is
exactly what we should be doing. I will be doing it. I am not sure where I am going to go, but I am
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sure we will find somewhere great, and maybe I will take the kids out fishing. Considering that we
will actually have better boating, it is the perfect thing to do.
I remember a little story. There was a friend of the family and their son was named Stuart. I will not
give his surname, because he is a senior lawyer somewhere now and we will not embarrass the poor
guy, but I remember being in the boat and we were fishing on one side of the tinnie and catching fish.
You would catch little ones. This is back in the late 1970s, so we are going back a little while. So you
would catch the little ones, and you would think, ‘Right, we’ll use those for bait’. Now, Stuart was
about six I reckon at the time, six or seven, and I was probably a bit older. Anyway, me and my father
and Uncle Len were on one side of the boat. We were fishing off the side of the boat and we would
catch the little ones and we would put them in the bucket. We were going to use them for bait later.
We turned around after about half an hour and looked down and there was nothing in the bucket. Stuart
was sitting there putting them back. All those little ones that we were going to use as bait, thinking,
‘We should have enough bait there’, but there was nothing there because Stuart had been giving them
back. So fishing is part of the circular economy in that story, I guess—something that the Andrews
government is also working on. A shout-out to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change, because the things that are coming towards us in the next year on the circular economy are
very, very special.
What we have committed to, again, is important. We have committed to allocate all the proceeds of
collected boat licence and registration fees to improve facilities and safety for the boating community
and to establish the Better Boating Fund and facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades and continual
maintenance of Victoria’s boating infrastructure, and I am sure that makes all of our regional
colleagues happy—at least you would think so. There does seem to be a quibble on the reasoned
amendment about exactly how the money is apparently going to be done. Look, I think at the end of
the day the Treasurer is going to put the dollars that are required into the fund. I do not think it
necessarily matters if it is the same $50 note that comes in that goes out. It is the same amount of
money, and frankly most money these days comes in digitally, so how would you know it is different
money anyway? It is just numbers.
Ms Green: It is beginning to smell fishy.
Mr FREGON: Well, I do not think you would want to wrap your fish in dollars, because that
would be a waste of good money. You just made me think of fish and dollars, and that brings me to
the member for Mordialloc’s contribution, where he challenged us, as you well pointed out, Acting
Speaker Edbrooke, that he had the best fish and chips in Melbourne. Well, I am not going to stand for
that either. I think we should have a fish-and-chip-off, because there are plenty of places around Mount
Waverley that do very fine fish and chips, and I will challenge the member for Mordialloc at any time.
Maybe we will do a blind tasting. I reckon we could get a few contributors. I think if we had this out,
there would be some providers that would be happy to come and fight it out. Member for Mornington,
you might have some fish and chip shops down your way that would be happy to jump in on that.
Ms Addison: Wendouree?
Mr FREGON: Wendouree—again, we all love our fish and chip shops. I know the member for
Ferntree Gully is not here, but growing up down in the gully we had a fish and chip shop three doors
down from my father’s shop—every Friday night. I am old enough that I can remember you could
actually go and get the little crunchy bits from the top and you could go and pay 5 cents for that. I
know that is probably not healthy these days, or from an OH&S point of view it probably does not
pass muster, but it was good then.
This is a fantastic achievement for this government—another one in the myriad of achievements that
we have done because we have said we will do something and then we do it. I commend this bill to
the house, and I just know that the Victorian people will thoroughly appreciate it.
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Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (16:45): I also rise to make a contribution in support of the
Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. I would also like to give a bit of a
shout-out to all the very keen fisherpeople in the electorate of Thomastown. Some of them have boats,
some of them do not, but of course most fishermen and women do often find that there is a connection
between boating and fishing, because sometimes the best catches are while you are on a boat.
But unfortunately constituents of the area have to travel quite a long way to both fish and boat, because
of course the waterways around the Thomastown electorate are really not in that category. We do have
some really good organisations like Friends of Edgars Creek in the North Epping new estates that do
a lot of work to improve the waterways by cleaning up Edgars Creek and the surrounding parklands
and grasslands. It is really encouraging to see as a sign of healthy waterways the return of frogs to our
waterways around the area and other insects and animals. Of course we are all very excited to see this
as well as all the work that is being done to preserve and to protect the endangered species, such as the
growling grass frog.
But I digress. We are talking here about the Better Boating Fund legislation. This is again an election
commitment that the Andrews Labor government is making good on. I am very proud to be part of a
government that does make election promises and actually sticks to and keeps those promises. Unlike
the other side of this chamber, we actually deliver on our commitments. We stick to them, and we are
very proud to say that for all the commitments that we make at an election we do everything we can
to ensure that they are carried through. I think there is not one election commitment that has been
broken in the Thomastown electorate or throughout the state of Victoria.
I hear the opposition carrying on about the loopholes in this legislation. Well, really, there is a
commitment from the Andrews Labor government to give back the money that is provided in licence
fees and so on to the boating industry through maintaining ramps and other facilities and amenities,
and we will do that. Maybe it is the opposition that want to look for loopholes because they may not
want to keep election commitments and this is their way of operating. But that is certainly not the way
that the government on this side of the house operates. Whatever they talk about when trying to instil
fear and concern in people and in Victorians that love boating, that is just not what is going to happen.
There was a commitment made, and this legislation is making good on that commitment.
Recreational boating is valued and enjoyed by over 400 000 Victorians in Victoria who hold marine
licences. Of course there are many more thousands of people—family members and others—that may
not have a licence but enjoy being on the water, whether it is in a dinghy or in a tinnie or in a motorboat,
or whether it is skiing on the back. There is a great lot of enjoyment. It is healthy, it is outdoors and it
is a great recreational activity.
I want to particularly congratulate the Macedonian senior citizens fishing association that is in the
electorate of Thomastown. They often hire buses to go out to fish, and in many cases they also hire,
or have relatives that will supply them with, a boat so that they can catch even more fish while also
enjoying a bit of time actually on the water. Whether it is through competition or social events, the
shared love of boating and fishing unites many people, especially in the challenging times that we
have seen this year. Groups such as the Macedonian fishing group, which is in my electorate, remind
me of the importance of passing legislation that increases the accessibility, convenience and
affordability of activities like recreational boating or fishing. There have been unprecedented boosts
to recreational boating and fishing, and we will continue to make it cheaper and simpler for Victorian
families to get out on the water. As well as this, we are delivering on our series of election
commitments to Victorian boaters, including our promise to eliminate boat ramp, parking and
launching fees.
We always have and always will work with the Victorian people to ensure affordable and accessible
services, particularly when it comes to activities that we all enjoy. Whether it is the improvements to
free public boat ramps across Victoria or the $39.6 million in upgrades to boating facilities across the
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state, the Andrews Labor government continues to respond to the needs of people that love boating
and boaters.
This bill will enable yet another commitment to be implemented, and it is something that Victorian
people paying licence fees have long advocated for: the creation of a legislated fund to ensure that all
money associated with licensing and registration fees is spent on boating safety and facilities.
Accordingly our government has responded rapidly and effectively to establish the Better Boating
Fund, an election commitment from the 2018 election campaign. The Marine Safety Amendment
(Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020 provides for the establishment of a fund called the Better Boating
Fund to facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades and continual maintenance of Victoria’s boating
infrastructure and to provide funding for related matters. As well as this, the purposes for which the
money in the fund may be utilised also include provisions for boating safety, boating education,
boating promotion programs for the public, the safe use of recreational vehicles and the safe use of
state waters—also things that are really important to make sure that boating is fun but also safe.
This amendment bill will also provide that certain fees do not need to be set according to the cost of
providing the relevant service. The bill is built on principles of transparency and accountability. There
will be reports about the money collected and where it goes. The legislation will guarantee that funds
can only be spent on boating-related facilities, services, safety and education, while also establishing
annual public reporting requirements to provide for the transparency that our stakeholders have
requested. Throughout the process the Treasurer or Assistant Treasurer will put the equivalent of the
revenue raised for marine licensing and vehicle registration into the trust account from the
Consolidated Fund, and the legislative provisions that we are talking about here will authorise the
minister or Treasurer to approve expenditure from the fund. This is critical to ensure that we specify
how we will manage the public funds in addition to those requirements outlined in the Financial
Management Act 1994. This includes reporting on the amount of money paid into and out of the fund
and, where money is spent, how much is carried forward into the next financial year and how much
revenue will be raised on the fees for licensing and registration. This will provide our boating
community with transparency—to see that their fees and charges are going back into the industry. Of
course this is another good thing for tourism as well as for our local Victorians that want to spend their
time in boats on the water.
As with everything else we do, there has been consultation on this process, and it is critical that we
continue to consult. The expenditure of the money in the fund will be determined through the
development of a Victorian recreational boating strategy. Again, this is a policy where stakeholders,
organisations and individuals will be able to put in some feedback, give their views and make their
ideas known as part of the process for developing this strategy. This will be commenced shortly, and
it will be designed with boating stakeholders as well as government to make sure that we identify what
the priorities are for funding. I mean, I could go on and on about how much we are consulting on this
issue. We are listening to the boating community in terms of what they want. We have listened in
terms of making sure that the funds are going back into the industry. It is really disappointing that all
the opposition can do is carp, complain and whinge. But the good thing, I guess, is that we are in
government. We are doing what people want us to do. We are doing what we promised to do. We will
keep on doing that. We do not need to worry about what the opposition has got to say.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Edbrooke): Just a quick reminder to all members that masks are
required to be worn in the chamber at all times, unless you have the call, and that means wearing an
appropriate mask as well.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:55): It gives me great pleasure to join the debate on the Marine Safety
Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. I am delighted to be speaking on a bill that further
reiterates our commitment to outdoor recreation and to making boating and fishing cheaper and better
resourced for the families that love doing these great outdoor pursuits.
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I have really enjoyed listening to the debate from the members, particularly on this side, talking about
the good times that they have had fishing and boating. You know, the member for Nepean quoted
research that said that fishing and boating are very effective remedies for post-traumatic stress. I know
that is something that you and I know too much about, Acting Speaker, both being firefighters. We
know many people that need this sort of outlet, so having a fund like this that is going to improve our
recreational fishers’ resources is a wonderful thing. I always love it when someone refers to The Castle
in this place and boating on Lake Eildon. Our family is really fortunate in that my brother-in-law and
sister-in-law have got a place at Goughs Bay. We just love nothing better than putting the boat out into
Goughs Bay and into Lake Eildon.
I have got a lot of respect for the member for Mornington—we are on a committee together and do
great work on the Environment and Planning Committee—but I really found it strange that the coalition
would want to question the basis of this fund and propose an amendment. We are always a government
that sticks to what we believe in and delivers on our election commitments. I think it is quite noteworthy
that during the four years the coalition were in office they did not put a cent into this type of activity. I
am proud that we made an election commitment. There should be no questioning that there is anything
fishy about the timing of our delivery on our election commitments, because we always deliver on our
election commitments. Certainly at the last election, I think the electorate determined that there really
was something fishy about a coalition that would sup lobster with a mobster. Victorians love their
seafood and they love eating flathead, but they certainly did not want to vote for them.
I have got plenty of people in my electorate that are very committed to fishing and to boating. Having
bigger properties—not necessarily really expensive properties but bigger properties, and many of
those are in my electorate—it means that people have got a place to keep their boats and to get out,
whether it is on the bay or to the many lakes and rivers in regional Victoria. But we have also got some
recreational fishing that gets done locally. One of my favourite things that I do every year is to load
fish into Yarrambat Park lake. When the restrictions were eased in recent weeks, it just gave me great
joy to see hundreds of people throwing a line in there and trying to de-stress in what has been a really
dreadful year.
I ordered online by click and collect from one of my favourite shops. One of my favourite shops—and
I cannot wait to get back in now you can go in there—is BCF. Anyone who has got an office out the
back with me in the annex knows one of my favourite songs that I like to sing—well, it is an ad jingle—
walking up the corridor is:
Boating, camping, fishing,
It’s B, C, F’ing fun—

because it is. But I ordered some click-and-collect chairs to go fishing with from BCF on the weekend,
and I said to my husband, ‘Look, in the pocket of it it’s got a place where you can put your fish and
ice’. It has got an insulated bag. He pointed out to me that he thought it was for cold drinks, but I am
sure it is for fish. (Time expired)
Following speeches incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 27 October:
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne)
I am speaking today because the Victorian Parliament has been asked to consider a bill, the Marine Safety
Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020, and today I felt it was important to put some points on the
record in relation to this bill.
For many years now I’ve watched with a growing sense of unease and, to be honest, bafflement the lengths
this Labor government will go to to appease the hunting, fishing and boating lobby in Victoria.
This bill is yet another item to add to the growing list of gifts this Andrews Labor government has given the
shooting and fishing constituency.
Now, it might sound pretty innocuous—what can be wrong with encouraging people to get out and enjoy the
water, to fish, to get into nature?
What could be wrong with using the money they pay for licences to promote fishing and fix up boat ramps?
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Well, one issue is just how much public money the government are prepared to give to encourage these
activities and how little they’re willing to give to protect the environment, our fisheries and our forests, which
need to be protected for people to enjoy these activities at all.
The government are more than happy to throw money at encouraging more people to go fishing and
hunting—and even set targets to increase the number of people doing so—but they’re not looking at the longterm sustainability of these activities, not doing any research into this, and they’re doing very little to actually
protect the ecosystems that these activities are done within.
Let’s recap some of what this Labor government has done so far to appease the fishers, hunters and shooters.
This government has a whole suite of funded programs to increase the number of recreational fishers in
Victoria to 1 million. There’s rarely a week that goes by without a media release about some program or
initiative or funding for fishing and boating.
This government has a dedicated portfolio for boating and fishing.
Funnily enough, they don’t seem to have a portfolio for birdwatching or bushwalking or hiking or any number
of other activities that Victorians like to enjoy.
This government has sacrificed commercial fishing to make way for recreational boating and fishing. I’ve
spoken about this a number of times as bills have come before this house to buy out licences in order to get
rid of commercial fishing in Victoria, despite studies showing that small-scale commercial fishing is actually
quite sustainable, but they won’t do the work to actually measure the impacts of recreational fishing and
determine the impact it’s having on fisheries across our state.
There have been suggestions that recreational fishing, because it is less regulated and because there is so much
of it, actually has a much greater impact on the fisheries and environment than small-scale commercial fishing.
However, we just don’t know because the government won’t do the work to research or track the information
that would tell all of us the answer. And that’s partly to appease a loud voting constituency who want
unrestricted access to recreational fishing across Victoria.
This government has made the use of boat ramps free and has spent just shy of $40 million in public money to
upgrade boating facilities, which is public infrastructure used primarily by those who can afford to own a boat.
This government has even put golden tickets inside fish, to be found by fishers in return for a $2000 prize.
This is how far they’re going to encourage people to fish.
The government seems so keen to expand fishing across Victoria that it’s also trying to make good on an illconceived and terribly thought through plan to allow open slather camping anywhere along Victorian rivers
and creeks. I’ve been contacted by many concerned Victorians about this now, raising many legitimate
concerns about these proposed changes, particularly asking how they will protect sensitive environmental
areas and revegetation plantings along waterways when now anyone will be allowed to camp there with very
little regulation. When I asked the government how this would work, they didn’t really have any answers.
The fishing and shooting lobby has also benefited from a Game Management Authority that is tasked with
both promoting and regulating hunting and shooting—two things which are in direct conflict. And in this
situation when there’s a conflict, which element loses out? It’s the regulation, of course.
So it seems clear this government is very, very keen to allow more people to fish across Victoria, anywhere
they possibly can, but the question is: is it doing anything to actually protect our fisheries and ecosystems?
Well, the government has also loudly announced that it would not declare any new marine parks in Victoria,
despite many studies showing they’re sorely needed and Victoria nowhere near meeting international
protected areas targets.
And their biodiversity plan remains largely unfunded.
So the answer seems to be no.
This government wants to expand hunting and fishing with no regard to the effect it might have on ecosystems
or the environment, which actually affects all of us and our kids now and into the future.
And now we have this bill before us.
This bill aims to make sure that into the future fees related to boating and fishing licences can only be spent
on things that the boating and fishing lobby approve of.
Now, one has to ask: why is it that this Labor government is so keen to bend over backwards to please the
hunting and fishing lobby?
Is it because they need the votes of the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party in the upper house or their
preferences at the next election, or because they want to make sure they lock in certain marginal seats in regional
and bayside areas after a ‘ramp rage’ campaign by Rex Hunt and the fishing lobby prior to the last election?
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Well, perhaps it’s a combination of all of these.
If only that many other worthy campaigns I’m aware of—such as the campaign to create new national parks
in Victoria or stop duck hunting or stop logging—were given similar red-carpet treatment from this Labor
government. Sadly they are not.
Whatever the reason, it’s not good public policy to encourage hunting and fishing open slather without
considering the consequences or sustainability into the future.
As a Greens MP, I very much support people getting out into nature. I can understand why people want to
enjoy our beautiful rivers and marine environment. I get it.
We’re not opposed to the government spending public money to upgrade boat ramps or other infrastructure
of this nature.
But in all seriousness, I find it perplexing how the boating and fishing lobby has so much sway over the
Andrews Labor government. I can’t help but wonder what has been provided in return.
Coming back to this bill, my Greens colleagues and I do have some concerns about the bill.
First, we are uncomfortable with the prescriptive nature of limiting government spending in this way.
State waters belong to all of us. Boating infrastructure like ramps are funded by, and belong to, all Victorians.
Fees—like boat and fishing licence fees—enable the government to appropriately regulate activities which
have safety and environmental laws associated with them.
It is not appropriate that what is spent from the revenue from these fees is then dictated by one lobby group.
Not only are these fees being dictated by this lobby group but they’ve even been able to write the allowable
uses of this money into law—so future governments can only spend fishing and boating licence fees on certain
things—which, not surprisingly, do not include anything to do with environmental or ecosystem protection
or education.
In our view a key reason for licensing activities making use of public land or waters is so that these lands and
waters can be looked after for the future, because, after all, if we decimate our fish stocks and their ecosystems,
there will be no fishing that can be done in the future. Yet this government seems not to care about the longterm impacts of these activities or the long-term health of the environment, only its short-term political fortunes.
It’s disappointing that this bill appears to give no consideration for protecting our precious river and marine
environment, but hardly surprising from a government that has shown over six years a disregard for nature
and wildlife in favour of fishing, hunting, mining, logging, duck shooting and related activities.
The Greens have some serious concerns about this approach taken by this government, including this bill, and
we’ll take a further look at it to determine what actions we might take when it comes before the upper house.

Ms COUZENS (Geelong)
I am pleased to speak on the Marine Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. I want to
congratulate the Minister for Fishing and Boating, and I also want to acknowledge the work on this bill by
the previous Minister for Fishing and Boating in the other place.
Across the Geelong region we have many well-used boat ramps to access fantastic fishing, yachting, offshore
diving and recreational boating experiences.
Our vast and spectacular north-facing waterfront attracts people, young and old, who come from everywhere
to use these facilities in our beautiful region.
In 2018 we made a number of commitments to make it cheaper and easier for families to get out on the water,
with an unprecedented boost to recreational boating and fishing.
We committed to fixing boat ramps and abolishing all boat ramp parking and launching fees. This was done
because we are committed to ensuring access for everyone, regardless of how much money you have.
We are now getting on with delivering the commitment to establish the Better Boating Fund. We know that
recreational boating is an important part of the lifestyle enjoyed by over 400 000 Victorians, many of them in
the Geelong region, who hold a marine licence and those who participate in this activity alongside those with
a licence.
Recreational boating contributes around $8 billion directly and indirectly to the Victorian economy.
Recreational boating also provides over 22 000 jobs directly and indirectly to Victorians.
This is a significant and important contribution to the Victorian economy. We know that Victorian boaters
have lobbied for the establishment of a legislated fund to ensure that every dollar of licensing and registration
fees is spent on boating safety and facilities.

BILLS
Thursday, 29 October 2020

Legislative Assembly

3173

I am pleased that we have responded to the needs of boaters and are moving to implement the election
commitment to establish the Better Boating Fund.
The Andrews government committed to allocate all the proceeds of collected boat licence and registration
fees to improving facilities and safety for the boating community. We also committed to establish the Better
Boating Fund to facilitate urgent boat ramp upgrades and continual maintenance for Victoria’s boating
infrastructure.
The purposes for which the Better Boating Fund can be spent will be to deliver on recreational boating
priorities on boat ramp upgrades, new facilities, maintenance, boating safety and boating education.
The Better Boating Fund will operate with the Treasurer to transfer the equivalent of all revenue collected
from marine licensing and vessel registration fees into the fund. This is approximately $31 million per year
and is growing in proportion to the growth in recreational boating activities.
Monies deposited into the fund can only be spent for specified purposes. This includes providing and
maintaining boating facilities and related services; boating education; boating promotion programs; the safe
use of recreational vessels; and the safe use of state waters.
All of the revenue generated by fees will be used to provide facilities and services that the boating community
want and need.
The bill establishes public reporting provisions that will enable the boating public to understand how much
revenue is generated through marine licence and vessel registration fees; how money is deposited into the
Better Boating Fund; how the money is being spent; and how revenue and expenditure compares to the
previous year.
What boaters will get is a legislated trust fund, where the equivalent of all revenue collected from marine
licensing and vessel registration fees will be placed into the account, which can only be used for specified
purposes. Of course we will be held to account by the inclusion of public reporting provisions.
The Better Boating Fund will be a public trust account and will be managed in accordance with the
requirements of the Financial Management Act 1994.
We know that there will be many competing priorities for funding of the recreational boating system. To
ensure that the priorities are clearly identified and outlined to stakeholders, I understand that the minister will
now progress a Victorian recreational boating strategy.
The minister has determined that the boating strategy will be co-designed with our boating stakeholders in
order to identify our recreational boating priorities and to deliver on and to work towards giving Victorians
the best facilities in the country.
This strategy will be progressed throughout the first half of next year so that there is clarity on how the Better
Boating Fund will be allocated once established.
More and more our local communities want to see improved recreation facilities so that everyone can enjoy
them now and into the future.
I commend the bill to the house.

The SPEAKER: The time set down for consideration of items on the government business
program has arrived, and I am required to interrupt business. The house is considering the Marine
Safety Amendment (Better Boating Fund) Bill 2020. The minister has moved that the bill be now read
a second time. The member for Mornington has moved a reasoned amendment to this motion. He has
proposed to omit all the words after ‘That’ and replace them with the words that have been circulated.
The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the question.

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

Ayes, 49
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J

Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr

Pakula, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Read, Dr
Richards, Ms
Richardson, Mr

BILLS
3174

Legislative Assembly

Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fowles, Mr
Fregon, Mr

Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Horne, Ms
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kennedy, Mr
Kilkenny, Ms
Maas, Mr
McGhie, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
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Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Taylor, Mr
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms

Noes, 23
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D
O’Brien, Mr M
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Smith, Mr R

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

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
Register of opinion on question
Ayes
Mr Andrews, Ms Couzens, Ms Edwards, Mr Eren, Ms Neville, Mr Pallas, Mr Tak, Ms Theophanous,
Mr Wynne
Noes
Mr Burgess, Ms Kealy, Mr Northe, Ms Ryan
EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr MERLINO:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
HUMAN TISSUE AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr FOLEY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Circulated amendments
Circulated government amendments as follows agreed to:
1.

Clause 5, page 4, lines 11 to 16, omit “if the artificial means of maintaining the respiration or the
circulation of the blood of the person were withdrawn, irreversible cessation of all function of the brain
of that person would occur imminently” and insert “death of the person would occur as a result of the
withdrawal of the artificial means of maintaining the respiration or the circulation of the blood of the
person”.

2.

Clause 5, page 5, line 5, omit “or a consent”.

3.

Clause 5, page 5, lines 6 and 7, omit “, or a consent under section 24C” and insert “with the consent of
a medical treatment decision maker under section 24C, or in the circumstances set out in section 24E”.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPPORTING VICTIMS AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

and Mr SOUTHWICK’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted and replaced with the words ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the families, loved ones and advocates for deceased sexual assault victims have been
consulted on the proposed changes and are comfortable with the bill.’

The SPEAKER (17:13): The minister has moved that this bill be now read a second time. The
member for Caulfield has moved a reasoned amendment to this motion. He has proposed to omit all the
words after ‘That’ and replace them with the words that appear on the notice paper. The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the question.

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

Ayes, 46
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr

Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms
Halse, Mr
Hamer, Mr

Merlino, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richards, Ms
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
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Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fowles, Mr

Hennessy, Ms
Horne, Ms
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kennedy, Mr
Kilkenny, Ms
Maas, Mr
McGhie, Mr
McGuire, Mr
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Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Taylor, Mr
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms

Noes, 26
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Newbury, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D
O’Brien, Mr M
Read, Dr
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Sandell, Ms

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

Question agreed to.
Register of opinion on question
Ayes
Mr Andrews, Ms Couzens, Ms Edwards, Mr Eren, Ms Neville, Mr Pallas, Mr Tak, Ms Theophanous,
Mr Wynne
Noes
Mr Burgess, Ms Cupper, Ms Kealy, Mr Northe, Ms Ryan
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:

Ayes, 49
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brayne, Mr
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Cheeseman, Mr
Connolly, Ms
Crugnale, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
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

Pakula, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Read, Dr
Richards, Ms
Richardson, Mr
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Settle, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Taylor, Mr
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms

Noes, 23
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr

McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Smith, Mr T
Southwick, Mr
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Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

Newbury, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D
O’Brien, Mr M
Riordan, Mr
Rowswell, Mr
Smith, Mr R
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Staley, Ms
Vallence, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
The SPEAKER: The bill will now be sent to the Legislative Council and their agreement requested.
Register of opinion on question
Ayes
Mr Andrews, Ms Couzens, Ms Edwards, Mr Eren, Ms Neville, Mr Pallas, Mr Tak, Ms Theophanous,
Mr Wynne
Noes
Mr Burgess, Ms Cupper, Ms Kealy, Mr Northe, Ms Ryan
Business interrupted under resolution of house of 27 October.
Adjournment
The SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

KOONDROOK PRIMARY SCHOOL
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (17:35): (4697) The action I seek tonight is from the Minister for
Education, and it is that Koondrook Primary School be exempted from the education department’s
placement policy. Koondrook-Barham is a cross-border community with students from Victoria
attending Barham Public School and New South Wales students attending Koondrook Primary
School. Next year Koondrook Primary School will have 22 students from New South Wales, and
Barham Public School will have approximately 30 students from Victoria. The Koondrook Primary
School council do not want to turn away or reject enrolments, but they have been told by the
department that they cannot accept any students that reside in New South Wales. This is another
example of rules being made in Melbourne without understanding that cross-border communities are
one community and the Murray River is just that—a river, not a wall.
When the new Koondrook Primary School was built in 2013 the department refused to accept the
growth projections for enrolments at the school despite all the evidence showing that KoondrookBarham was growing and attracting young families to live in the area. The school then had 48 students
and now has reached its capacity of 100 students. Instead of restricting enrolments, the school council
would like the department to visit the school and meet with the school council to discuss its need for
additional class space. The school council, the teaching staff and the community have worked hard to
deliver a quality education and now believe they are being penalised because they will have to turn
away parents who want to send their children to the school. Again I ask the Minister for Education to
exempt Koondrook Primary School from the Andrews government’s placement policy and allow it to
continue to accept enrolments from New South Wales.

ADJOURNMENT
3178

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

SKYE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (17:36): (4698) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education. The action I seek is for the minister to provide an update on the massive building upgrade
at Skye Primary School. Last year I announced to a very excited Skye Primary assembly that their
school had received $7.8 million in Andrews Labor government funding as part of this government’s
Education State agenda. It was an incredible moment to hear the cheers celebrating the news that they
would be getting a brand new indoor gym with a competition-grade basketball and netball court as
well as a major refurbishment of their learning and administration areas. This significant investment
will help make sure that current and future students at Skye Primary have the opportunity to learn in
the first-rate facilities they deserve and to get a great local education. It is just another example of this
government’s absolute commitment to the importance of education, making Victoria the Education
State and making sure that every Victorian child has access to a great local school.
I would like to thank the staff at Skye Primary for working so hard to support their students during the
coronavirus crisis, and I would like to thank the parents and families. Remote learning was not easy,
but what does make it easier is the care, compassion and respect shared among this wonderful school
community. After a very tough year for the fabulous students, parents, teachers and staff at Skye
Primary the whole school community cannot wait to see this important upgrade, which will make this
wonderful local school even better.
MCMAHONS ROAD–BURWOOD HIGHWAY, FERNTREE GULLY
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (17:38): (4699) I wish to raise a matter on the adjournment for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the action that I am seeking on behalf of Knox residents
is for the dangerous intersection of McMahons Road and Clyde Street and Burwood Highway in
Ferntree Gully to be improved with the installation of traffic lights. This is an issue I have raised many
times in this chamber with various ministers of this government and an issue I will continue to raise
until Knox residents get the outcome they need. Ferntree Gully has seen a significant increase in highrise and unit development, which has greatly contributed to the increased traffic that is now seen in local
streets. In the past when I have spoken about my concerns surrounding this intersection I have warned
of the extra traffic that would be generated from the proposed 100 or more houses and units to be built
on the former brickworks quarry site on Norvel Road at the end of McMahons Road. Any new
dwellings in the area will significantly increase the traffic in the local vicinity.
Residents have told me their stories relating to the accidents or near misses they have experienced and
how they are finding it increasingly dangerous to enter or exit this estate. This is a very difficult
intersection to traverse because of the way it has been constructed, with Clyde Street on the south side
of McMahons Road, which also intersects with Burwood Highway and adjoins a service lane where
there is an industrial estate and a McDonald’s food store, which only increases the danger of entering
this intersection. Knox council’s engineering and infrastructure program identified this intersection as
requiring traffic lights, stating, ‘It is a busy intersection with a history of crashes and being dangerous
for pedestrians trying to cross the road to access bus services’. At the last election the Liberals promised
to install traffic lights at the intersection, a promise that was not matched by the Andrews government.
Therefore the action that I am seeking is for the improvement of this intersection, noting the increase in
traffic volumes for all road users, and I am calling upon the minister for roads to ensure that traffic lights
are installed at this important intersection.
MACEDON ELECTORATE ROADS
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (17:40): (4700) The matter I wish to raise is also for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and the action I seek is that the minister join me in my electorate
to visit the sites of our two major road projects, the Station Road and Saunders Road intersection
upgrade and the Melbourne Road and Kilmore Road intersection upgrade, both in Gisborne. Ensuring
the safe flow of traffic at these two gateway intersections is incredibly important. Lights at Station and
Saunders roads will ensure a big improvement for all road users, including vulnerable pedestrians,
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residents at Warrina Aged Care and those across the road at the local kinder. A roundabout at Kilmore
and Melbourne roads will fix an intersection that I know so many drivers, including myself, go out of
their way to avoid. As the minister knows, both of these intersections are busy gateways to Gisborne.
Local residents of surrounding towns and tourists alike use these roads every single day to travel to
and from Gisborne.
I want to thank my community for the patience they have shown so far while preliminary works to
relocate telecommunication services were carried out over at the Station and Saunders roads project.
As construction is soon to begin, there will of course be more disruptions. However, I know and I
know my constituents know that these disruptions will be well worth it when we see this much-needed
upgrade. We also eagerly await the final design of the Melbourne and Kilmore roads intersection
upgrade and the cooperation of council to deliver this Andrews government election commitment. I
am very pleased that the relocations of telecommunication services are slated to begin this summer,
so it will be great to welcome the minister and for him to see how these road projects will improve
traffic flow and safety for the people of Gisborne.
GLEN HUNTLY LEVEL CROSSING REMOVALS
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:42): (4701) My adjournment today is for the Minister for
Transport Infrastructure. The two things that I have been very, very strong about in my local electorate
in recent periods are around open space and removing two of the most dangerous level crossings—
that is, the Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road level crossings. We have been banging on about these
since 2014, after VicRoads did a report to say these were the two most dangerous level crossings in
the state. We have seen very conveniently a whole lot of level crossings being removed and these two
being excluded. After lots of pressure and a lot of work from local residents and traders around, we
are finally seeing that these level crossings are going to be removed. The government came out only
a week or so ago and proudly said that they would be accelerating the removal of these crossings and
bringing them forward a year. Conveniently that now makes the level crossing removals in 2024.
Now, we went to the last election and said they would be removed by 2022. The Liberal-Nationals
would have removed these level crossings at the time that this government would be starting them.
We know it is not good enough, we know it is too little too late, and we know that certainly my
opposition—the Labor candidate at the last election, Sorina Grasso—went down the pre-election lines
at pre-poll and promised everyone that they would be removed by 2022. That is a promise that has not
been delivered. It is now 2024. We are now hearing that the government is committing to do this rail
under road, which is something we have been advocating for very strongly. I remind the government
that the last one that was committed as rail under road was the Ormond level crossing, which was
funded by the Liberal-Nationals.
I now ask : could the minister please guarantee that once this level crossing is removed, this area is not
used to value capture and we do not see a sky tower put on top of this land. There is a great opportunity,
with Glen Eira having the lowest amount of open space in any area in its surrounds, to put some
parkland there, to put some open space in there. So we ask the government to please guarantee that
the residents in the surrounds do not see this level crossing replaced with sky towers, do not see this
valuable piece of land—which could be used for the community, could be used as parkland—turned
into more development, more overdevelopment. Our community have had enough. They are up to
their eyeballs with overdevelopment in Caulfield and surrounds, and it is time the government starts
to consider the importance of open space. If this pandemic shows us nothing more, people need a place
to get out and about, people need a place to exercise and enjoy community space, and Glen Huntly at
the Neerim and Glen Huntly roads level crossings is primed for open space and not more
overdevelopment.
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NEPEAN ELECTORATE TOURISM
Mr BRAYNE (Nepean) (17:45): (4702) The action I seek is for the Minister for Industry Support
and Recovery to provide an update on what assistance is available to tourism and business operators
for the upcoming summer. The Mornington Peninsula needs a strong summer season, and I want to
help businesses in any way I can to achieve this. It has been such a difficult year for tourism operators
and hospitality businesses alike, both of which are vital to the Mornington Peninsula. I know that
Melbourne residents are champing at the bit to get back to the peninsula, so I ask the minister for
information on what the government is doing to assist these businesses to have a bumper, COVIDsafe summer.
PRAHRAN ELECTORATE PUBLIC HOUSING
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (17:46): (4703) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
and the action I seek from the minister is that he fund a massive upgrade of public housing estates in
the Prahran electorate in the upcoming state budget. We have got a number of estates in the Prahran
electorate—in South Yarra, Prahran, Windsor and St Kilda—and I want to outline what an upgrade
would look like to those estates. It would mean rebuilding some parts of the estates that are simply not
fit for purpose around Bangs Street, Essex Street and at some of the walk-ups. They are in need of
rebuilding as modern homes with the capacity to add more public housing on site to address our
community’s homelessness crisis.
It means upgrading units in the existing towers. On the Horace Petty estate, despite promises dating
back almost a decade, there are units that have not been upgraded in the towers for a long time. Some
levels have been upgraded and then others have been ignored. It means improving the grounds, the
security, the cleaning and the maintenance levels to make the estates better places to live. These issues
just continue to come up week after week, with residents often feeling unsafe. We have got pigeon
infestation across many of the estates, making the common areas filthy and affecting people’s health.
It means looking at co-locating services on site so people can get the support and care they need.
Public housing is essential to the Prahran community, ensuring that people who need it most have a
safe place to call home that is close to services, close to schools and close to employment. Our estates
do need upgrading. Some parts need rebuilding, and this budget represents the perfect opportunity to
do that. As the government looks to invest to recover, upgrading public housing in the Prahran
electorate will create jobs for builders and for tradies whilst ensuring that everyone in our community
has a safe, secure, dignified place to call home.
SUBURBAN RAIL LOOP
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (17:48): (4704) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure, and the action that I seek is for the minister to provide an update on the Suburban Rail
Loop and how it will integrate with the transport interchange at Box Hill.
The last few months have obviously profoundly changed the way that we work. Our time working
from home has made many individuals and businesses realise that the daily commute does not
necessarily result in a more productive working environment. Flexible working arrangements are
likely to be a key legacy of the pandemic. This does not mean we will be resigned to videoconferencing
from our bedrooms for the rest of our lives. It does mean a renewed focus on decentralised office
locations where people can meet and communicate with others from across Melbourne. Why travel
for 50 minutes when you can achieve the same outcome by travelling for 20 minutes?
As our working arrangements become more agile and flexible our transport networks and systems will
need to adapt to these changes. For this reason the need for a rail network that supports jobs growth in
the suburbs and makes it easier and quicker for residents to access the services that they need is more
critical than ever. The Suburban Rail Loop is a city-shaping project that will link our suburban hubs
and provide this connectivity.
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The way that the Suburban Rail Loop connects with the interchange at Box Hill will be critical to the
success of the entire project. The Box Hill transport interchange is one of Melbourne’s busiest
transport hubs. Prior to the pandemic tens of thousands of bus, tram and rail passengers passed through
Box Hill every day. The current interchange was built in the early 1980s in conjunction with the
removal of the Station Street level crossing, a notoriously congested level crossing in the eastern
suburbs. Box Hill’s transport interchange facilities were advanced for Melbourne at the time but are
now 35 years old and would not have been designed for a life cycle far beyond the present nor for
current expectations of amenity or access.
The current facilities lack connectivity, causing safety and accessibility issues for public transport
users as well as pedestrians and cyclists. An update on the Suburban Rail Loop and how the
opportunities created by this project will improve access to the Box Hill interchange will be greatly
welcomed by my community. I look forward to the minister’s response.
GLEN HUNTLY ROAD, ELWOOD, PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Mr NEWBURY (Brighton) (17:50): (4705) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, and the action I seek is for the state Labor government to commit budget funding to
install a proper pedestrian crossing on Glen Huntly Road in Elwood. The Elwood community has been
calling for a proper crossing on Glen Huntly Road nearby to Elwood Primary School for a decade.
The site desperately needs electronic speed limit signs and pedestrian-operated traffic signals. Glen
Huntly Road is a dangerous and busy thoroughfare. Hundreds of locals and children cross there daily.
A pedestrian crossing at the site would service several schools, a childcare centre and the heavily
utilised pedestrian thoroughfare, which joins both sides of the Elster canal walking path. Shlomo, who
attends the wonderful Elwood Primary School, recently wrote to me:
… there are lots of young children … that go to the schools in Elwood.
…
I believe that the lack of pedestrian crossings is a major problem as more and more children go to both of
these schools …

The most recently available VicRoads crash data shows that over the five years to 2018 there were
17 incidents along the Glen Huntly Road strip near Elwood Primary School. Eight of those incidents
resulted in an injury. To put the minor nature of this safety initiative into context, the Parliamentary
Budget Office has estimated that the desperately needed safety initiative would cost $900 000.
Alarmingly VicRoads has acknowledged the urgency of need, advising, and I quote:
… there exists demand for a crossing …

and the site has been listed, quote:
… for consideration for a signalised pedestrian crossing with a high priority.

Let me repeat: ‘a high priority’. VicRoads has confirmed their alarm.
In 2018 the Liberal Party committed to install such a crossing if elected. By comparison, the state
Labor government missed the mark and installed a speed sign hundreds of metres down the road,
nowhere near the dangerous crossing site. This government has a track record of ignoring my
community and not giving us our fair share. The Elwood community has been calling for a proper
crossing on Glen Huntly Road. They need a crossing, but most of all they deserve a crossing. With the
upcoming state budget in mind, I call on the minister and the state Labor government to step up and
do the right thing for the safety of the Elwood community. I look forward to the minister’s response.

ADJOURNMENT
3182

Legislative Assembly

Thursday, 29 October 2020

Following matter incorporated in accordance with resolution of house of 27 October:
YOUR COMMUNITY HEALTH
Ms THEOPHANOUS (Northcote) (4706)
My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Health, and the action that I seek is that the minister accompany
me to meet with the CEO of Your Community Health, Mr Phillip Bain, at the site in Separation Street,
Northcote, when it is safe to do so.
Minister, Your Community Health provides critical allied health, psychology, paediatric care and dental
services across its three sites in Reservoir, Preston and Northcote.
In Northcote Your Community Health has been a steadfast service for locals and a place where many in our
community have received care over a long period of time. I even recall being taken there as a child by my
mother, and that sense of a welcoming, humble, caring community space has never left me.
The truth is, Minister, it is a facility that has the potential to care for even more locals—put simply, it is in
need of a revitalisation.
The site was previously set to incorporate the development of an LGBTIQ health centre with a commitment
of $2 million from federal Labor, but sadly the federal coalition did not match that commitment.
I was so pleased to hear earlier in the year that Your Community Health had declined an offer of amalgamation
with the eastern suburbs-based, EACH health services.
As good a service as EACH may be, keeping its local identity is just too important for Your Community Health.
A review of the organisation found that it is independently financially sustainable and that an amalgamation
was not in the interests of its members or the local community.
And off the back of this very positive step I want to see the service thrive.
I’ve spoken at length to the CEO about all the potential and possibility that this site holds to better service the
health needs of our local area. We have spoken about the varying needs of children and families, elderly
residents and vulnerable community members.
As the only community health provider servicing the area and with no public hospitals within the
municipality, Your Community Health has also been particularly important in servicing the local community
throughout the pandemic.
Minister, as you know, Your Community Health has been critical in providing outreach, including in-home
and on-location COVID-19 testing especially for at-risk populations, including at our public housing estates.
And you would also be aware that Dental Health Services Victoria has identified Your Community Health as
being compliant and ready to accommodate Smile Squad referrals as part of the Andrews government’s
landmark school dental care program.
I also know that from your previous portfolio you would be aware that, according to the interim findings of
the mental health royal commission, the inner north is under-resourced when it comes to mental health
services, particularly for young people.
Your Community Health is perfectly positioned to augment its services not only to assist our community
through the pandemic but to incorporate a range of services that cater to the physical and mental health needs
of our growing suburbs.
I urge you to join me to learn more about the strategic directions of this much-loved facility and the
opportunities that exist to see it reach its full potential.

RESPONSES
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Public Transport, Minister for Roads and Road Safety)
(17:52): I will refer the matters outlined in the adjournment, but I will begin by acknowledging the
matter of the Leader of the Nationals, the member for Murray Plains, for the Minister for Education,
concerning the Koondrook Primary School and particularly an exemption to the placement policy
concerning some of the cross-border issues he outlined.
Also for the Minister for Education was the member for Carrum’s matter concerning the details of the
incredible upgrade that has happened at Skye Primary School, which I know the member for Carrum
is so passionate about.
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The member for Ferntree Gully had a matter for me in relation to my capacity as Minister for Roads
and Road Safety, concerning McMahons Road and Clyde Street in Ferntree Gully and the installation
of traffic lights.
Also the member for Macedon had a matter for me concerning the important safety upgrades in her
electorate. I can commit to joining the member for Macedon to look at the Melbourne Road–Kilmore
Road roundabout as well as the Station Road–Saunders Road intersection upgrade, and I look forward
to joining the member for Macedon in due course.
The member for Caulfield had a matter for the Minister for Transport Infrastructure concerning the
removal of two level crossings at Glen Huntly Road and Neerim Road and the creation of open space
that that would warrant.
The member for Nepean had a matter for the Minister for Industry Support and Recovery concerning
a bumper tourism season coming up on the Mornington Peninsula and the support that would be
available for his local community, particularly the local sectors.
The member for Prahran, with the budget coming up, was looking for an injection of funds concerning
housing. That will be passed on to the Minister for Housing.
The member for Box Hill’s matter was also for the transport infrastructure minister, concerning the
interchange at Box Hill and what it means with the Suburban Rail Loop, concerning the bus, tram and
other local rail issues that he has in his electorate.
The member for Brighton had another matter for me concerning a pedestrian crossing for the Elwood
community at Glen Huntly Road, and that will also be looked at.
All these matters will be referred to the relevant ministers in due course and responded to.
The SPEAKER: The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 5.55 pm until Tuesday, 10 November.

